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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 


IN    THE 

FovRTs  Session  of  the  Twenty-Fourth  Parliament  of  thb 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
appointed  to  meet  5  august,  1886,  in  the  fiftieth 
Year  of  the  Reign  of 

HEE   MAJESTY    QUEEN    VICTOEIA- 


No.  1.]  THIRD    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1889. 


[April  17. 


HOUSE    OF     LORDS 


Tuesday,  9th  April,  1889. 


HORSEFLESH   (SALE  FOR  FOOD)  BILL. 

(No.  41.) 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*^ ; 
to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2"  on 
Thursday  the  2nd  of  May  next.— (7^ 
jfitfW  Beauehamp,) 

DRAINAGE    AND    IMPROVEMENT    OF 

LANDS  (IRELAND)  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL.— (No.  32.) 

Head  3*  (according  to  order),  and 
passed. 

NATIONAL  DEBT    REDEMPTION  BILL. 

(No.  39.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment; then  Standiog  Order  No. 
XXXIX.  considered  (according  to 
order),  and  dispensed  with.  Bill  read 
8%  and  passed. 

VOL.  CCOXXXV.    [third  series.] 


TOWN  POLICE  CLAUSES  ACT  (1847) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  38.) 

SECOND   READINO. 

Order  of  the  D  ly  for  Second  Reading 
read. 

♦The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  :  My 
Lords,  the  Bill  which  I  now  a«k  your 
Lordships  to  read  a  second  time  is 
extremely  simple  in  its  provisions.  Tho 
Bill  proposes  to  amend  the  Town  Polico 
Clauses  Act  of  1847,  which  was  passed 
with  the  object  of  consolidating  all  tho 
Acts  giving  to  Local  Authorities  the  con- 
trol  of  the  police.  That  Act  contained, 
inter  alia,  a  number  of  clauses  with  re- 
spect to  the  regulation  of  hackney 
carriages.  Clause  38,  after  defining 
what  is  meant  by  *'  hackney  carriage, 
enacts  as  follows : — 

*'  Provided  always  that  no  stage  coach  used 
for  the  purpose  of  standing  or  plying  for 
passengers  to  be  carried  for  hire  at  separate 
fares,  and  duly  licensed  for  that  purpose,  and 
haying  thereon  the  proper  numbered  platea 
required  by  law  to  be  placed  on  such  stage 
coaches,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  hackney 
carriage  within  the  meaning  of  this  Act." 

That  Proviso  has  been  held  to  extend 
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*/ 


tLOBDS) 


ike  Mtm$e. 


to  onmilnues,  and  the  cooMquenoe 
is  that  the  Local  Anthoritiee  in  maoj 
towns  are  powerless  to  reenlate  the 
traffic  of  omnibuses,  which  wander 
about  at  their  own  sweet  pleasure, 
causing  very  serious  obstruction  and 
annoyance  to  the  inhabitants.  Several 
towns  have  proceeded  bj  private  Local 
BOls  to  give  themselves  these  powers ; 
amongst  others,  I  may  mention  Birming- 
ham, Accrington,  Bristol,  Cardiff^  Hud- 
dersfield,  Liverpool,  Nottingham.  Pres- 
ton, Salford,  Sheffield,  and  probably 
many  others.  The  object  of  this  Bill  is 
to  save  the  time  and  expense  of  thus 
proceeding  bv  separate  Local  Bills,  by 
amending  the  Act  of  1847,  and 
giving  the  necessary  power  to  all 
Local  Authorities.  The  reason  probably 
why  omnibuses  were  not  included 
in  the  Act  of  1847  was,  that  at 
that  time  omnibuses  as  public  carriages 
were  hardly  known  ;  but  I  need  hardly 
remind  your  Lordships  that  at  the 
present  time  public  omnibus  traffic  has 
enormously  developed  all  over  the 
country.  I  may  add  that  tramcars  are 
not  included  in  this  Bill,  because  the 
various  Acts  under  which  tramways 
have  been  constructed  have  always  con- 
tained the  necessary  powers  to  the 
Local  Authorities.  That,  my  Lords,  is 
really  the  whole  of  the  Bill.  It  has 
been  supported  by  both  sides  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  was  brought 
forward  by  Mr.  Picton,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester,  and  seconded  by 
my  noble  Friend  Lord  Granby.  It 
received  no  opposition  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  At  one  time 
it  certainly  was  blocked  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  but  that,  I  understand, 
was  for  purely  personal  reasons,  as 
an  hon.  Miember,  with  that  public  spirit 
which  distinguishes  certain  Members 
of  the  other  House,  had  blocked 
this  Bill  because  somebody  who  sat 
near  the  hon.  Member  who  proposed 
it  had  previously  blocked  another  Bill 
in  which  the  blocking  Member  was 
interested.  Eventually,  however,  the 
Bill  passed  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  the  absence  both  of  the  blocker 
iind  blockee. 

♦Viscount  TORRINGTON:  The 
Towns  Police  Clauses  Act,  1847,  contains 
in  Sections  87  to  68  a  series  of  pro- 
visions with  respect  to  hackney 
carriages.  An  omnibus  standing  or 
plying  for  passengers  to  be  carried  for 

l%e  jBarl  of  MilUown 


hire  at  separate  fares  is  not  a  hacknej 
carriage  within  the  meaning  of  these 
provisions,  and  the  object  of  the  Bill  ia 
to  extend  such  provisions  to  omnibuseSy 
so  far  as  they  may  be  applicable. 
Under  the  Bill,  power  will  be  given  to 
license  omnibuses,  &c..  and  to  make  bye- 
laws  for  the  regulation  of  the  conduct 
of  their  proprietors,  drivers,  and  con- 
ductors, and  for  other  matters  connected 
with  the  management  and  use  of  such 
carriages.  Some  slight  Amendments 
have  been  made  in  the  Bill  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  the  Government  have 
no  objection  to  the  Bill,  as  amended. 
Indeed,  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  in  several  instances  amended 
Local  Acts-  by  Provisional  Order  so  as 
to  give  effect  to  proposals  similar  to 
those  contained  in  the  Bill.  These 
Orders,  however,  are,  of  course,  in  force 
only  in  the  districts  of  the  Sanitary 
Authorities  whose  Local  Acts  have  been 
thus  amended.  The  Bill  would  be 
in  force  in  the  district  of  every  Urban 
Sanitary  Authority. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Standing  Committee. 

COMMISSIONERS  FOR  OATHS  BILL. 

(No.  6.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  ;  Amendments  made  ;  the  Re- 
port thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next. 

STANDING   COMMITTEES. 

Ordered,  That  two  Standing  Committees  be 
appointed,  the  one  for  the  consideration  of 
Bills  relating  to  law  and  courts  of  justice  and 
legal  procedure,  and  the  other  for  the  con- 
sideration of  all  other  Public  Bills,  that  may 
be  committed  to  them  by  the  House,  and  that 
the  first  of  such  Committees  be  designated 
*'  the  Standing  Committee  for  Bills  relating  to 
Law,  &c/*  and  the  second  of  such  Committees 
"the  Standing  Committee  for  G^eneral  Bills.'* 
— {Th€  Marquest  9f  SaJitbury.) 

LoKD  DENMAN:  The  debate  as  to 
the  Larcency  Bill  shows  the  incon- 
venience of  its  being  necessary  to  move 
for  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
instead  of  its  being  needful  to  move 
specially  for  reference  to  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee. In  fact,  there  were  two  debates 
on  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  I  wished 
to  have  said  that  if  a  burglar  deterred 
by  the  Bill  carried  no  firearms,  he 
showed  that  he  had  no  intention  to 
murder.  Grand  Committee  was  only 
named  after  the  debate. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 


-« 


ImpriionfMni  for 


[April  9,  1889} 


First  Offeneei, 


6 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— THE 
EASTER  ADJOURNMENT. 


In  reply  to  Earl  Gbanvillb, 
The  MARauBSS  of  SALISBURY:  I 
understand  that  there  is  no  business 
after  Thursday  next,  and  that  we  might 
adjourn  on  Thursday.  It  is  usual  to 
xneet  in  the  week  after  Easter  week ; 
but  I  am  told  it  is  not  usual  to  meet  on 
the  Monday.  If  there  is  no  objection, 
^re  might  meet  on  the  Tuesday  after- 
wards. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  Thursday,  a 

quarter  after  Ten  o* clock. 


IHOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  9th  April  1889. 

MR.  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION. 

The  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the 
House  of  the  unavoidable  absence  of 
Mr.  Speaker,  owing  to  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table;  and,  after  Prayers,  took 
the  Chaii^  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant 
to  the  Standing  Order. 

INDIAN  APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
In  dia  ( I )  whether  appointments  in  Native 
States  where  the  persons  appointed  are 
not  natives  of  the  respective  States  are 
reported  by  the  Agents  of  the  Viceroy 
to  the  Government  of  India;  (2)  whether 
in  the  State  of  Kampur  an  English  en- 
gineer has  been  appointed  to  supervise 
the  buildings  of  the  Nawab  of  Bampur, 
at  a  cost  of  !R8.l,800  per  month,  with  a 
regular  establishment ;  (3)  whether  the 
like  work  had  been  performed  by  an 
Indian  engineer  on  Hs.  100  a  month  and  a 
clerk  on  Bs.lO;  (4)  and  whether  such 
appointment  has  been  approved,  and  on 
what  gprounds? 

♦The  UNDER  SECRETAJRY  of 
STATE  for  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
■Chatham) :  ( 1 )  No ;  such  appointments 
are  not  reported  to  the  Government  of 
India.  (2),  (3),  and  (4).  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  no  information  on  the 
appointment  referred  to. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Does  the  hon. 
Oentleman  mean  by  the  expression  '*  not 
usually  reported  "  that  sometimes  they 
are? 


♦Sir  J.  GORST :  No,  Sir ;  they  are  not 
reported. 

THUGGEE    OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  statement 
that  Colonel  E.  P.  Henderson,  for  some 
years  in  charge  of  Thuggee  investiga- 
tions, had  been  put  on  special  duty,  in- 
cluding watching  the  Indian  National 
Congress  leaders  ;  if  so,  would  he  state 
on  what  gprounds  loyal  persons  engaged 
in  a  moderate  and  constitutionally  con- 
ducted reform  movement  were  subjected 
to  the  espionage  of  an  experienced 
Thuggee  official? 
♦Sir  J.  GORST:  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  information  which  con- 
firms the  statement  referred  to  in  the 
question. 

IMPRISONMENT  FOR  FIRST  OFFENCES. 

Mr.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essex. 
Ssiffron  Walden)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  case 
of  a  woman  called  Sarah  Dorothy  Beck, 
who  was  lately  sentenced  to  a  month's 
imprisonment  by  Magistrates  at  Penrith 
Petty  Sessions  for  stealing  three  hens 
value  six  shillings,  and  subsequently 
died  in  gaol ;  whether  she  was  a  person 
of  weak  intellect ;  whether  any  previous 
convictions  were  alleged  against  her  at 
her  trial ;  and  whether  he  would  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  reminding 
County  Magistrates  generally  of  their 
power  of  fining  instead  of  imprisoning 
for  first  offences? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Justices,  that  this  woman 
pleaded  guilty  to  the  theft,  and  was  sent 
to  prison  for  a  month,  and  that  she 
showed  no  signs  of  weak  intellect  when 
in  the  hands  of  the  police,  or  when 
before  the  Magistrates,  but  was  deaf, 
and  quiet  in  her  manner.  There  were 
no  previous  convictions  against  her. 
She  died  the  morning  after  her  recep- 
tion in  gaol  from  natural  causes.  I  am 
not  aware  that  County  Magistrates  are 
unmindful  of  the  powers  vested  in  them 
by  law.  On  the  contrary,  I  believe  that 
the  discretion  of  fining  instead  of  im- 
prisoning is  largely  resorted  to  by  them. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  Is  the  right 
hon.     Gentleman    aware    that    at    the 
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that  there  is  no  discoverable  trace  in  the 
late  Dean's  paper  that  Sir  Rowland 
Hill  was  an  unbaptized  person.  There 
are  no  signs  of  the  question  having  been 
raised. 

RELIGIOUS  EDUCATION  IN  BOARD 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  whether 
the  Rev.  F.  H.  Watson,  on  the  22nd 
of  March  last,  examined  the  children  in 
the  Board  School  at  Snitterfield  in  the 
Apostles'  Creed;  and,  if  not,  what  was 
the  creed  in  which  he  examined  them; 
and  whether  the  teaching  of  and  ex- 
amination in  the  Apostles'  Creed  in  a 
Board  School  is  a  violation  of  the  pro- 
visions of  *'  The  Elementary  Education 
Act,  1870?" 

♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke, 
Kent,  Dartford) :  The  Creed  in  question 
was  the  Apostles'  Creed,  which,  during 
the  discussion  of  the  Co wper- Temple 
Clause,  was  mentioned  by  the  author  of 
the  clause  as  one  which  could  be  taught 
in  Board  Schools,  on  the  g^und  that  it 
was  '*  not  the  property  of  any  particular 
denomination,  but  belonged  to  all 
Christendom,"  and  this  view  of  the  case 
has  since  obtained  the  sanction  of  and 
been  acted  upon  by  successive  heads  of 
the  Department. 

Mr.  COBB  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  that  the  universal  impression 
among  the  Nonconformists  of  this  country 
is  that  the  Apostles'  Creed  is  not  to  be 
taught  in  the  Board  Schools,  and  that  If 
it  is  taught  it  is  in  violation  of  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Education  Act  of  1870  ? 
♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE:  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  such  impression  whatever 
existing.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  Minute 
written  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Brightside  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundella)  when  he  was  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  in  which  he  uses  the  very 
words  of  Lord  Mount- Temple,  and  con- 
cludes by  saying — 

"  Their  Lordships  are  not  prepared  to  inter- 
fere with  the  discretion  of  School  Boards  in 
the  matter." 

Mr.  COBB :  Did  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  yesterday 
that  this  examination  was  not  entered 
into  by  the  direction  of  the  Board  ? 
*8iR  W.  HART  DYKE :  No.  I  stated 
what  was  the  policy  of  the  Education 

Mr,  Matthews 


Department,  as  observed  by  the  right 
hon.    Oentleman    when  he  was    Vice- 
President  of  the  Council. 

Mr.  dill WYN  (Swansea) :  I  should 
like  to  know  by  what  authority  and  at 
whose  selection  the  Apostles'  Creed  is 
chosen.    Can  any  other  Creed  except  the- 
Apostles'  Creed  be  selected  ? 

The  question  was  not  answered. 


STRAND    UNION. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the^ 
Local  Government  Board  if  he  has   ap- 
pointed, or  is  about  to    appoint,    Mr. 
Thomas  Hill  an  ex  officio  Guardian    of 
the  Poor  for  St.  Martin's  in  the  Fields  ;. 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.    Hill  hafi^- 
within   the   last    few    days   withdrawn 
from   the   pending  popular  election-  of 
Guardians,  and  announced  his  attention 
not  to  again  appeal  to  the  ratepayers  for 
re-election ;  whether  Mr.  Hill  has  been 
Chairman  of  the  Guardians  for  several 
years ;  whether  the  terrible  condition  of 
the  children  in  the  parish  schools   did 
not  exist  during  his  term  of  office  ;  and, 
if  Mr.  Hill  has  been,  or  is  about  to   be, 
appointed  as  a  Guardian,  he  will  stat& 
tbe  reason  for  such  nomination  ? 

♦The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) ;  It  is 
the  intention  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  nominate  Mr.  Hill  as  a 
Guardian  of  the  Strand  Union.  Mr. 
Hill  has  been  an  elected  member  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians  for  21  years,  and  in 
the  case  of  most  of  the  elections  he  has 
been  returned  at  the  head  of  the  polL 
For  the  past  1 6  years  he  has  been  an- 
nually elected  Chairman  of  the  Board 
of  Guardians,  and  for  many  years  he 
has  represented  the  Union  on  the  Board 
of  Management  of  the  Metropolitan 
Asylum  district.  Looking  to  these 
facts,  and  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
two  Inspectors  for  the  Metropolitan  Dis- 
trict, who  have  personal  knowledge  of 
Mr.  Hill's  services,  he  has  been  offered 
nomination  as  a  Guardian.  As  regards 
the  alleged  "  terrible  condition  of  the 
children  in  the  parish  schools,"  I  pre- 
sume the  hon.  Member  refers  to  the 
outbreak  of  ophthalmia.  It  is  satisfac- 
tory, however,  to  me  to  learn  that  the 
specialist  who  was  called  in  to  examine^ 
the  children  states  — 
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"  As  the  general  result  of  my  examination,  are  empowered  to  appoint  aay  bouse- 

I  wa.  rtpucS  with  the  healthy  aspect  of  the  holders  in  the  parish  whom  they  think 

children,  which  showed  they  were  thoroairhly  /».       ..i       .         *^         .                  •     i.»       u 

weU  fed  and  oared  for.    I  do  not,  therefore.  fi*»  ^thout  any  previous  nomination  by 

consider  the  state  of  the  eyes  of  so  many  of  the   V  estry,  or  without  regard  to  any 

them  to  he  due  to  any  want  of  attention  on  the  such  nomination.   As  regards  the  pariah 

part  of  either  the  surgeons,  the  master,  matron,  ^    which   the    question    of    the    hon. 

or  norses,  hat  simply  to  the  fact  that  there  is  Member  refers,  I  understand  that  it  ha» 

insufficient  accommodation,  which  is  especially  "•"'""^»  «»»<j»o,  ^  uuuetoi^uu  «u<>.  tv  ua<r 

apparent  in  the  dormitories  and  schoolrooms."  been  the  custom  for  the  Vestry  to  sub- 

n,        .     ^.        ,      .         «   ,.         .     ,  mit  to  the  mairistrates  a  list  of  at  least 

Plans  for  the  extension  of   the  schools  fo„,  ^^^  ^^   selection.    In  the  pre- 

"tr'^'^S.^iw^®  S?      •  L.  t.       n.  sent  year  the  list  contained  the  names  of 

Mr.  CEEMEB  :  The  right  hon  Gen-  j^^  '^^  ^„j      ^„^  ^f  ^^om  had 

tleman  has  not    answered  one  of   my  already  filled  the  office  for  two  years. 

Questions-namely,  what  are  Ae  reasons  j^  j,,^  ^^^  previous  years,  also,  the 

for  the  nomination  of  Mr.  HUl  as  an  ^ames  of  two  persons  only  were  sub- 

«  officio  QuMdian  ?  I  would  follow  that  ^j^^^  ^^  jj^^  Justices.     I  am  informed 

up  by  another  question,  as  to  whether  ^i^^^  j^^  magistrates  considered  that,  as 

It  18  the  policy  of  the  Local  Government  ^  ^^^j^,  of  courtesy,  they  should  have 

Board  to  appomt  as  «  o^«o  GnardiMs  i,^^  ^  jj^j  ^  g^,^t  f^^   ^^^  ^^ey  made 

men  who  are  afraid  to  face  the  popular  jj^^i,  ^^^  selection  without  regard  to 

verdict  of  the  ratepayers?  t^e    nomination   by  the  Vestry.     The 

♦Me.  RITCHIE :    As  to  the  reasons  appointments  of  overseers  are  not  sub- 

which  induced  the  I^cal  Government  j^^  to  the  sanction  of  the  Local  Govern- 

Board  to  appoint  Mr.  mil,  I  have  given  \^^^  g^^,^    ^„^  tj,^  ^^^^  j^^^^   ^^ 

sufficient  evidence  to  the  hon.  Gentle-  jurisdiction  in  the  matter, 

man  to  show  that  m  our  opinion  Mr.  ^^    TANNER:    Is  it  not  the  fact 

Hill  was  a  proper  person  to  be  appointed.  ^^^^  ^^^  ^f  ^y^^  magistrates  who  adjudi- 

It  was  because  we  thought  he  was  a  ^^^^  ^^  jj^j^  ^^^jtl,  ^^  Chairman,  or, 

proper  person  that  he  was  appointed  ^^         ,^j^   ^          i         shareholder,  of 

As  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  statement  a  company  that  was  appellant  in  a  case 

of  Mr.    Hill  being  afraid  to  seek  re-  against  the  parish  in  question  ? 

election,  I  beg  to  say  that  Mr.  Hill  only  .j^^    RITCHIE :  I  know  nothing  of 

withdrew  from   the  list  of  candidates  ^y^^^       ^he  hon.    Member    must    iive 

after  he  had  received  a  notification  from  „„tj„,  „,  ^j,^  question, 

the  Local  Government   Board  that  he  p^   TANNER :  Is  it  not  the  fact,  as 

was  to  be  offered  the  appointment.  evidenced  by  communications  which  have 

THE  VESTRY  OFST.  PETER'S.  •Ppeared  in   the  Norfolk  newspapers, 

that   more  overseers   have  been   nomi- 

THEl  FORD.  ^^^^  ^^y  ^^^  p^j.jgjj  ^y^^^  ^^^  required  ? 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,   Mid) :  I  ♦Mr.    RITCHIE  :    I    know    nothing 

wish  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  whatever  about  what  has  appeared  in 

Oovernment  Board  whether  bis  atten-  the  Norfolk  newspapers,  or  aoout  any 

tion  has  been  called  to  the   fact  that  of  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  \ 

Messrs.     Stephen    Oldman     and     Ro-  and  I  think  it  is  very  much  to  be  depre- 

bert  Brown  were  unanimously   chosen  cated  that  questions  should  be  put  in 

overseers     by     the     Vestry     in      the  this    House    casting    reflections    upon 

parish     of      St.      Peter's,      Thetford,  people. 

County  Norfolk  ;  that  the  local  magis-  Dr.  TANNER  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
trates  have  passed  over  the  names  of  the  that  when  I  come  out  of  gaol  I  shall 
selected  overseers,  and  appointed  in  their  give  this    matter    my   most    thorough, 
place  Messrs.  Ditch  and  Hoiden ;  how  attention, 
many  elective  votes  these  gentlemen  ob- 
tained; and  whether  it  is  the  intention  IRELAND -PARLIAMBNTARY 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  to  eano-  FRANCHISE  FORMS, 
lion  the  election  of   Messrs.  Ditch  and  Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  desire 
Hoiden ;  and,  if  so,  by  what  right  and  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
for  what  purpose  are  the  elective  votes  whether  any  person    is  under  a  legal 
of  the  Vestry  to  be  superseded  ?  obligation   to  fill    up    and  return  any 
*Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  appointment  of  form  relating  to  the  Parliamentaiy  fran- 
overseers  vests  in  the  Justices,  and  they  cliise  devised  and  issued  by  the  Belfast 


IS 


Board  or  School 


fCOUMONS) 


of  fbmtrjf. 


IS 


or  an;  other  board  of  gitiardians,  in 
addition  to  the  form  preeiiribed  b7  the 
Fr&Dohise  Law  ? 

*Thk  SOLTCITOB  general  poh 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddew,  Dublin  Uni- 
venity) :  No  person  is  under  a  legal 
obligation  to  fill  ap  and  return  any  form 
relating  to  the  Parliamentary  franchise 
in  addition  to  the  forms  authorized  or 
prescribed  by  the  Franchise  Law.  It  is 
not  accurate  to  describe  all  these  forms 
as  prescribed.  The  Representatiou  of 
the  People  Act,  1884.  and  the  Parlia- 
montarj Registration,  Ireland,  Act,  I8B5, 
do  give  certain  forms.  But  the  Poor 
Rate  Assessment  Act  of  1869,  which 
was  applied  to  Ireland  in  1884,  while 
casting  upon  certain  classes  of  owners 
the  obligation  of  furnishing  information, 
does  not  prescribe  any  precise  form  in 
which  this  information  should  be  asked 
for  by  the  overseers. 

POLICE  ESPIONAGE  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.E., 

Holmfirth) :  I  beg  to  postpone  my 
question  with  regard  to  the  police 
espionage  to  which  I  and  my  wife  were 
subjected  in  Ireland,  to  a  day  when  the 
Chief  Secretary  will  be  present. 

THE  LONDON  SCHOOL  BOARD. 
Mb.  JOHN  TALBOT:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  the  two 
TBoancies  on  the  London  School  Board, 
caused  by  the  unseating  of  two  Members 
for  the  Westminster  Division,  have 
been  reported  to  the  Education  Depart- 
ment; and,  what  steps  will  be  taken  to 
■nake  the  representation  of  the  division 
complete  ? 

*SiR  W.  HART  DYKE  :  The  vaoan- 
cies  referred  to  has  not  been  reported  to 
the  Department  by  the  London  School 
Board,  but  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  any  representation  they  make 
to  me  I  shall  be  happy  to  consider. 

TELBGBAM  ADDRESSES. 
Mb.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Blaok- 
friars,  Sec):  I  wish  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  if  it  is  the  case  that, 
while  in  the  Post  Office,  directories  may 
be  referred  to  by  the  clerks  in  cases  of 
insufficiently  addressed  letters,  post- 
cards, or  newspapers,  in  Telegraph 
Offices  the  clerks  are  forbidden  to  refer 
to  directories  in  cases  of  iaanffidently 


addraamd  talegnuos,  the  ownan  of 
which  cannot  be  found;  and,  whether 
he  will  explain  the  reaeoD  tor  iba 
different  treatment  of' moil  raott^  and 
telegrams  f 

•The  FOiJTMASTEB  GENERAL 
(Mb.  Baikss,  Cambridge  UniTcnity ) : 
At  page  310  of  the  Foat  Office  Omde, 
paragraph  46,  the  public  are  informed 
that  the  addresses  of  telegrams  should 
be  sufficiently  full  to  enable  the  D^iart- 
ment  to  effect  deliveiy  without  diffioolty 
and  without  reference  to  diraotoriea. 
The  distinction  between  lettere  and 
telegrams  is  that  insufficiently  addteeaed 
letters  can  be  set  aside  for  search  to  be 
made  in  a  dire<Aory  without  their  being 
appreciably  delayed  or  the  venenu 
treatment  of  the  mails  interfered  with, 
whereas  telegrams  cannot  be  carried  to 
directories  without  delay  to  themaelvea 
and  also  to  those  which  have  been  fully 
addressed  by  the  senders.  Perhaps  I 
may  point  out  that  the  sender  of 
a  letter  has  no  inducement  to 
shorten  the  address,  and  is  theref<n« 
supposed  to  do  his  best ;  whereas  ex- 
perience shows  that  the  addresses  of 
telegrams  are  purposely  shortened  to 
save  expense.  I  have,  however,  given 
orders  that,  where  a  sender  of  a  telegram 
has  obviously  done  his  l«st  the  Direototy 
is  to  be  searched  to  complete  the 
address  and  every  effort  made  to  deliver 
tbemessage.  Ifinstructionswere  given 
that  Directories  were  to  be  searched  in 
every  case,  I  fear  that  telegrame 
generally  would  be  insufficiently 
addressed,  and  that  great  delay  would 
result  to  the  senders  as  well  as  additional 
expense  and  loss  of  revenue  to  the  Post 
Office. 

BOARD  OR  SCHOOL  OP  KORESTKY. 
Bra  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) asked  whether  the  Government 
proposed  to  establish  a  Board  or  School 
of  Forestry,'  in  accordance  with  the 
unanimous  Resolutions  of  a  Committee 
of  this  Bouse  and  of  the  Associated 
Chamber  of  Commerce  ? 
*The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  Government  fully 
recognize  the  importance  of  the  subject, 
and  it  wiH,  I  think,  be  their  duty 
through  the  new  Board  of  Agriculture, 
if  we  are  fortunate  enough  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session  to  pass  the  Bill 
creating  that  Department,  to  take  steps. 
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if  we  can  see  our  way  to  do  so,  to  carry 
out  the  Resolutions  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
Ac.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether,  seeicg  that  the  prospect 
of  establishing  a  Minister  of  Agriculture 
may  be  somewhat  remote,  and  that  the 
question  of  forestry  is  distinct  from  that 
of  agriculture,  he  will  not  consider  the 
possibility  of  dealing  with  the  establish- 
ment of  a  School  of  Forestry  apart  from 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Looking  to  the 
business  we  have  to  do,  and  the  slow 
progress  made  with  our  work,  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  undertake  to  make  such 
a  proposal  as  the  hon.  Member  suggests. 


TELEGRAPHIC  COMMUNICATION 

WITH  LIGHTHOUSES,  &c. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  reso- 
lution passed  at  a  recent  meeting  of  the 
Associated  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  fa- 
vour of  placing  Lighthouses  and  Coast- 
guard Stations  in  electrical  communica- 
tion with  the  main  telegraphic  system 
of  the  country;  whether  in  considera- 
tion of  the  fact  that  a  vast  amount 
of  money  value,  and  several  hundred 
thousand  persons  passed  Tory  Island 
every  year,  he  would  endeavour  to  have 
this  recommendation  carried  out  with 
regard  to  it ;  and,  whether  the  GK>vern- 
ment  would  take  steps  as  soon  as 
possible  to  complete  a  work  of  so  im- 
portant a  national  character? 

♦The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.) :  The  question  of 
telegraphic  communication  between 
Lighthouse,  Coastguard  Stations,  and 
Lifeboat  Stations  round  the  coast  is,  as 
I  stated  last  Session,  a  matter  for  the 
<^ousideration  of  the  Post  Office  and  the 
Admiralty,  subject  to  the  Treasury, 
rather  than  for  the  Board  of  Trade. 
With  regard  to  Tory  Island,  I  would 
refer  to  the  reply  I  gave  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Hythe  on  the 
*i6th  June  last.  The  Bill  therein 
referred  to  has  now  become  law  as 
Lloyd's  Signal  Stations  Act,  1888,  and  I 
am  informed  by  Lloyd's  that  the  ques- 
tion of  connecting  Tory  Island  under  its 
powers  is  still  under  consideration,  and 
that  they  are  in  negotiation  with  the 
proprietor  of  the  Island  for  land  for  a 
Signal  Station. 


FOREIGN  VESSELS  AND  BRITISH 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  vessels  fiying  a 
foreign   flag,  and   plying  from  British 

Sorts  are  subject,  as  .a  condition  preoe- 
ent  to  obtaining  letters  of  clearance,  to 
such  regulations  as  are  laid  down  for 
British  vessels  in  like  manner  as  British 
vessels  plying  from  foreign  ports ;  and,  in 
such  case  how  many  passengers  the 
steam  packet  Comtssss  de  Fiandre  was 
authorized  by  the  Board  of  Trade  regu- 
lations to  carry  ;  how  many  she  had  ou 
board  at  the  time  of  her  loss ;  how  many 
life- belts  and  life-buoys  she  carried,  and 
if  the  readily-detachable  positions  of 
these  was  ascertained  by  a  GK)vemment 
Inspector ;  and  when  the  Committee 
sitting  under  the  Saving  Life  at  Sea  Act 
may  be  expected  to  present  the  rules  as 
to  life-saving  gear  which  they  recom- 
mended ? 

♦Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH: 
Foreign  vessels  carrying  passengers 
between  a  British  and  foreign  port 
are  not  liable  to  survey  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  I  am  not  aware  how 
many  passengers  the  Comtsnse  de  Fiandre 
had  on  board  at  the  time  of  her  loss,  nor 
what  appliances  for  saving  life  she  was 

Erovided  with.  I  am  informed  that  the 
life^Saving  Appliances  Committee,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers,  have 
very  nearly  completed  their  labours. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT:  Do  I 
understand  that  foreign  vessels  plying  in 
a  British  port  are  not  under  the  regula- 
tions of  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 
♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  The  Board 
of  Trade  can  only  act  under  the  law.  A 
foreign  vessel  plying  between  a  British 
and  a  foreign  port  is  not  liable  to  survey 
by  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT:  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  shall  call  attention 
to  this  matter  on  a  future  occasion. 

BANKRUPTCY  OFFICIALS  AND 
COUNTY  COUNCILS. 

Mr.  WOOT ion  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Arthur 
Davies  Berrington,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Monmouthshire  Quarter  Sessions,  and 
Chief  Inspector  of  Fisheries  for  England 
and  WaleA,  has.  By  reason  of  his  hold- 
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we  are  exoeedinglj  backward  with 
Supply,  having  regard  to  the  number  of 
days  aTailable.  If,  however,  the  in- 
terrsl  between  this  and  next  Tuesday 
reeulta  in  a  very  large  amount  of  Supply 
being  given,  there  mny  be  a  poBaibifity 
of  reUevtng  the  House  and  the  Qovem- 
ment  from  the  necessity  of  coming  down 
here  on  Thursday,  the  25ih.  I  am  not 
sbla  to  give  any  other  answer  to  the 

lum.  Oentlsmao. 

Mb-  LABOUCHEBE  :  I  wiU  repeat 
my  question  on  Tuaaday. 

«ia  U.    CAMPBELL    (Kirkcaldy) 

What   business   is  to  be  taken  before 

Xaatetr 

*Ha.  W.  H.  SUirU  :  I  have  already 

Mated  that  the  business  on  Thursday  will 

be  Supply  aad    the  introduction  of  the 

^Bill  tor  giviut;  eifeot  to  the  Sugar  Cun- 

P^wittoa.     On  ftiouday  the  Budget  of  the 

f  Ohancrilor    of  the  Exchequer  will  be 

'  *i»n.  and  we  hops  also  to  get  Supply. 

ANaval  Defence  Bill  will  not  be  taken 

k  Hooday. 

f  Us.  0HILDER8  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 
to    ash     whether,    when    efiective 
l^y  is  put  down  for  Friday,  the  Oo- 
went  will  take  oare  to  keep  a  House  ? 
I  have  lately   had  the  House  twice 
ated  out  on  thoM  ocoasions. 
Ub.  W.  H.SMITH:  I  should  be  very 
^   to  give  the  ri^t  hon.  Gleatleman 
loeifthsre  was  the  least  hope 
e  Supply  would  be  obtained, 
igbthon.  Geotlenutn  ia  aware  that 
were  several  Notices    of  Uotion 
discussed    iMtveem   the  Uotioo 
was  dieposfd  of  on  Friday  and 
•tiva  Supply  ;    snd  by  the  ordinary 
tfaod  by  which  ne  obtain  information 
lie  Qovemmeot  were  assured  that  there 
I  Dot  the  ledst  chance  of  obtaining 
'  -ive  Surnily  last  Friday  or  the  Friday 
I".     nuu.Gentlemeawho  take  an 
'    in   ibe  Motions  that  were  put 
■•■    apparently    not  at  all  un. 
'  '■    counted   out    when  the 
<nlling    the    Speaker's 
fiK't    that  there  were 
'.'  was  exerritied. 
id  spend  en  t,  but 
uke  an  interest  in 
not  think  it  neces- 
ii  dance  them  eel  res  in 
jrs  to  maintain  a  House. 
1.  Geutlemsn  is  well  aware 
circumstances    under   which 
jnts  occur.  If  he  and  his  Friends 
.4ut  US  to  get  effective  Supply  on 
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Fridaye,  we  will  certainly  do  our  best  to 
maintain  a  House ;  but  it  is  simply  ab- 
surd to  maintain  a  House  in  face  of  the  - 
fact  that  Gentlemen  whohaveUotiona  on 
the  Paper  do  not  think  it  worth  while 
to  attend  in  sufficient  numbers  to  keep 
a  House,  but  give  us  friendly  notioe 
that  wo  shall  not  be  allowed  to  reach  - 
Supply. 

llR.  CHILDEES :  The  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  not  refer 
to  me,  because  I  came  down.  The  ques- 
tion I  wish  to  ask  is  this.  If  thers  is  no 
opposition  to  Supply  ou  any  evening,  is 
it  wise  to  alter  the  old  practice,  which 
ia  not  to  put  down  effective  Suppi;  ?  Oo 
b^th  the  Fridays  tlie  rigiit  h^n.  Gentle- 
man has  meniioned  there  was  no  hope 
whatever  of  reachinjr  nffertive  Supply. 
•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  ;  We  were  bo  in- 
formed at  «  o'clock. 

SIk  CHILUERS:  Ibe  arrangements 
are  made  before  8  o'clock. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhamp-- 
ton):  I  should  like  to  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wbetlier  it  is  not  a  well-  - 
efttabliehed  Rule  of  the  House  that 
while  the  Government  takes  upon  itself 
no  responsibility  in  respect  to  keeping 
a  Houae  on  Tuesdays,  it  is  responsible 
for  keeping  a  House  on  Fridavs? 
*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  No.  I  am  not 
aware  of  that  responsibility.  We  are 
responsible  for  makinif  and  keeping  a 
House  on  Friday  for  Guvernment  busi- 
ness, but  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
Government  are  responsible  for  keeping 
a  House  on  Friday  alter  a  reasonable  - 
time  has  elapsed,  and  there  Is  no  hope 
whatever  of  getting  to  Government 
business.  I  am  informed  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  that  six  Notices  of  Motion  ' 
were  put  d.iirn  at  midnight  on  Thurs- 
day, possibly  with  the  desire  of  con- 
sidering them,  but  with  the  result,  at  all 
events',  of  making  it  quite  clear  that 
Supply  could  not  he  reached. 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  Then  are  we  to 
understand  that  when  the  Qovernment 
put  down  effective  Supply  on  Friday 
they  will  keep  a  House,  but  that  when  - 
they  do  not  tliey  will  not  undertake  to 
keep  a  House  ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH;  I  cannot  enter 
iuto  any  understanding  of  that  character, 
because  to  do  su  would  simply  mean 
that  having  put  down  effective  Supply, 
which  was  blocked  by  Motions  put  on 
the  Paper  very  late  the  night  preceding, . 
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w«  would  kftTV  the  greAt  satisfftction 
«f  airtiBi^  here  to  listen  to  Motions  which 
pOBBthlj  w«re  not  to  be  voted  upon. 
Verj  ^bI J  there  would  Mmpl j  be  a  con 
^en&tioQ  laetiBg'  the  whole  eTening, 
wt^  piobAbly  no  satisfactoTT  reeolt  to 
aajinw  except  to  some  a  consumption 
of  ttmew  Under  these  circamstances,  I 
could  not  undertake  that  the  QoTexn- 
mffut  will  keep  a  House. 

Mn.  DEPXTTT  SPEAKER :    Ofder, 
evder !  This  is  bow  generating  into  a 


ORDER  OF  TRE  DA  F. 


Xbl  SEXION:  Can  the  nght  hon. 
6«tti<iHaan  atate«  for  die  inlcrmation  and 
eoureKMce  of  Imh  Members,  that 
Insh  Supfir  will  not  be  taken  on 
TkurWaj.  tke  :i^th.  the  daj  on  which 
shir^  Hoosifr  ES  to  re^  assemble  ? 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Te* ;  I  will 
undertake  ^hat  no  Irish  Supply  shall  be 
sak«u  oa  A*  daT. 


JL» 
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SUPPLY-CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Gommittee. 

(In  the  Gommittee.) 

Glass  I. 

(1.)  £7,201,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Science  and  Art  Department  Build- 
ings. 

Mr  a.  H.  dyke  AGLAND  (York- 
shire»  W.R.,  Botherham):  I  should 
like  to  take  this  opportunity  of  asking 
the  right  hon.  Ck^tleman  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Worics  (Mr.  Flunket) 
one  or  two  questions  coneeming  the 
Normal  School,  South  Kenaiagton.  I 
desire  to  know  what  the  eoudition  of 
that  School  is  at  the  present  time,  be- 
eau9e«  if  we  mean  to  haTe  a  Teehnioal 
Education  BilL  if  we  mean  to  turn  to  ao- 
e^mnt  tiie  g*^  IV)lrtsrknieB  wlikii  are 
being  established  ia  LoadoA  with  the 
asBsistaaceof  tb«  CharitT  Oosuoiaiionarsy 
w^  mu^t  nroTide  capable  teadiers 
fw  the  techak^  w^Mob.  The  great 
cMitfi^  f\Mr  the  training  of  tec^nieal  adbocd 
t^iifKwj^  is  the  N«naal  School*  ^e  eon- 
ditio«  v^  which  I  «annot  help  thinkimg 
i^  gttetv'^us^  ua$atiiilhttofT>  Now,  Sir, 
ni»aMualya%|u»gtk>uof  buildiaga.  Tau 
Ware    cv<  ^^xmn^  %>I  the  heat  acMKtifie 
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VTVr   fi5^^ 


Willi  ki^wm  ia  the  wvrti  of 
XNMt  At^  thean  |N<«d  ayfiaiwnas  all 
I  K%  aJbHil;  Ktt  wirWfl 
<^>he4  that  it  is  metif  imqpwnihle  Isr 
the  iit^>f4  K*^  <v«a|iKre  wiA  auT  other 
jp^Nit  jirh^s-j  ei^n  w^  chdseatMaB- 
^-^tev^teTs  a»  l^eenhk  vc  that  if  ■Mietid  bj 
the  JlJI»j»si^  at  Oritaiwidk  ifjeeiffo 
2M«(^  tW  Ohtimi^Sk  lVfi«naM«i  ^w  wtU 
1^  %<#rh  a  ftV'^Nl  y«l  irjiti^tj^  and  asA 
a^  ^i^M«Ma;i«t^'  ^^9»^>iMi  v«C  ttafa.  that 

at  ^-^^  ^tnN^^  tW  )Myn;.l«M'  *l  ^ 
Aa  tVe  i^nh^mI  ^ma  thee^  w^as  Mt 
w^T^wo^^w^  ^'W^**^^FT  'C'?  v^M'Sc  9eat  ec 

v^    4i^>l    ^^    tW    laaaKiial    sail 

wvPMM>i^HW^    %^iht«^    ^^    thvs 

>ik  ^v^K^>4>Ni^K^  KsuvM^  «^  «4lh  1^ 

W    >^V   )^  %>N¥U    %^Ki^  s<ie   ^he 

<%i»»<^hM  ^  »h»  »N>»N^f>^r.  -<v^wl^  W  ftte»ou4 
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to  the  improTement  of  our  Normal 
School.  I  will  make  this  suggestion 
erea.  I  thiak  there  is  a  sum  of  £1,000 
a  year  spent  on  a  short  summer  course 
of  lectures,  lastiag  three  or  four  weeks. 
I  doubt  whether  that  money  is  produc- 
tive  of  very  much  benefit,  and  I  think 
it  might  be  laid  out  to  greater  advan- 
tage if  the  building  were  improved,  say, 
at  the  outlay  of  the  capital  sum  repre- 
sented by  an  annual  income  of  £1,000. 
When  professors  from  other  countries 
visit  our  Normal  School  at  South  Ken- 
sington, they  are  amazed  that  England 
in  its  great  central  school  of  teaching 
provides  such  an  inadequate  building. 
In  1852,  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  it  was 
said  that  we  were  to  have  the  highest 
type  of  instruction  and  the  most  perfect 
training.  I  believe  it  was  intended  that 
that  should  be  so,  but  the  building  is 
now  not  nearly  large  enough  for  all  the 
subjects  which  are  taught  in  it.  Origin- 
ally, I  think  it  was  intended  to  be  de- 
voted to  one  subject ;  but  now  we  have 
taught  in  it  physics,  chemistry,  miner- 
alogy and  astronomy,  and,  in  fact,  all 
scientific  subjects.  A  little  laboratory 
has  been  built  on  the  other  side,  in  which 
the  Professor  of  Physics  can  teach  the 
elementary  students,  and  in  regard  to 
that,  I  may  say  that  it  is  at  one  and  the 
same  time  the  cheapest,  most  simple, 
and  ugliest  of  structures.  It  might  have 
been  wiser,  perhaps,  to  have  spent  money 
on  a  more  permanent  structure,  and,  at 
any  rate,  it  must  be  admitted  that  the 
school  cannot  long  be  carried  on  in  its 
present  building.  We  have  there  the 
very  best  material  for  teachers ;  a  pro- 
fessor informed  me  that  there  was  a 
better  class  of  students  than  could  be 
found  either  at  Owen's  College,  Man- 
chester, or  at  the  Victoria  College  at 
Leeds.  Then  you  ought  to  g^ve  them 
good  opportunities  for  pursuing  their 
studies.  At  present  it  is  impossible  to 
carry  out  some  of  the  higher  physical 
experiments,  and  you  do  not  encourage 
these  students  to  follow  up  the  more 
advanced  researches  in  their  fourth 
year,  simply  because  there  is  no  room 
for  the  purpose.  I  venture  to  say 
this  is  a  penny  wise  and  pound 
foolish  policy.  If  we  are  going  to  pro- 
vide vechnical  instruction  throughout 
the  country,  as  we  have  been  told  twice 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  it  is  intended  to 
do,  we  must  not  neglect  the  provision 
of  teachers  and  of  giving   professors. 


who  are  eminently  capable  men,  every 
opportunity  of  doing  justice  to  the 
young  people  who  go  to  them  for  in-  -- 
struction.  I  know  well  enough  that  the- 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will  give  us 
very  little  hope.  I  suppose  he  thinks 
the  chief  object  and  aim  of  man  is  to 
ask  for  nothing  from  the  Treasury,  but 
I  have  some  hope  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  will  afford  us  some  assistance — 
that  he  will  bring  to  bear  his  unbiassed 
judgment  upon  educational  matters,  and 
will  help  us  to  make  this  Normal  SchooL 
even  more  successful  than  it  has  been  in 
the  past.  I  think  there  is  some  reason- 
able ground  for  asking  for  an  improve- 
ment in  the  building  in  which  the  school 
is  carried  on,  because  it  will  relieve  the 
professors,  who  cannot  now  do  their  duty 
towards  the  students  and  towards  the 
country. 

♦Sir  henry  ROSCOB  ^Manchester,. 
S.) :  I  wish  to  be  allowed  to  add  my 
confirmation  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken.  He  has 
not  said  a  word  too  much  as  regards  the 
condition  of  the  Normal  School,  and  as 
regards  the  accommodation  in  that  sehool: 
compared  to  that  which  I  know  exfats- 
in  schools  of  a  similar  character  on  the 
Continent.  It  is  really  a  disgrace  that 
we  in  England  should  have  to  put  up 
with  this  condition  of  the  Normal  School. 
I  know  every  corner  of  the  place;  I 
know  in  every  department  the  students 
are  crowded,  and,  indeed,  the  Professor 
of  Chemistry  told  me  he  was  almost 
ashamed  to  take  high  fees  from  the 
students  when  he  could  only  afford 
them  such  poor  facilities  as  regards 
accommodation  as  exist  in  the  school,. 
I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
take  this  matter  into  his  gravest  con- 
sideration. Before  long  I  hope  we  shall 
have  a  Technical  Education  Bill 
brought  before  the  House,  but  of  what 
use  will  it  be  unless  we  can  obtaia 
competent  teachers  ?  We  cannot  get  such 
teachers  unless  we  have  proper  facilitiea 
for  training  them.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  in  other  countries,  ia 
almost  every  centre  of  population. 
Normal  Science  Schools  exist,  yet  this 
is  the  only  Government  school  of  the 
kind  in  this  country.  It  was 
built  for  one  purpose,  and  it  has 
been  converted  for  uses  for  which  it 
was  not  in  the  least  fitted,  and  I  do  feel 
that  the  honour  of  the  country  is  at 
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vtftke,  4Dd  tb«t  w«  onght  to  pat  up  with 
thli  state  of  thing!  no  longer.  There 
ii  pl«ntj  of  space  for  a  proper  building 
'/D  the  weit  Bide  of  Exhibition  Boad. 
Aj  the  right  hoc.  Gentleman  well  knows, 
itViitifja  of  the  land  has  already  been 
jSeni  to  th«  GoTemmeat ;  the  site  is 
ui  admirsbte  one,  and  a  reallj  efficient 
iyAvA  of  Sei«nc«  might,  at  no  very 
great  •rxpenM,  be  erected.  A  large 
su.nib*T  of  inquiriea  have  been  made 
lnf>  thin  lubject  by  CommitteeB  of  this 
H.ou««,  and  all  hare  agreed  that  aome- 
thjDg  should  be  done.  May  we  not 
h'/y:,  Sir,  that  the  GoTerament  will 
reaUr  attend  to  this  matter,  and  any, 
whether,  'it  not,  they  cannot  put  the 
Normal  Kob'xilin  a  satisfactory  position? 
T  d'j  a'A  think  I  can  altogether  support 
*.he  Tiews  '/{  my  hon  Friend  the  Mem- 
^tur  t'jt  I^Aherhani  with  regard  to  the 
fetio.c-.fr  (:l«s(i(is.  I  believe  they  are  of 
very  great  value,  inasmuch  as  they  are 
iiT«;Uble  for  teschoTH  who  cannot  come 
iv  a*,  aby  other  time,  and  who  devote 
'.heir  h'jiidays  t''>  attending  this  onurae 
'A  W^Mtttn.  I  d'l  not  think  it  would  be 
a  wJm  thing,  in  any  shape  or  way,  to 
/*>d>j«e  tbio  m'iMt  important  work  of  the 
yifnKA\  Kfih'^)! ;  but  I  believe  if  money 
were  expeflded  in  erecting  a  snitable 
i,;'M\u9_.  it  would  be  <vell  laid  out, 
«f.4  wo'jjd  priidiici  the  beat  poasible 
itf.-ttu.  (trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
■:.H4i  will  pay  attention  to  this  subject. 
«(.'!  *:JI  impress  ii[ion  the  Government 
*,,-.e  ^t'M  value  which  scientific  men 
•,f./'/.j('"''it   ttie  country  attach  to  this 

"Mir. 'jJAUTI.KV  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
tf.'.i.l'l  I.fae,  iViT,  Vi  support  the  remarks 
•/(  '.tie  l.'/ii.  Mooib'irs  who  have  Just 
tj^fketi  I  lliinb  it  isa  very  discreditable 
'.,..,.if_  'bit  ti,-,  huildirigs  in  H^mth  Ken- 
x,h^*i,u  »iM  ii'.t  heing  ciimplotod  with 
/^I'X'J-.r  lajii'lity.  Whim  wo  cunHiiIor 
■»,*•  '.I.e  ('Mi(/iwti!n  for  this  ypnr  contain 
t/..»  »  (Nffi  .,f  mail  for  work,  aUnrations, 
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I  that 
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ildingH  should 
in  whicli  they 
piLrt  of  n  very 
tlinn  tlio  mere 
I  iU-U'>'.\';  mid  in  logurd  to  that 
,  J  (mini  niiy  [  iiiii  vnry  glad  to 
'■■'■ti  *lijit  H  niii'iiririH  it  liiiH  proved. 
'  I*  iH  l.KiiK  ll  I*  iiiiiLtiir  was  taken 
I.  iKi'l  l.h.ii  i„.iNrli'Mil  wot  phiced 
'.|>':i  >.rnl.lii,K.     I  thiokil'it  wore 


taken  up  by  the  present  Gkireniment  it 
would  be  a  step  in  the  right  directdon. 
There  are  many  means  by  which  the 
necessary  money  oonid  be  obtained.  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  suggests  that  the  summer  eotirse  of 
lectures  should  be  discontinned  in  order 
to  supply  the  funds.  I  agree  with  Sir 
Henry  Bosooe,  that  they  are  a  most  im- 

fortant  branch  of  the  work  which  is 
eing  performed,  but  if  we  cannot  have 
an  additional  grant,  I  would  suggest 
that  we  might  for  a  time  atop  the 
purchase  of  specimens  and  provide 
money  in  that  way.  There  is  one 
question  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  spoken,  and  that  is 
the  subject  of  fees  in  the  Normal  Sohoot. 
I  venture  to  say  that  those  fees  are 
rather  too  high,  and  the  subject  ought 
to  be  very  carefully  looked  into,  for 
you  must  consider  that  we  are  supposed 
to  be  training  men  who  shall  teaoh  in 
our  various  schools,  and  fixing  the  feas 
so  high  really  precludes  many  from 
attending  at  all.  Finally,  I  would  urge 
most  emphatically  on  the  Government 
that  they  should  boldly  grapple  with  the 
whole  subject,  and  not  be  afraid  of 
spending  a  sum  of,  say,  £J00,000,  which 
might  be  necessary  to  complete  the  mag- 
nificent building  which  we  have  at  South 
Kensington. 

Mb.  MUNRO  FEHQUSON  (Leith) : 
Without  going  into  the  teehniool  details 
of  the  question,  I  should  like  to  support 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  tor  Bodier- 
ham  in  the  description  which  he  has 
^ven  of  these  buildings  at  South  Ken- 
sington. It  must  be  quite  evident  that 
the  accommodation  there  is  wholly  in- 
sufficient for  the  number  of  students  ; 
and,  having  regard  to  the  increased  de- 
mand for  scientific  education  lihely  to 
be  made  upon  the  teaching  staffs  in  the 
future,  I  think  there  should  be  no  hin- 
drances in  the  way  of  providing  u  much 
accommodation  as  possible.  I  do  not 
agree  at  all  with  my  hon.  Friend, 
however,  in  his  suggestion  that  any 
reduction  should  be  made  in  tlie  ex- 
penditure. I  believe  we  ought  to 
make  up  our  minda  to  spend  a  good 
deal  more  upon  institutions  of  this 
character.  I  do  not  see  why,  in  this 
country,  we  should  not  have  establiik- 
meuts  equal  to  those  at  Berlin  and 
Zurich ;  and  I  sinoerelr  truat  that  this 
school  will  be  taken  in  1  .nd  and  Anished 
upon  some  regnlwr  ,  anil   that  we 


^9 


Supyly — Civil 


|Apbil9,  1889( 


Servici  Eitimai$s. 


30 


«hall   have   an   institution    worthy  the 
capital  of  this  country. 

♦The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  PLxmiCET,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  do  not  think  this  is 
the  occasion  to  raise  any  debate  on 
the  general  policy  of  the  Education 
Department  in  reference  to  the  South 
Kensington  Institutions.  I  remember 
ihat  last  year  the  debate  on  this  Vote 
bad  special  reference  to  the  physical 
laboratory,  and,  as  a  result,  the  govern- 
ment took  energetic  action,  and  even 
presented  a  Supplementary  Estimate  on 
their  own  responsibility.  It  is  admitted 
that  the  result  of  their  efforts  has  been 
-satisfactory  to  those  who  are  interested 
in  that  matter ;  yet  now  it  is  attempted 
to  make  out  a  strong  case  against  the 
Government  for  inactivity. 

Mr.  ACLA.ND:  I  did  not  intend 
to  say  that  nothing  had  been  done.  My 
complaint  was  that  the  physical  arrange- 
ments had  completely  broken  down. 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  My  humble  duty 
is  to  provide  what  is  ordered  by  the 
Government,  and  the  hon.  Member  has 
no  right  to  lay  against  me  his  com- 
plaints upon  the  general  policy  with  re- 
fard  to  the  increase  of  accommodation. 
[e  has  asked  if  I  myself  have  inspected 
the  buildings.  Of  course  I  have.  I 
have  visited  them  several  times  ;  and  I 
may  mention  also  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  and  others,  made  since  these 
questions  were  discussed  last  year  a  most 
careful  visit  to  every  part  of  the  building. 
One  of  the  conclusions  arrived  at  was 
that,  before  additional  buildings  were 
erected,  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  get 
rid  of  a  good  deal  of  the  material 
filling  up  the  Galleries  existing  at  the 
present  time.  Directly  that  suggestion 
was  made  we  were,  of  course,  met 
with  protests  from  the  authorities  at 
South  Kensington,  but  eventually  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  examine 
and  report  on  what  may  be  done  in  this 
direction.  Before  the  buildings  can  be 
enlarged  we  ought  to  await  the  Report 
of  that  Committee.  I  can  only  add  that 
as  soon  as  the  Education  Department 
can  persuade  the  Treasury  that  fresh 
buildings  are  necessary  I  shall  be  only 
too  gla>d  to  g^ve  every  facility  in  my 
power.  But  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bouth  Paddington  was  already  protested 


against  the  large  sums  which  have  been 
expended  at  South  Kensington,  and  the 
Government  has  to  stand  between 
financial  reforms  on  the  one  side  and 
enthusiastic  advocates  for  the  develop- 
ment of  South  Kensington  on  the  other. 
They  are,  therefore,  bound  to  go  carefully 
to  work.  They  will,  however,  give 
careful  and  respectful  consideration  to 
any  suggestions  which  may  emanate 
from  hon.  Members  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  think  the  Government  has 
adopted  a  wise  course  in  appointing  a 
Committee  to  investigate  the  condition 
of  the  Galleries  on  the  western  side  of 
Exhibition  Road,  for  I  have  always  been 
of  opinion  that  they  are  crowded  with 
many  objects  of  no  very  great  utility. 
I  should  however,  be  glad  to  hear  of 
whom  the  Committee  is  composed. 
With  regard  to  the  buildings  on  the 
other  side  of  Exhibition  Road,  most 
people  would  be  very  glad  to  see  them 
completed  in  a  style  worthy  of  the  nation, 
because  they  contain  collections  of  the 
greatest  value  and  beauty,  and  it  is  dis- 
creditable to  the  country  that  they  should 
be  left  in  the  condition  in  which  they 
are.  But  some  general  plan  should  be 
decided  on  before  the  Government  are 
asked  to  spend  a  large  sum  of  money 
upon  them. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.):  Are 
the  Committee  to  have  power  to  weed 
out  both  the  Science  and  Art  collec- 
tions? Of  whom  is  the  Committee 
composed  ? 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET :  Mr. ,  Lord  F. 

Hervey,  Lord  Rayleigh,  Sir  Bernhard 
Samuelson,  Sir  Douglas  Crawford,  and 
Sir  Henry  Roscoe. 

Mr.  G.  a.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven):  The  right  hon.  Gentle-^ 
man  has  not  informed  us  if  the  Committee 
will  have  control  over  the  artistic  collec- 
tions. 

Sir  henry  ROSCOE :  Perhaps  I 
may  say  the  Committee  is  appointed  to 
deal  with  the  Science  collections  alone, 
not  with  the  Art  collection. 
'  Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.) :  It  is 
satisfactory  to  know  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  taking  steps  to  investigate  the 
state  of  affairs  at  South  Kensington,  and 
that  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  are  taking  lively  interest  in  the 
technical  education  of  the  country. 
But  that  is  not  all  that  is  wanted.  We 
know  that  all  work  and  no  play  is  j  ust 
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I  know  what  all  this  investigation  into 
I  the  system  of  sweating  by  the  Gommit- 
[tee  of  the  other  House  is  to  result  in  ? 
r  We  do  not  spend  so  much  money  and 
1^  oecupy  so  much  of  the  valuable  time  of 
^aoble  Lords  siniply  in  order  to  publish 
-%Beport;  and  I  fail  to  see  how  a  sys- 
^  tern  we  all  condemn  when  exercised  by 
private  firms  should  be  condoned  when 
'  «cercised  by  ourselves  in  our  collective 
capacity.    It  is  about  time,  I  think,  that 
we  set  an  example  in  our  State  Depart- 
ments.   If  we  are  not  going  to  set  the 
example  ourselves,  we  have  no  right  to 
point  the  finger  of  scorn  at  firms  who 
are  called   *'  sweaters "  upon  evidence 
that  comes  out  before  the   Committee 
sitting    in    '*  another    place."      What 
are      we      to      understand      in      this 
matter?    Are    we   always    to    be   be- 
hind     every     other     corporate    body 
that  exists  in  the  Kingdom   upon  this 
matter.     The  County  Council  and  the 
Sohool  Board  of  London  were  no  sooner 
elected     than     they     endeavoured    to 

E apple  with  the  matter,  although  they 
ve  not  the  authority  we  have.  They 
have  passed  resolutions  dealing  with 
kindred  matters  to  this.  Are  we,  the 
House  of  Commons,  ever  to  be 

'*  Letting  I  dare  not  wait  upon  I  would. 
Like  the  poor  cat  i'  the  adage." 

I  am  exceedingly  glad  that  the  hon. 
Member,  representing  a  working- 
class  constituency,  has  seen  fit  to  move 
in  this  matter,  and  he  has  my  hearty 
support  in  what  he  has  said.  I  venture 
to  hope  that  all  future  contracts  will 
be  most  severely  overhauled,  and,  if 
possible,  not  only  the  hours  of  labour 
will  be  carefully  limited  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  conditions  made  such  as 
will  not  only  satisfy  capitalists  and  the 
State,  but  that  the  conditions  as  afifect- 
ing  the  men  who  do  the  work  will  be 
considered. 

•Mb,  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  should  not  have  risen,  but  that  I  do 
not  think  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  be  allowed  to  pass 
unnoticed.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's objection  —  and  there  is 
aomething  in  the  objection — is  that 
these  discussions,  taking  item  after 
item,  will  make  the  work  of  the 
Committee  impossible  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  Yes,  but  if  that  be  so,  what 
is  our  discussion  of  Supply  to  be  ?  I 
agree  that  with  the  huge  number  of 
Votes  to  be  disposed  of,   that  if  this 


kind  of  attention  is  given  to  each  vote 
it  will  render  it  impossible  to  take  the 
whole  number  of  Votes  through  Com- 
mittee within  the  allotted  Parliamentary 
time,  but  is  there  to  be  no  discussion  at 
all  ?  Is  it  because  the  work  will  become 
impossible  there  shall  be  no  such  cri- 
tical     examination     of     expenditure? 
Does  not  the  auswer  of  the  First  Com- 
missioner amount  to  this,  that  an  in- 
vestigation should  be  conducted    by  a 
number  of  small  Committees    dealing 
with  these  votes  before  they  are  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee  of  the  House  ? 
Would  not  that  avoid  waste  of  the  time  of 
the  House  on  each  individual  item  ?  The 
Government  have  the  means  of  setting 
up  such  machinery.     We  have  not  haa 
the  same  amount   of  investigation  as 
took  place  last  year.  Several  Committees 
sat  last  year,  and  we  were  much  in- 
debted to  their  labours  though,  the  Com- 
mittees were,   I  think,  too  large,   and 
necessarily  occupied  too  much  time  to  be 
useful  in  settling  the  current  Estimates 
for  the  year.      A  number  of    smaller 
Committees    dealing   with  these  Votes 
would  do  the   work  much  better,  and 
there  would  then  be  no    complaint  of 
undue  encroachment  on  the  time  by  ela- 
borate discussion  in  Committee  of  the 
House.    I  can  understand  the  feelings  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  waiting  here 
hour    after    hour,  for  the    passing   of 
Votes  to  which  he  does  not  attribute  so 
much  importance  as  some  hon.  Members 
do,  but  I  do  not  think    his  language 
is  justified,  though  I  feel  the  difficulty 
of  his  position.  Much  of  the  old  passings 
of  Estimates  in  this  House  was  in  the 
nature  of  a  farce ;  and  I  do  not  evea 
now  believe  it  is  in  our  power  to  reduce 
a  Vote.     Our  discussions  are  solely  use- 
ful as  illustrating  some  grievance,  either 
against  individuals  or  a  system  which 
we  have  no  means  of  raising  otherwise^ 
I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
consideration  for  such  Members  as  my- 
self, will    reconsider    his    censure,   for 
I      may     truly     plead      that     at     na 
time,  and  under  no  circumstances,  have 
I  ever  tried  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
House,  or  the  Committee,  but  I  con- 
ceive that  I  have  a  duty  not  to  allow  thia 
to  pass  without  challenge.     I  trust  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  see  fit  to 
modify  his  phrase  about  weariness  and 
disgust. 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET:  I  rise  witliout  a 
moment's  hesitation  to  assure  the  hon. 
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Member  that  I  had  no  notion  of  re- 
ferring to  him,  and  that  I  think,  of  all 
Members  sitting  opposite,  he  is  perhaps 
least  open  to  any  such  charge.  What 
I  said  was  simply  in  answer  to  what 
appears  to  me  the  moat  misleading 
general  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Haggerston  (Mr.  Gremer),  and  I 
did  not  refer  to  the  course  taken  in 
this  instance.  I  expressly  said  on  a 
previous  occasion  that  this  whole 
question  should  be  considered,  but  that 
it  was  impossible  for  me  to  rescind 
or  largely  to  modify  '  these  contracts. 
While  I  repeat  my  statement  on  the 
general  question  of  obstruction,  I 
wish  to  make  it  perfectly  clear.  I  do 
not,  for  a  moment,  question  the  right  of 
the  Committee  to  discuss  any  item  with 
the  bond  fide  intention  of  bringing  into 
prominence  some  particular  view.  What 
I  deprecated  was  a  system  that  would 
make  it  impossible  to  get  through  the 
Estimates  properly  at  all.  As  to  the 
suggestion  that  some  classes  of  the  Esti- 
mates should  be  considered  in  a  pre- 
liminary way  by  small  Committees, 
there  is,  in  my  opinion,  much  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  that.  Once  again  let  me 
eay  that  I  had  not  the  slightest  inten- 
tion of  making  any  reference  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  who  has 
just  spoken;  what  I  said  was  on  ac- 
count of  the  general  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Haggerston. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) : 
1  am  glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  somewhat  amended  the  statement  in 
his  first  speech.  We  can  only  use  the 
machinery  at  our  disposal  for  criticizing 
the  rules  submitted  to  us.  We  are  not 
responsible  for  that  machinery.  If 
it  is  cumbersome,  then  no  Government 
•could  be  better  omployed  than  in  its 
improvement,  and  in  providing  some 
method  for  facilitating  this  examination 
of  Estimates,  and  forwarding  the  busi- 
ness of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
•Gentleman  does  not  seem  to  have  clearly 
grasped  the  position  taken  up  by  my 
hon.  Friend ;  he  seems  to  confuse  the 
•question  of  contracts  such  as  these  with 
contracts  in  which  the  contractor  has  to 
supply  technical  knowledge  and  skilled 
labour,  a  large  staff  and  plant.  These 
-contracts  we  are  discussing  are  merely 
•contracts  for  the  employment  of  un- 
skilled labour,  that  might  easily  be 
directed  by  officers  of  the  Department. 
What  would  be  thought  of  a  proposal 

Mr.  Plunhet 


to  carry  out  this  system  to  the  extent  of 
providing  a  librarian  or  attendant  in 
the  Library  of  the  British   Museom  P 
Offer  such  employment  to  contract   and 
the  thing  becomes  ridiouloas   at  once. 
But,  except  in  degree  of  employment, 
the  relations  are  the  same  between  each 
emplojfSs  and  the  Department  and  others 
employed   about    the  building.        Oar 
objection  is  clearly  defined.    We  object 
to  this  letting  out  of  labour  to  contract 
when  there  is  no  work  for  the  contractor 
to  do,  no  supervision,    no    expenditure 
upon    plant,    no     capital,    and    when 
no    knowledge     or    skill    whatever    is 
brought   to    bear.     Surely  there    is  a 
clear    distinction    between    giving  out 
contracts  such  as  these  and  giving  out 
contracts  for  work  such  as  erecting  a 
building  or  building  a  ship.  All  we  want 
is  a  clear  statement  that  the  Government 
have  arrived  at  an  opinion  that  this  sys- 
tem of  contract  for   human    labour    is 
wrong.     We  have  made  up  our  minds, 
and  intend  to  force  home  our  opinion,  for 
we  know  the  importance  of  this  matter 
to  those  employed  under  the  system.  No 
contradiction  has  been  given  to  my  state- 
ment last  week  that  4s.  fid.  a  week  is  in 
some  instances  deducted  from  a  man's 
wages.      Can    hon.   Members    imagine 
what  this  means  ?     Some  of  us  have  had 
to  work  for  a  weekly  wage,  and  know 
what  a  serious  inroad  on  much  larger 
earnings   than  these   men    get   such  a 
deduction  is.     We  have  called  attention 
to  the  evils  of  the  system ;  we  tell  you 
from  practical  experience  that  direct  em- 
ployment can  be  given,  that  the  effect  of 
these    contracts    is   serious    deductions 
from  the  men's  wages,  and  we  ask  that 
the    Treasury    shall    declare    that    the 
system  shall  not  go   on  when    present 
contracts  have  ceased. 
♦Mr.    H.    H.     FOWLER     (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :   I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken  that 
we  can  only  make  the  best  use  of  the 
machinery  at  our  disposal,  but  I  also 
think  that  we  are  responsible  for  the 
mode  in  which  we  use  it  for  making  it 
effective    in    a    practical    business-like 
manner.     The  hon.  Member  has  clearly 
drawn  the  distinction  between  the  two 
classes  of  contracts  which  I  think  the 
First    Commissioner    will     appreciate. 
These  contracts  simply  mean  that  the 
officers  of  the  Board  of  Works  are  saved 
from  the  trouble  of  emplo3ring  this  un- 
skilled labour,  but  at  the  expense  of  the 
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wages  of  the  men  who  do  the  work. 
The  right  hon.  Geotlemaa  says  that  the 
point  was  not  brought  to  his  attention 
last  J  ear,  but  he  is  aware  that  a  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  Lords  has  been  sitting  for 
the  last  twelve  months,  and  public  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  evils  of  what 
is  called  the  sweating  system  in  a 
manner  it  has  never  been  called 
before.  I  think  the  time  has  come  when 
the  House  of  Commons  should  make  its 
voice  effectively  heard  on  the  subject. 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  the  Committee 
engaged  on  the  work  of  building  the 
Imperial  Institute  have  passed  a  resolu- 
tion declaring  that  in  no  part  of  the 
building  shall  the  *' sweating"  system 
be  allowed.  I  see  the  difficulty 
of  the  First  Commissioner;  there 
are  existing  contracts  that  must  be 
allowed  to  run  out.  Now,  as 
I  understand,  a  week  ago  he  invited 
an  expression  of  opinion  from  the  Com- 
mittee whether  these  contracts  should 
be  renewed  on  thoir  present  basis.  Well, 
owing  to  the  unfortunate  mode  in  which 
our  decisions  are  taken  -^  Gentlemen 
crowding  in  to  take  part  in  a  Division 
and  knowing  nothing  of  the  conditions 
of  the  question — many  Members  voted 
entirely  against  their  own  convictions 
and  desires.  They  thought  it  was  an 
ordinary  Motion  to  reduce  the  Govern 
ment  Vote,  and  they  voted  in  support 
of  the  Government.  I  will  venture  to 
say  that  had  it  been  really  understood 
that  it  was  not  a  question  of  a  substantial 
reduction  of  a  Vote,  but  the  expression 
of  an  opinion  that  the  Government  had 
asked  for,  and  which  the  House  was 
prepared  to  give,  disapproving  of  the 
<' sweating"  system  and  declaring  that 
as  soon  as  it  could  reasonably  be  done 
an  end  should  be  put  to  it  in  relation  to 
the  work  in  Government  Departments, 
then  I  think  the  numbers  in  the  Division 
would  have  been  very  different.  But 
let  me  point  out  to  the  hon.  Members 
who  are  moving  in  this  matter  that  I  do 
not  think  any  particular  good  will 
result  from  taking  a  Division  on  this 
Vote.  We  have  made  our  protest, 
and  ask  that  the  First  Commissioner 
should  pledge  himself  that  he  will 
not  renew  these  contracts  without  the 
distinct  approval  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons? Having  that  I  think  we  may 
be  satisBed.  It  will  solve  the  difficulty, 
and  prevent  the  question  arising  on 
Bubaequeot  Votea,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 


tleman will  promise  that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee shall  be  appointed  to  consider 
the  whole  question  of  these  oontracta 
before  they  are  renewed.  A  fahrly 
representative  Committee  will  come  to 
a  far  better  conclusion  than  the  officiaU 
of  the  Board  of  Works.  My  sympathies 
are  strongly  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Haggerston.  The  sweating  system  is 
one  of  the  greatest  evils  of  the  day,  and 
we  should  condemn  it  in  whatever  shape 
or  form  we  find  it.  I  invite  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  terminate  this  con- 
troversy by  promising  the  Select  Com- 
mittee to  which  I  have  referred. 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET:  I  should  like  tor 
remove  one  misapprehension  under 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  labours. 
What  I  said  the  other  day  was  that  I 
invited  an  expression  of  opinion  aa 
regards  the  persons  employed  about  the 
Houses  of  Parliament,  for  I  felt  that  if 
this  House  thought  these  persons  should 
be  employed  directly  by  the  Govern  ment, 
and  not  through  a  contractor,  that  was 
a  question  on 'which  their  views  ought 
to  have  exceptional  weight.  But  as  to 
the  general  question  of  these  contracts 
for  maintenance  and  repair  of  all  Govern* 
ment  buildings,  that  is  not  so  easy  a 
problem  to  solve  as  some  hon.  Members 
seem  to  suppose.  It  has  always  until 
now  been  thought  that  it  is  the  best 
and  most  economical  arrangement  to 
invite  contractors  by  open  competition 
to  undertake  work,  and  pains  are  taken 
to  secure  that  the  contractor  employed 
should  be  respectable  and  solvent,  and 
then  we  hold  him  responsible  for  the 
work.  Another  reason  why  the  Govern- 
ment has  been  obliged,  in  dealing  with 
those  public  buildings  in  London,  to 
employ  a  contractor  is  that  there  some- 
times occur  sudden  exigencies  which  re- 
quire the  putting  on  of  a  number  of  hands 
and  engaging  an  amount  of  labour 
which  my  Department  has  no  machinery 
for  calling  together  for  a  short  job 
which  must  be  done  at  once,  except  at  a 
grievous  expense  to  the  country. 

*Mr.  CBEMER  :  The  workmen  whose 
case  I  represented  are  not  casual  hands^ 
but  have  been  engaged,  many  of  them,, 
from  five  to  20  years. 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  am  replying  oa 
the  general  question  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  who- 
asked  if  I  was  prepared  to  state  that  the 
principle  of  carrying  out  these  opera- 
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tions  by  oontract  should  be  abandoned, 
and  I  was  stating  some  of  the  difficulties 
in  the  way.  Again,  we  must  realize  this 
that— as  soon  as  the  Government  become 
the  direct  employers  of  this  labour,  pres- 
sure will  be  put  upon  them  at  every  point 
in  dealing  with  the  men.  You  cannot 
dismiss  a  man  or  engage  another  man  in 
place  of  one  who  falls  sick  without 
pressure  being  Brought  to  bear  by  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  or  through  them  on 
the  Government  to  do  this  or  that.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  such  repre- 
Sbutations  made  might  not  in  some  cases 
be  fair  and  just;  but  I  do  mean  to 
say  that  the  pressure  which  might  be 
brought  to  bear  by  Members  in  many 
instances  might  not  be  beneficial,  and 
not  in  favour  of  economical  expenditure. 
Other  difficulties  would  arise  with  which 
I  will  not  now  delay  the  Committee.  I 
have,  however,  undertaken  that  the 
whole  matter  shall  be  fully  and  fairly 
reviewed,  and  that  when  the  contract 
expires  it  shall  not  be  renewed  without 
the  Government  being  prepared  to 
justify  the  grounds  on  which  they  act. 
livery  word  used  in  this  debate  shall  be 
carefully  weighed  and  considered.  I 
cannot  pledge  myself  that  no  new  con- 
tract shall  be  entered  into;  but 
the  whole  nature  of  the  service,  and  the 
engagement  of  labourers  to  carry  out 
the  work,  shall  be  carefully  and  fully 
gone  into  again.  I  can  give  no  pledge 
until  there  has  been  this  examination, 
for  I  do  not  know  how  the  difficulties 
of  the  case  can  be  met ;  but  I  think  the 
pledge  I  have  given  should  satisfy  hon. 
Members. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  am  sorry  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  able  to  meet  us 
half  way.  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
would  be  willing  to  accept  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton ;  and  if  the 
Government  would  promise  that  before 
the  contract  comes  to  an  end  an  im- 
partial Select  Committee  shall  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  whole  ques- 
tion, the  difficulty  would  be  met  and 
both  sides  of  the  House  will  be  satisfied. 
There  are  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
working  without  these  contracts :  that  is 
admitted ;  if  there  were  not,  there  would 
be  no  need  for  this  discussion.  What 
we  ask  for  is  something  more  than  a 
mere  official  promise  upon  which  abso- 
lute reliance  cannot  always  be  placed 
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though  I  quite  acknowledge  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  have  every  desire  to 
carry  out  what  they  undertake.  The 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
would  be  satisfactory,  I  think,  on  both 
sides,  and  our  unanimous  decision  would 
be  an  earnest  of  the  intention  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  tolerate  no  in- 
troduction of  the  sweating  system  into 
Government  work. 

♦The  SECRETARY  to  -  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr,  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  I 
should  like  to  satisfy  hon.  Members  that 
the  promises  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  are 
not  what  are  called  the  mere  usual 
official  promises.  The  question  is  one 
which  contains  a  good  many  difficulties, 
and  since  it  was  raised  a  week  ago  it 
has  been  the  subject  of  very  grave  con- 
sideration by  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  and  by  the  Leader  of  the  House 
and  his  colleagues.  I  think  everyone 
must  admit  it  is  extremely  desirable  to 
avoid  defining  those  particular  cases  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Haggerston 
refers:    If  the  men  have  been  employed 

continuously  for  twenty  years 

*Mr.  CREMER:  I  did  not  say  all— I 
said  many. 
♦Mb.  JACKSON:  Those  cases,  I 
should  think,  it  would  be  perfectly  sim- 
ple and  easy  to  meet.  I  have  given 
some  personal  consideration  to  this 
question,  and  have  had  some  experience 
in  dealing  with  questions  of  organization 
and  with  working  men.  The  position 
in  which  we  find  ourselves  appears  to 
me  to  be  one  which  has  been  forced 
upon  us  by  the  action  of  Members  of 
this  House — I  do  not  say  whether  wisely 
or  unwisely — and  by  the  very  strong 
desire  which  has  been  expressed  in 
recent  years  that  everything  should  be 
done  as  cheaply  as  possible,  and,  as  far 
as  possible,  under  the  severest  li^ht  of 
open  and  public  competition.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Haggerston  (Mr.  Cremer)  has  seen  the 
schedule  of  prices  framed  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket).  That  schedule 
contains  a  list  of  every  article  that  can 
possibly  be  required  by  the  Department 
as  the  result  of  the  experience  of  a  great 
many  years ;  and  the  Office  of  Works, 
by  means  of  its  expert  officers,  has 
attached  to  the  schedule  the  prices 
which  are  believed  to  be  the  market 
prices.     Included  in  the  schedule  are 
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the  prices  of  labour  for  different  classes 
of  work.     It  seems  to  be  almost  impos- 
sible, without  committing  the   grossest 
'extravagance,  to  avoid  calling  in  outside 
labour  to  do  particular  kinds  of  work, 
but  I  think  the  whole  tendency  is  in 
favour  of  all  work  for  which  a  separate  ten- 
der can  be  obtained  being  put  up  to  pub- 
lic competition.    All  extra  labour  which 
is  of  a  kind  that  requires  constant  em- 
ployment  may,  of  course,    be  met   by 
adding    to    the    staff  of  the  Office  of 
"Works,   and  probably  the  class  of  men 
to  whom  the  hon.  Member  has  referred 
would  come  within  that  category;  but 
when  the  Office  of  Works  is  ccdled  upon 
in  an  emergency,  or  requires  for  a  short 
time  a  number  of  men  belonging  to  a 
particular  trade,  it  would  be  the  grossest 
extravagance    to   keep  them    upon   its 
staff    after    they  have  done  the  work 
required  of  them.     I  think  a  solution  of 
the  difficulty  will  probably  be  found  in 
adding  to  the  permanent  staff  what  I 
will  call  the  minimum  number  of  men 
who  are  required  to  discharge  certain 
duties,  calliog  in  from  the  outside,  on 
reasonable  terms,     such     as    may    be 
necessary  to  meet  exceptional  demands. 
What,    however,  I  really  rose  to    say 
was,    that     the     hon.      Member    may 
be  assured  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
^Mr.  Plunket)  in   giving  the  assurance 
which  the   House  has  heard,  has  not 
done  so  lightly.     The  matter  has  been 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  and  I  think  the  Committee 
will  admit  that  whilst  it  may  relieve  the 
•Government  of  a  g^at  many  difficulties, 
lit  is  the  duty  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  his  Department  in  the  first  instance 
-to  consider  whether  they  can   find    a 
satisfactory  solution. 
*Mr.  CREMER(Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton) :    I  am  sorry  that  the  suggestion 
vmade  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for   Wolverhampton   (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler)  has  not  been  acceded  to  by 
the  Gbvemment.     I  have  not    yet  ex- 
hausted the  information  which  has  been 
supplied  to  me.  nor  have  I  made  out  as 
bad  a  case  as  I  could  have  presented.  I 
>could  prove  to  the  Committee  that  25 
per  cent  has  been  deducted  from  the 
wages  of  workmen,  and  50  per  cent  from 
those  of  boys.     I  did  not  myself  suggest 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee,  because 
a  gpreat  deal  of  the  information  that  has 
•been  supplied  to  me  has  been  supplied 
hj  the  men  themselves,   who   have  a  | 


great    fear  that   their  names  may  be 
divulged.    They  have,  in  fact,  told  me 
they  have  been  threatened  that  if  they 
make  any  statement  they  will  be  dis- 
charged from  their  employment;  and 
they,  therefore,  approach  the  considera* 
tion     of    the    subject    with   fear    and 
trembling.    The  evils  I  complain  of  are, 
however,  so  general— extending  to  the 
Admiralty  and  the  British  Museum,  and, 
I   fear,  to  other  Government  Depart- 
ments— that  I  shall  be  quite  willing  to 
accept  an   offer    on    the    part    of   the 
Government  to  inquire  into  them,  and 
I  hope  that  these  poor  men  will  run  no 
risks  in  the  future  by  stating  their  case. 
The  necessity  for  some  inquiry  will  be 
apparent  to  anyone  who  has  heard  the 
conflicting  statements  made  by  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    (Mr.    Plunket).       It 
seems  to  me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  understand  the  difference 
between    ordinary    and    extraordinary 
contracts.     We   do    not  object   to   the 
ordinary,  but  only  to  the  extraordinary 
contracts.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  the  question  is  surrounded  with  a 
great  deal  of  difficulty.    It  seems  to  me, 
however,  that  he  is  not  quite  the  proper 
authority  to  express  an  opinion  upon 
that  point,  or  to  get  rid  of  the  evils  to 
which  reference    has  been    made.     A 
Committee  of  Inquiry  might   possibly 
help  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  a  solu- 
tion of  the  problem,  and  to  remove  from 
his  mind  the  prejudice  which,  I  fear, 
still  lingers  there,  and  which  renders  a 
solution   in   the  interests  of  the    men 
almost  impossible.     If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  state  that  between  now 
and  the  Ximh  when  the  Admiralty  Vote 
comes  on  the  Government  will  seriously 
consider  the  advisability  of  assenting  to 
the  suggestion  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the    Member  for   Wolver- 
hampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  I  shall 
not,  on  the  present  occasion,  press  mj 
Amendment    to    a    Division.     I    have 
endeavoured  to    meet    the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  an  impartial  spirit,  and  I 
hope  he  will  meet  us  in  the  same  manner. 
*Mr.    PLUNKET:     I    thick    the 
hon.   Member    will   see    that    I  could 
not  g^ve  the  undertaking  which  he  asks 
for     without     consulting      my     right 
hon.    Friend     the      Leader     of     the 
House   (Mr.    W.   H.    Smith)  and  the 
Members  of  the    Government.     I   can 
assure  the   hon.  Member   that    it   will 
be   a    great   relief   to    me    personally 
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to  have  the  responsibility  of  settling 
this  question  taken  off  my  shoulders.  I 
can,  however,  under  present  circum- 
stances, only  say  that  I  will  submit  his 
suggestion  to  my  colleagues.  If  they 
should  come  to  a  conclusion  unfavour- 
able to  his  contention,  it  will,  of  course, 
be  in  his  power  to  raise  the  question 
again  on  a  future  occasion. 

*Mb.  CREMER:  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  shall,  with  the  permission  of 
the  Committee,  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  whether  any  de- 
cision has  been  come  to  with  regard  to 
extending  the  electric  lighting  in  the 
British  Museum,  and  also  with  regard 
to  opening  the  Museum  at  night  ? 

*Mk.  JACKSON  :  It  has  been  de- 
cided  to  extend  the  electric  lighting  in 
the  British  Museum,  and  to  make  the 
experiment  of  leaving  the  Museum 
open  at  night. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.): 
I  understood  that  a  promise  was  made 
that    the   first   experiment  in   opening 
after  nightfall  was  to  be  in  the  Natural* 
History  Museum. 

♦Mr.  JACKSON :  No  ;  it  was  not. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Well,  words 
were  used  which  almost  amounted  to  a 
promise.  Before  I  sit  down,  I  want  to 
make  one  protest  against  the  philippic 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Plunket)  commenced  the  discussion 
in  reference  to  the  alleged  obstruction 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  House.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  occasion  chosen  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  making 
that  speech  was  singularly  inappropriate. 
Yesterday,  hon.  Members,  in  their  gene- 
rosity, assisted  the  Government  to  the 
point  of  dereliction  of  duty,  and  allowed 
a  large  number  of  Votes  to  pass  without 
one  word,  in  order  to  facilitate  the  pro- 
gress of  the  business  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  This  is  not  the  first  time  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  chosen  to 
deliver  a  philippic  against  us  on  the 
score  of  obstruction.  We  protest  against 
such  insinuations.  I  was  last  night 
only  absent  from  the  House  for  a  short 
time,  and  I  was  perfectly  alarmed  when 
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I  came  back  and  found  how  much  pro- 
gress had  been  made.  It  may  be  very 
pleasant  for  the  Government  to  rush 
through  the  Estimates,  but  it  is  not  the 
business  of  hon.  Members  to  allow  Yote- 
after  Vote  to  be  obained  without  con- 
lideration. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid):  L 
wish  to  know  whether  the  Item  for 
Official  Residences  in  this  Vote  is  a  very 
heavy  one  ? 

*Mr.  PLUNKET:  There  is  no  ex^ 
ceptional  change  this  year  in  connection 
with  the  Official  Residences. 

«Mr.  CREMER :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  question  with  reference- 
to  the  supply  of  furniture  and  articles  of 
a  domestic  character.  I  want  to  know 
who  supplies  the  furniture  ?  Last  year 
there  was  some  suspicion  that  the 
furniture  was  supplied  by  some  par- 
ticular firm  who  was  favoured  with  the 
orders  of  the  Government,  and  a  pledge 
was  given  that  in  future  the  various 
furniture  contractors  should  be  invited, 
to  supply  it  by  tender.  I  should  like  to- 
know  whether  that  promise  has  been 
fulfilled,  and  whether  the  same  principle 
applies  to  all  other  Government  Depart- 
ments ? 

*Mk.  PLUNKET:  I  promised  last 
year  that  I  would  make  out  a  list  or 
firms  who  might  tender.  I  had  such  a. 
list  made,  but  I  have  never  been  askedv 
to  produce  it  to  the  House. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  The 
point  is  this.  Is  the  supply  of  furniture- 
open  to  competition  or  not  ?  An  hon. 
Member  who  is  connected  with  a  very 
large  firm  has  told  me  that  that  firm 
was  never  allowed  to  be  put  on  the  list, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  list  is* 
founded  too  much  on  favouritism. 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  We  are  only  too 
glad  to  have  the  competition  of  all  the 
good  firms.  I  can  now,  if  it  is  desired^ 
give  the  names  of  the  firms  that  have 
been  invited  to  tender,  and  I  shall  be- 
glad  to  add  the  names  of  any  other  firms 
that  the  hon.  Member  may  suggest. 

♦Mr.  CREMER:  I  hear  with  some 
amazement  that  the  system,  though  an 
improvement  on  the  old  one,  is  still  that 
of  a  close  corporation,  and  that  the  firms 
placed  on  the  list  are  selected.  All  the- 
firms  should  in  my  opinion  be  invited  to- 
tender. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  refuse  to  state  that  he- 
will  consider  the  possibility  of  advertising; 
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in  the  ordinary  manner,  so  that  ail 
the  firms  may  tender  ?  If  so,  will  he  give 
us  any  satisfactory  reason  why  he  con- 
siders that  cannot  be  done  ? 
*Mr.  PLUNKET  :  Any  firm  of  any 
strength  or  solvency  that  applies  to  us 
shall  be  added  to  the  list ;  but  I  do  no 
care  about  throwing  the  matter  open  to 
public  competition,  because  we  then 
might  have  tenders  from  insolvent 
firms. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £23,702,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1890,  for 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  including 
Rents  and  Furniture,  and  for  the  maintenance  of 
certain  Cemeteries  Abroad." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp. 
ton) :  I  think  we  are  entitled  iA>  com- 
plain of  the  large  sum,  £4,200,  required 
for  the  Embassy  House  at  Paris,  and  it 
is  a  questioQ  whether  we  are  wise  id 
buying  such  buildings.  I  think  we 
ought  to  make  proper  allowances  to  our 
Ministers  abroad,  and  leave  them  to  take 
what  houses  they  like  and  furnish  them 
for  themselves.  I  have  no  complaint  to 
make  of  Lord  Lytton  personally,  but 
I  find  that  whenever  a  new  Ambassador 
is  appointed  he  is  not  conteut  with  the 
Embassy  House  as  he  finds  it,  but  re- 
quires structural  improvements  which 
are  very  costly.  In  this  case  there  are 
three  items — £2,300  for  structural  re- 
pairs; £500  for  ordinary  maintenance 
and  repairs;  and  £1,400  for  renewal  of 
decorations  and  furniture.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Committee  is  aware 
that  when  a  gentleman  is  appointed  an 
Ambassador  he  receive&  ar  outfit.  But 
for  what  does  he  receive  it  ?  It  is  in 
order  that  he  may  do  up  his  house  and 
make  all  necessary  arrangements  for 
occupying  it.  I  think  we  ought  to  put 
our  foot  down  upon  this  constantly  re- 
curring expenditure  for  alterations  and 
repairs.  II  we  give  our  Ambassador  a 
house  he  ought  to  take  it  as  it  is,  and 
do  all  that  is  necessary  to  repair  and 
maintain  it — having,  as  it  were,  a  kind 
of  repairing  lease  while  he  remains  in 
it.  The  Embassy  House  at  Paris  is  a 
very  fine  and  large  building,  and  costs 
the  country  an  enormous  sum  of  money. 
If  sold  or  let  it  would  realize  £6,000  or 


£6,000  per  annum.  For  my  part,  if  I 
could,  I  would  do  away  with  Ambassa- 
dors everywhere,  but.  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, I  do  not  think  it  is  neces- 
sary to  expend  a  large  sum  of  money  in 
keeping  up  houses  for  them.  I  beg  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £3,000  in  respect  of  the  Embassy 
at  Paris. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,. 
**Th  It  Item  I,  Paris,  of  £4,200,  be  re- 
duced by  £3,000."— (i»/r.  Lahouchere,) 

Mr.  a.  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan,  8.)  r 
Can  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
give  the  Committee  any  idea  of  what  the 
original  cost  of  the  house  was  ?  £4,200 
is  required  this  year  to  keep  it  in  repair, 
but  what  was  the  original  cost  ? 
*Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  cannot,  at  this 
moment,  give  the  original  cost.  The 
date  of  the  purchase  goes  back  as  far 
as  1814.  But  with  regard  to  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  it  is, 
no  doubt,  a  question  whether  our 
Embassies  generally  should  be  pro- 
vided with  houses,  or  have  an  allow- 
ance given  them  to  provide  houses  for 
themselves.  But  there  are  some  capi-^ 
tals  in  which  all  are  agreed  that  our 
Ambassadors  should  have  houses  pro- 
vided for  them,  and  such  a  capital  is 
Paris.  The  French  have  provided  their 
Ambassadors  in  every  great  capital  with 
houses  to  live  in  and  represent  the 
country  at  the  same  time.  As  to  the 
increase  of  the  charge  for  the  Embassy 
at  Paris,  it  arises  from  the  circumstance 
that  the  late  Lord  Lyons  was  a  man  of 
very  simple  habits,  and  he  only  made 
use  of  a  very  small  part  of  the  Embassy 
House.  It  was  discovered  when  his 
successor  was  appointed  that  even  the 
rooms  which  Lord  Lyons  had  inhabited 
were  in  a  very  bad  state  of  repair.  I 
thought  it  right  to  send  over  to  Paris 
two  of  my  most  experienced  surveyors, 
and  it  was  found  that  a  great  part  of 
tlie  house  was  in  an  absolutely  dan- 
gerous condition,  and  was  almost  falling 
to  pieces.  Very  considerable  structural 
repairs  were  necessary,  as  to  several  of 
the  floors  and  ceilings.  The  timber 
in  some  parts  was  found  to  be  seriously 
affected  by  dry  rot.  That  is  the  real 
explanation  of  the  increased  charge  for 
repairs.  Hon.  Members  may  rest  satis- 
fied that  the  greate:it  possible  care  ha» 
been  taken  to  reduce  the  expense. 
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Mr.  MUNEO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
Burghs) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  given  the  Committee  a  description 
of  the  repairs  which  have  heen  executed, 
and  it  would  appear  that  nothing  has 
heen  done  which  was  not  actually 
necessary.  It  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  a  large  amount  of  money  should  be 
expended,  in  order  to  prevent  the  decay 
of  this  very  fine  building,  which  was 
bought  at  the  Peace  of  Paris.  I  believe 
that  it  is  true  economy  to  maintain  the 
building  property,  and  I  shall  be  glad 
to  support  the  Vote. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  8.W.,  New- 
ton) :  Speaking  from  some  experience, 
I  may  say  that,  unless  a  considerable 
sum  is  spent  upon  this  building,  it 
would,  in  a  short  time,  tumble  to  pieces. 
The  only  alternative  plan  to  the  voting 
of  large  sums  of  money  for  structural 
repairs  is  that  the  present  site  should 
be  sold.  Posssibly  as  good  a  site 
might  be  obtained  elsewhere.  Per- 
aonally,  however,  I  should  be  very 
reluctant  to  part  with  the  present 
Embassy  House,  which,  both  in  its 
situation  and  in  every  other  respect,  is 
suitable  to  all  requirements. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  hope  that 
the  Committee  will  not  be  deluded  by 
the  arguments  which  have  been  ad- 
vanced. My  hon.  Friend  says  that 
this  a  very  old  house,  and  something 
must  be  done  every  year  to  keep  it  in 
order.  The  Committee  ought  to  know, 
however,  that  a  sum  of  £500  a  year  has 
heen  devoted  every  year  to  the  mainten- 
ance of  this  house  for  a  long  term  of 
years.  By  referring  to  the  Estimate  the 
X)ommittee  will  perceive  that  a  sum  of 
£1,400  is  required  for  the  renewal  of 
decorations  and  furniture,  and  last  year 
a  similar  sum  was  expended  for  the  same 
purpose,  including  ordinary  maintenance 
and  repairs.  Surely  that  sum  ought  to 
have  been  sufficient  to  keep  the  house 
going,  and  if  dry  rot  has  got  into  the 
building  somebody  ought  to  be  punished 
for  it.  What  becomes  of  the  money 
spent  every  year  for  ordinary  mainten- 
ance and  repairs  and  the  renewal  of  de- 
<K)rations  and  furniture  ?  The  fact  is,  as 
I  have  said,  that  these  houses  cost  too 
much.  If  you  spend  £500  per  annum 
in  keeping  a  house  in  structural  repair, 
it  ought  to  be  sufficient.  Whenever  a 
new  Ambassador  is  sent  out  upon  anew 
mission  there  is  always  this  expenditure. 
In  this  case  we  are  told  it  is  the  dry  rot ; 


but  it  is  the  Ambassador.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Legh)  has  thrown 
out  an  excellent  snggestion^namely — that 
we  shall  sell  this  house  if  we  can  g^ 
£200,000  for  it.  In  that  event  I  should 
be  willing  to  enter  into  a  contract  to 
lodge  the  Ambassador,  and  lodge  him 
well,  for  £2,000  a  year.  The  whole  of 
this  extra  expenditure  is  due  to  the 
change  of  Ambassador,  and  I  think  we 
ought  to  protest  against  it.  When  an 
Ambassador  is  appointed  he  gets  an  out- 
fit of  £2,000  to  enable  him  to  purchase 
spoons,  but  it  is  a  sum  which  really  goes 
into  his  pocket,  and,  in  my  opinion,  it 
ought  to  be  done  away  with. 

Mr.  a.  WILLIAMS :  I  should  like  to 
have  some  account  of  the  cost  of  the 
German  Embassy  in  London  and  the 
cost  of  keeping  an  Ambassador  here. 
The  charges  imposed  upon  the  country 
for  our  Ambassadors  are,  in  my  opinion, 
perfectly  monstrous.  We  not  only  give 
our  Ambassador  at  Paris  a  house,  but 
we  allow  him  £500  a  year  to  maintain  it 
and  keep  it  in  repair.  That  ought  to  be 
an  ample  allowance. 
•^SiR  J.  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pancras,  S.) : 
I  have  had  the  opportunity  of  having 
considerable  experience  in  maintaining 
large  houses,  and  I  think  it  is  a  wise 
policy  to  buy  houses  and  not  to  rent 
them.  The  Embassy  House  at  Paris 
was  bought  at  an  extremely  low  price, 
and  is  now  of  far  greater  value  than  the 
price  we  paid  for  it.  It  is  suggested  that 
we  should  sell  it.  Thatjis  not  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  we  ought  to  proceed. 
Our  Ambassador  at  Paris  ought  un- 
doubtedly to  be  suitably  lodged,  and 
for  keeping  up  this  particular  house 
£500  a-year  is  by  no  means  excessive. 
Moreover,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  expenditure  does  not  depend  on  the 
Ambassador,  but  on  the  gentleman  sent 
over  from  the  Ofl^ce  of  Works,  who  has 
to  decide  from  time  to  time  what  ought 
to  be  done.  I  think  the  sum  asked  for 
is  moderate,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
matter  is  one  which  ought  to  be  dealt^ 
with  in  a  niggardly  spirit. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  Allow  me  to  point  out  that 
the  principal  part  of  the  Vote  is  for 
structural  repairs  and  alterations,  and 
only  £500  for  ordinary  maintenance  and 
repairs.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
behind  me  that  it  would  be  much  better 
to  purchase  Ambassadorial  residences 
than  to  hire  them.    I  am  afraid  that 
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the  hoD.  Member  for  Norfhampton 
would  find  it  very  ezpeoeiye  to  hire 
residences  for  our  AmbasFadors.  It  is 
much  better  that  the  houses  should,  as 
far  as  possible,  be  purchased,  and  not 
■hired 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
There  is  one  weak  point  in  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  St. 
Pancras  (Sir  J.  Qoldsmid).  Although 
£500  a  year  may  not  be  an  excessive 
sum  to  pay  for  ordinary  maintenance 
and  repair,  it  ought  to  be  sufficient,  if 
•properly  applied,  without  necessitating 
further  expenditure. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  121  ; 
Noes  228.— (Div.  List,  No.  68.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
The  next  item  in  this  Vote  is  for  the 
Embassy  at  Rome ;   and   here  we  have 
another  Ambassador  who  is  putting  the 
country    to    extra    expenditure.      The 
ordinary  expenditure  is  £250  for  mainte- 
nance and  repairs  of  the  Roman  Embassy, 
but  here  we  have  a  charge  of  £500  for 
renewal  of    furniture  and  decorationa, 
and  a  further  charge  of  £250  for  a  new 
entrance  aud  approaches  to  the  Embassy 
House.     I  have  watched  this  outlay  in 
Rome  for  some  time.     If  I  remember 
rightly,    when   our  first  Minister  went 
there,  the  charge  was  £500  a  year  for  a 
house.     But    in    course    of    time     he 
became  an  Ambassador,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  an  Ambassador,  having  a  large 
salary,  wants  to  spread  himself  out.     It 
was    then   thought  necessary  that    he 
should   have  a  special   house,  and   we 
first  of  all  bought  the  site  and  inelosed 
the     ground.       We     gave     a      large 
amount  for   the    site,    and   devoted   a 
large  amount  for  the  house.     Then  we 
•decorated  the  house  and  furnished   it. 
After  that  the  Ambassador  cast  his  eye 
on  a  garden,  that  which  was  attached 
to  the  house  not  being  deemed  large 
enough.    Then   it  was  said  that  there 
was  a  wood  near  the  garden,  and  some- 
body might  build  a  house  in  the  wood 
that   would   overlook    the  garden,  and 
now  we  have  the  result  of  all  this  in  the 
approaches — I    daresay,     through    the 
woods.     I    think   the  time    has  come 
when  a  stop  must  be  put  to  all  this, 
and  when  we  must  bring  home  to  the 
Foreign  Office  ttie  necessity  of  telling 
our  Ambassadors,  when   they  are  sent 
out  to  their  Embassies,  that  they  must 


really  accommodate  themselves  to  the 
house,   and    not   have    the    house   re- 
arranged in  order  that  it  may  be  accom- 
modated   to   them.      The   expenditure 
here  is  very  large,  this  year  being  £  1 ,000 
in  excess  of  the  ordinary  outlay.     I  re- 
member   that    when    we    bought    the 
house  we  were  told  it  was  structurally  so 
well  built,  and  that  the  furniture  was 
so  excellent,  that  we  had  made  a  great 
bargain,  and  we  should  not  be  called  on 
to  spend   any  large  sum  of  money  on 
either  for  years  to  come ;  and  yet,  in  a 
very  few   years,   we   are  called  on  to 
spend  £500    for    renewal  of   furniture 
and  decorations.     All  this  is  mere  waste, 
and  I,  for  one,  do  not  share  the  opinion 
of  the   Chief  Commissioner  of  Works 
that  the  country  looks  with  indignation 
on   those   who  move  reductions  of  tiie 
Estimates.     I  do  not   know    what  the 
view  of  those  who  send  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  to  Parliament 
may  be ;  but  I  know  that  portion  of  the 
people  of  this  country  who  send  Radi- 
cal Members  to  Parliament  rather  like 
us  to  look  into  the  Estimates.     I  am  not 
going  merely  to  swallow  gnats — I  am 
going  to  strain  at  camels  and    gnats, 
too ;  and  the  view  I  take  is  the  view  of 
my  constituents.  If  it  were  not,  I  should 
think  it  my  duty  to  educate  them  to  that 
view.     The  only  way  in  which  we  can 
induce  the  Government  to  meet  us  iu 
these    matters    is   by    constantly    call- 
ing   attention     to    them  —  not,     per- 
haps, by  taking  Divisions,  because  we 
never    win     a     Division    against    the 
Gt)vernment;    but    we    know    that    if 
we  keep  to  our  point,  whenever  an  Am- 
bassador wants  to  make  an  extra  ex- 
penditure, the  Government  say  to  him, 
"  Pray  do  not  ask  for  it,  or  we  shall  be 
having  a  great  deal  of  bother  with  those 
miserable  Radicals."     I  beg  to  move, 
Sir,  that  this  Vote  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
•*That  Item  J.,  Rome,  of  £1,250,  be 
reduced  by  £\fiOOy^{Mr.  Lahourhere,) 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET:  There  has  un- 
doubted ly  been  the  increase  which  has 
been  pointed  out  in  this  Vote,  but  I 
think  I  can  satisfy  the  Committee 
that  it  is  necessary.  The  fact  ia 
that  the  Embassy  House  at  Rome 
happens  to  be  in  a  part  of  the 
city  in  which  there  has  of  late  years 
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been  a  ^eat  deal  of  improvement  and 
building  goiDg  on,  and  the  entrance, 
whicli  has  hitherto  been  in  the  front, 
was  in  a  ver;  narrow  street,  and  vas 
found,  under  the  altered  circumstances, 
to  be  neither  convenient  nor  suitable  for 
those  who  bad  business  at  the  Embahsy. 
That  is  the  reason  why  this  extra  ex- 
penditure in  regard  to  tbe  entrance  has 
been  incurred.  With  regard  to  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
NorthaaiptOQ  has  said  about  tbe  fur- 
niture, it  must  be  remembered  that  that 
furniture  vaa  bought  twelve  years  ago, 
and  that  is  a  considerable  perioij.  As 
the  matter  has  been  carefully  looked 
into  by  the  Surveyor,  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  agree  that  the  expeuiliture 
baa  been  necessary,  and  will  refut'O  to 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy)  : 
On  the  last  occasion  I  voted  with  the 
bon.  Member  for  Northampton,  on  the 
general  principle,  when  in  doubt 
vote  against  the  Government.  On  this 
ocoasinn  I  cannot  vote  with  him,  for 
I  consider  this  a  very  moderate  sum 
charged  for  the  Embassy  in  Itume,  in 
connection  with  which  there  is  no  un- 
necessary ostentation.  Now,  when  I 
went  to  see  the  Ambaeeador,  I  must 
■ay  that  the  approach  to  the  Embassy 
was  not  of  an  extensive  or  ostentatious 
character;  in  fact,  when  I  came  to  the 
door,  I  hesitated  to  knock,  thinking  I 
had  made  a  mistake,  and  that  it  was 
not  the  door  of  the  Ambassador.  I  do 
not  think  an  expenditure  of  £23<J  or 
£S00  is  a  large  amount  to  spend  upon 
the  entrance  to  the  Embaasy  in  the 
country  of  our  good  AUiea  the  Italians. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  :  Twelve  years 
ago  we  spent  £^50  in  making  that 
door,  and  now  we  have  to  spend 
£'250  on  another  new  door,  in  order 
thftt  my  hon.  Friend  may  walk 
through  it.  I  hope  there  was  no 
attempt    at    a    covert  attack    by   bos- 

fitality  on  the  virtue  of  my  hon. 
'riend.  But  I  am  very  much  afraid 
that  it  is  the  case.  I  was  bruu);ht  up 
in  the  Diplomatic  Service,  and  we  were 
always  pestered  at  that  time  by  English- 
men coming,  and  they  used  to  have 
letters  from  the  Foreign  UfBce.  We 
used  to  call  them  soup  tickets.  We  used 
to  give  them  a  dinner.  We  found  that 
if  we  did  not  give  them  a  dinner  there 
was  some  trouble  in  the  House  of  (Jom- 
mons.  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  has  not 
Mr.  "tunht 
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been  seduced  from  that  stern  virtue  whiah 
characterizes  him  by  one  of  titese  soap 
tickets.  We  have  before  us  for  the  last 
12  years  all  the  expenditure  in  regard 
to  these  Embassies.  The  Chief  Oom' 
itiiesioner  of  Works  admits  that  thi» 
expenditure  would  not  have  been  in- 
curred but  for  the  change  of  AmbaBsa< 
dom.  I  believe  it  is  admitted  that 
while  Lord  Savile  was  at  Some  he 
kept  a  very  good  Embassy ;  but  if  aa. 
Ambassador  chooses  to  have  an  extra, 
number  of  children  or  servants,  I  do- 
not  see  why  the  country  should  pay  fbr 
them.  I  suppose  what  was  sufficient 
for  tlie  late  Ambassador  ought  to  b» 
Bu£Gcieat  for  the  present. 
*Mk.  OSBOENB  morgan  (Denbi- 
shire) :  1,  too.  have  been  to  Some,  and, 
like  myhon.Friend.I  went  to  the  British 
Embassy.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  that  I  did  not  enjoy,  and,  thereforar 
was  in  no  way  corrupted  by  tbe  hospi- 
tality which  be  seems  so  mucli  afraid  of. 
But  1  am  bound  to  say  that  there  waa 
a  general  opinion  among  the  English, 
there  that  their  Embassy  was  the  abab- 
biesi  in  the  place.  I  do  not  think 
the  expenditure  is  at  all  extravagant, 
and  that  it  meets  strictly  tbe  needs  of 
the  case. 

Dtt.  TANNER  (Cork.  Mid):  Before 
this  is  put,  might  I  draw  a  comparisoo- 
between  the  expenditure  at  Washington 
and  that  at  Some  ?  The  expenditure  we' 
are  called  upon  to  pass  in  connection 
with  the  Embassy  at  Some  is  £l,2S0f 
when  we  turn  to  Washington,  tbe 
capital  of  the  United  States,  I  think  that 
the  simplicity  which  is  practised  in 
Washington  should  be  observed  at 
our  other  Embassies  in  the  interests  of 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  102  • 
Noes  2|6.— (Div.  List,  No.  69.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford)  - 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  item  o' 
£y.000  for  building  a  new  Consulate  a^ 
Tangier.  I  observe  that  tbe  old  build 
ing  is  expected  to  fetch  £4,600.  I  have- 
never  been  to  Tangier,  but  I  have 
always  been  led  to  believe  that  tb» 
Legation  is  one  of  tbe  best  houses,  itk 
tbe  place,  and  perfectly  suitable  for  tl 
Consul  General  who  resides  there. 
has  been  occupied  for  uany  years  I 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Hay.  Inasmat 
lOs  last  year  tbe  Com     ttee  rejec'    * 
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proposBl  for  building  a  new  Legation  at 
Cairo  in  place  of  the  present  one,  and  aa 
I  nitder^nd  the  present  Legation  at 
Tangier  is  a  very  (rood  one,  I  move  the 
reduotioQ  of  the  Vote  by  the  sam  of 
£2,000,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the 
First  Comroiseioner  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  the  item. 

Sfotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Item  S.,  £2,195,  Tanker,  be 
omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote.  — {Ur. 
Shaw  Zt/evrt.) 

*Ma.  PLUNKET :  It  is  quite  clear 
firom  the  Beport  of  the  Surveyor — a 
most  trustworthy  and  competent  public 
servant  —  who  has  reported  on  thia 
building  at  Tangiers,  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  oblige  the  Uinister 
to  reside  in  the  old  house  in  its  pre- 
sent state.  The  Surveyor  reports  that 
it  is  surrounded  by  high  buildings; 
that  some  of  the  outhouses  and  the 
gaol  are  in  an  insanitary  condition ; 
that  the  office  accommodation  is  insuffi- 
cient ;  and  that,  structurally,  it  is  not 
capable  of  improvement ;  that  there  is 
no  suitable  honse  or  site  to  be  had  inaide 
the  town',  and  the  Only  alternative, 
therefore,  is  t«  purchase  a  sit«  and  build 
-a  house  on  the  high  ground  outside. 
That  will  coat  about  £9,000 ;  but  that 
sum  will  be  reduced  by  the  £4,500 
which,  it  is  expected,  will  be  obtained 
for  the  old  building.  I  may  mention 
that  Sir  Drammond  Hay  had  resided  in 
a  villa  of  his  own  outside  the  town  while 
<7onsnl  Qeneral  there,  and  did  not 
live  at  the  Consulate  except  for  about 
one  month  in  the  winter. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  I  do  not 
wish  bo  press  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  should  like  to  ask 
tire  TTader  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
a  question  as  to  the  meaning  of  Sub- 
head "  T,"  under  which  there  seems  to 
liava  been  a  large  purchase  of  laud  ad- 
joining the  site  of  the  Consulate  of  Zan- 
zibar. Does  it  mean  that  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  are  going  to  have  a  larger 
Ooastilate,  in  consequence  of  their  in- 
^oriwad  aistivity  in   that    part   of   the 
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help  thinking  that  every  argument  that 
can  be  adduced  in  favour  of  the  State 
providing  a  permanent  residence  for  its 
Ministers  in  North  Africa  applies  much 
more  strongly  to  the  building  at  Cairo 
than  to  that  at  Tangier.  There  has 
been  an  amount  of  sh  illy- eh  allying  on 
the  part  of  Hor  Majesty's  Government 
in  their  policy  in  regard  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  suitable  residence  for  our 
Consul  0«neral  at  Cairo,  which  is  not 
inconsistent  with  the  characte.r  of  their 
general  policy  in  Egypt.  A  site  was 
bought  for  a  nev  residence,  hut  it  was 
not  made  use  of,  no  buildings  being 
erected  upon  it.  The  French  Consul  in 
Cairo  lives  in  a  palace,  whilst  ours  haa 
to  hire  a  building  as  best  he  may;  and, 
altogether,  if  there  is  a  central  locali^ 
in  which  it  is  desirable  for  the  British 
Sepreseotative  to  live  in  respectable 
style,  and  where  it  is  desirable  that  we 
should  build  a  residence  for  him,  I 
should  select  Cairo  as  that  locality. 
With  regard  to  the  Consulate  at  Zanxi- 
bar,  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  it  is 
maintained  there  for  any  ueefal  purpose  ? 
We  see  that  Count  Herbert  Bismarck 
haa  just  paid  a  visit  to  this  country,  and 
that  Colonel  Euan  Smith  has  been  re- 
called on  leave,  doubtless  to  consult  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  as  to  our  polity 
in  Zanzibar 

The  CHAntMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  not  entitled,  on  the 
question  of  Consular  residences,  to  enter 
into  the  policy  pursued  by  Her  Majsety'a 
Government. 

Mr.  MUNKO  FERGUSON:  I  was 
going  to  ask  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances, it  was  worth  while  maintaining 
Consular  build'jigs  at  all  in  that  part  Ol 
Africa?  However,  I  will  not  pursue 
that  matter  any  farther. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  In 
continuation  of  what  has  been  said  by 
my  hon.  Friend  as  to  the  provision  of  a 
residence  for  the  Consul  General  in 
Cairo,  I  beg  to  say  I  am  one  of  the  laat 
men  anxious  to  make  our  residence  in 
Egypt  more  permanent  than  it  is  at 
present.  I  ifaonld  like  to  see  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovernment  quit  Egypt  bag  and 
baggage,  but  whether  we  leave  it  or  not 
we  have  important  interests  in  that 
country,  and  it  is  right  that  our  Bepre- 
sei  ive  should  be  properly  housed. 
C  xiepresentative  at  Cairo  lives  in  a 
hi  i  house,  of  the  unhealthiness  of 
he  haa  reason  to  complain,  hia 
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lay  the  facts  and  figures  I  have  collected 
before  the  Oommittee. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber cannot  recur  to  the  item. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £8,286,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
^Harbours,  &c.,  under  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire)  : 
Upon  this  Vote  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
»G-overnment  whether  they  have  yet 
made  up  their  minds  with  regard  to  the 
'Completion  of  the  Holyhead  Harbour  ? 
The  work  of  constructing  the  harbour 
has  been  going  on  for  50  years,  and  has 
cost  the  nation  something  over  a  million 
and  a  half  sterling.  The  harbour  is 
a  remarkably  fine  and  even  magnificent 
one.  It  affords  every  year  refuge  to  be- 
tween 2,000  and  3,000  vessels,  but  it  is 
not  yet  finished,  and  its  want  of  com- 
pleteness greatly  lessens  its  value  as  a 
narbour  of  refuge.  It  comprises  267 
acres,  but  of  these  50  acres  are  rendered 
completely  unavailable  for  ships  during 
.  storms,  because  the  rooks  at  the  entrance 
fhave  not  been  removed.  The  clearing 
away  of  these  rocks  was  part  of  the 
original  design  of  the  Government,  and 
I  think  it  has  been  repeatedly  urged, 
not  merely  by  the  great  Steamship  Com- 
panies, but  by  the  engineers  of  the 
Government,  who  have  from  time  to  time 
reported  on  the  harbour,  that  the  work 
;  should  be  taken  in  hand.  I  brought  the 
question  up  two  years  ago,  and  in  reply 
the  then  Representative  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  admitted  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage if  the  work  could  be  completed 
in  the  manner  suggested.  The  present 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  M. 
Hicks  Beach)  last  year,  in  answer  to  a 
deputation,  admitted  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  if  the  work  were  to  be  under- 
taken. What  I  desire  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  undertake  that  the  work  shall 
be  taken  in  hand  without  delay?  It  may 
be  an  expensive  matter,  but  the  work 
will  have  to  be  done,  and  the  sooner  the 
better.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  that  Sir  John  Hawkshaw  estimates 
the  cost  of  the  work  at  £250,000.  I 
have  it  on  very  good  authority  that  this 
is  an  exaggerated  estimate,  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  still  adheres  to 
Sir  John  Hawkshaw's  Report,  I  have  to 
ask  that  he  will  lay  it  on  the  Table  of 
-the  House,  so  that  it  may  be  examined. 

J)r,  Tanner 


*Thb  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Bbach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  I  am  sorry  I  have 
nothine  to  add  to  what  I  said  on 
this  suDJect  last  year.  I  do  not  at  all 
deny  that  the  removal  of  the  rocks 
would  be  an  advantage  to  the  harbour 
of  refuge  at  Holyhead,  but  I  cannot 
admit  that  the  removal  of  them  can  be 
effected  for  as  little  as  the  hon.  Member 
supposes.  My  predecessor  in  office 
obtained  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  the 
work,  and  it  amounted  to  a  qnarter  of 
a  million  sterling.  I  cannot  recommend 
that  the  work  should  be  undertaken  at 
such  a  cost  as  that.  I  have  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  the  estimate  of  Sir  John 
Hawkshaw  is  too  great,  but,  as  I  said 
to  the  deputation  which  watted  upon 
me  last  year,  if  anyone  can  show  me 
any  ground  for  believing  that  the  work 
can  be  more  cheaply  done,  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  consider  it.  The  estimate 
was  made  before  I  went  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  I  do  not  quite  know  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  ob- 
tained. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  should 
like  some  explanation  of  the  item  of 
£3,000  for  the  repair  and  maintenance 
of  the  wooden  pier  at  Holyhead.  This 
seems  to  be  an  expenditure  which  has 
been  incurred  annually,  and  I  should 
like  to  know  how  long  it  has  to  last  ? 
Residing  as  I  do  in  a  seaport  town, 
where  there  are  a  large  number  of  such 
wooden  structures,  I  know  that  they 
cost  a  good  deal.  The  expenditure  of 
this  money  annually  seems  to  me  to  be 
wilfully  throwing  money  away. 

Mr.  LA.BOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
in  the  case  of  the  Dover  Harbour,  I  see 
that  the  resident  engineer  gets  a  house, 
and  salary  and  allowances,  amount- 
ing  to  £900  a  year.  Besides  this 
officer,  there  is  a  piermaster,  and  many 
other  officials.  We  ought  to  be  told 
something  about  this  resident  engineer. 
I  do  not  see  that  at  Holyhead  there  is  a 
resident  engineer,  but  I  find  a  harbour 
master  instead,  who  receives  £450  a 
year.  I  should  think  the  piermaster 
at  Dover  and  his  assistants  could  do  all 
the  work  that  is  required. 

*SiE  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  The  resi- 
dent engineer  at  Dover  has  other  work 
besides  attending  to  the  Pier.  But 
if  the  hon.  Member  will  look  at  the 
opposite  page  of  the  Estimates,  he  will 
see    that  the   Dover  Pier  .more  than 
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tpays  for  itself.  With  regard  to  the 
point  raised  by  the  hoD.  Member  for  Mid- 
Oork,  I  am  afraid  that  the  expenditure 
of  £SfOOO  upon  the  wooden  pier  at  Holy- 
head is  necessary,  though  it  may  seem 
-very  heavy. 

Db.  tanner  :  There  is  another  item 
"in  regard  to  which  I  would  like  a  word  of 
explanation.  There  is  at  Holyhead  a 
Superintendent  of  Works  who  receives 
£300  a  year.  There  are  do  works  going 
on  there.  Is  this  another  sinecure  for 
some  supporter  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ? 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  Holyhead  is 
a  very  expensive  harbour  to  keep  up.  The 
breakwater  requires  continual  watching, 
and  I  am  sure  the  salary  of  this  gentle- 
mao  is  well  earned. 

BiR.  CHE  A  (Donegal) :  All  the  items 
in  this  Vote  seem  to  be  very  extravagant, 
and  to  indicate  a  strong  tendency  towards 
jobbery.  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  if 
there  was  no  sum  on  the  Estimates  for 
the  Holyhead  Harbour,  the  London  and 
l^orth- Western  Hail  way  Company  would 
£nd  it  incumbent  upon  them  and  to  their 
interest  to  keep  the  harbour  up. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  :  It  is  no  answer 
to  us  to  say  that  Dover  Harbour  pays 
-for  itself.  If  it  pays,  so  much  better  for 
us.  I  see  that  £1/200  is  set  down  for 
Tepair  to  the  harbour,  gas,  &c.  I  sup- 
pose we  may  safely  take  the  repairs  at 
£800 ;  therefore  we  actually  pay  a 
resident  engineer  £900  for  looking  after 
repairs  which  do  not  cost  more  than 
£800.  If  that  is  not  monstrous  I  do  not 
Jcnow  what  is. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Hesolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow ; 
Committee  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Hesolutions  [8th  April]  reported. 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Class  I. 

(1.)  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £36,379,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Uharge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the  Buildings 
of  the  Houses  of  Parliament.*' 

(2.)  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1 10,824,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  Uie  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the  Maintenance 
and  Repair  of  Public  Building^  in  Greet  Britain, 
including  yarious  special  Works ;  for  providing 

VOL.  CCCXXXV.    [third  sbribs.! 


the  neceraary  supply  of  Water ;  for  Rents  of 
Houses  hired  for  the  accommodation  of  Public 
Departments,  and  Charges  attendant  thereon.*' 

(3).  **  That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding  £4,500,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  da}r  of  March,  1890,  for  the  Extension 
of  the  Admiralty  Buildings." 

(4.)  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £12,800,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the  Supply 
and  Repair  of  Furniture  in  the  Public  Depart- 
ments of  Great  Britain.'* 

(5.)  ''Thatasum,  not  exceeding  £210,614,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  dEay  of  March,  1890,  for  the 
Customs,  Inland  Revenue.  Post  Office,  and 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Buildings  in  Great 
Britain,  including  Furniture,  Fuel,  and  sundry 
Miscellaneous  Services.*' 

(6.)  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £24,740,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  deft  ay  the  Charge  whic)i  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890,  for  f^ew 
Building^  for  County  Courts,  Maintenance  and 
Repair  of  Courts,  supply  of  Furniture,  Fuel, 
&c.,  and  for  Charges  attendant  thereon." 

(7.)  *'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £22,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  of  March,  1890,  for  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Court  Buildings.** 

(8.)  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,717,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  one- 
half  of  the  expense  of  Erecting  or  Improving 
Court  Houses  or  Offices  for  the  Sheriff  Courts 
in  Scotland,  and  for  the  Government  contri- 
bution towfurds  the  cost  of  Maintaining  Courts 
so  Erected  or  Improved." 

(9.)**' That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £176,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year' 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the 
Survey  of  the  United  Kingdom,  including  the 
revision  of  the  Survey  of  Ireland,  Maps  for  use 
in  proceedings  before  the  Land  Judges  in  Ire- 
land, publication  of  Maps,  and  engraving  the 
G«»olog^cal  Survey." 

Resolutions  read  a  second  tim^. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Oommittee  in  the  First  Resolution  :  " 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  I  want 
to  ask  one  question  with  reference 
to  the  re-arrangements  for  the  oon- 
yenience  of  Members  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  said  yesterday  he  is  going   to 
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make  in  coDsequence  of  the  alterations 
in  Westminster  Hall.  All  the  First 
Oommissioners  of  Works  for  many  years 
past  have  been  smokers,  and  there- 
fore they  haye  been  predisposed  to  take 
a  favourable  view  of  the  representations 
made  to  them  by  hon.  Members  who 
indulged  in  the  habit  of  smoking  as  to 
the  accommodation  for  smokers.  But 
there  are  many  Members  of  the  House 
who  do  not  smoke,  and  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  he  will  not  have  some  compas- 
sion on  such  inferior  beings  in  any  re- 
arrangements he  may  make.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  late  First  Commissioner 
of  Works,  held  out  to  us  the  prospect 
of  a  new  room  in  the  Lobby  leading  to 
the  House  of  Lords;  but  he  had  no 
sooner  made  the  promise  than  it  was 
rescinded,  and  the  room  devoted  to  the 
purposes  of  a  Grand  Committee.  There 
is  really  no  reasonable  accommodation 
for  the  non-smokers,  and  it  has  occurred 
to  me  that  the  present  Tea  Koom  might 
be  converted  into  a  News  Room  and  the 
present  News  Room  turned  into  a  Tea 
Koom.  I  know  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  most  anxious  to  promote  the 
convenience  of  all  sections  of  Members, 
but  he  always  seems  to  be  overcome  by 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  who 
sympathizes  with  smokers  and  who  is 
so  powerful  on  such  questions  as  this. 

Mk.  LABOUCHERE:  I  can  speak 
quite  impartially,  because  I  am  at 
once  a  smoker  and  a  tea  drinker ; 
but  I  do  protest  against  the  sug- 
gestion that  we  should  give  up  the 
Tea  Room  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
to  read  newspapers  in.  We  had  a 
claim  on  that  room  and  we  gave  it  up 
on  account  of  the  late  Mr.  Beresford 
Hope.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  desire  to  see  the  place  where  the 
smokers  are  sent  to  he  would  realize  the 
fact  that  the  smokers  are  really  worse 
off  than  the  tea  drinkers.  I  trust  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  con- 
sult the  tea  drinkers  in  any  re*arrange- 
ments  he  will  also  consult  the  smokers, 
and  if  I  can  act  as  a  go-between  in  the 
matter  I  shall  be  only  too  glad. 
♦Mb.  PLUNKET  :  If  it  will  facilitate 
a  settlement  of  the  matter  I  shall  cer- 
tainly avail  myself  of  the  invitation  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton.  I 
desire  to  consult  with  all  the  different 
flections  of  Members,  and  I  will  try  to 

Mr.  M.  R.  Fowler 


make    the  new    rooms  go   as    far    as- 
possible. 

Mb.  W.  M'ARTHUR  (Cornwall.  St. 
Austell) :  I  wish  to  recur  to  a  question 
I  put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaik 
last  night.  I  find  in  the  Estimate- 
for  the  Houses  of  Parliament  there 
is  a  charge  of  £2; 000  for  oil  lamps  used 
in  the  building.  As  f  ar  as  I  can  reckon^ 
the  cost  ought  not  to  exceed  £150  to 
£200.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  toldi 
me  the  great  cost  arose  from  the  fact- 
that  we  had  to  hire  the  lamps.  I  should 
like  to  know  where  the  lamps  are  hired, 
and  what  is  paid  for  their  hire  ? 
♦Mb.  PLUNKET :  I  have  asked  for 
information,  and  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
put  a  question  in  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject I  will  be  glad  to  answer  it. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
home  Division) :  I  should  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  endeavour  to  im- 
prove the  accommodation  afforded  in  the^ 
Ladies^'  Dining  Room.  The  present  ac- 
commodation for  ladies  is  extremely  in- 
adequate. On  one  occasion  when  I  was- 
anxious  to  obtain  the  use  of  a  table  I 
found  all  the  accommodation  had  been 
taken  up  a  long  time  previously.  There- 
is  no  limit  to  the  number  of  guests  one 
Member  may  invite  to  dine  in  the  room.. 
I  do  not  complain  of  that,  but  I  think 
if  there  are  any  additional  rooms  ta 
be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Members^ 
it  is  only  fair  to  Members  and 
their  lady  friends  that  some  better 
accommodation  for  ladies  should  be> 
provided. 

Db.  TANNER:  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  some  answer  on  the  subject 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friend.  I  very 
seldom  entered  the  Ladies'  Dining  Room 
until  the  present  year.  Now  I  have- 
sometimes  to  make  use  of  the  room  and 
I  invariably  find  the  tables  are  taken  up 
by  supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  suggest  that  a  book  should  be 
kept  to  show  who  are  the  monopolists  of 
the  tables  night  after  night. 

It  being  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  debate 
stood  adjourned. 

MOTIONS, 


HOME  RULE  FOR  SCOTLAND. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  In  moving- 
the  Resolution  that  stands  in  my  name 
let  me  say  at  once  that  that  Resolutioik 
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does  not  mean  separation.  I  have  no 
desire  to  repeal  the  Union  between 
England  and  Scotland,  and  I  think  that 
Union  has  been  mutually  beneficial — 
a  good  thing  for  Scotland,  but  a  better 
thing  for  England.  Since  the  Union 
our  great  Colonial  Empire  has  been 
developed,  and  that  Empire  has  been  as 
much  built  up  by  Scottish  blood  and  trea- 
sure as  by  English.  More  than  that  I, 
knowing  something  of  our  Colonies, 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  the  present 
prosperity  is  to  a  large  extent  due  to  the 
industry  and  intelligence  of  Scotchmen 
in  the  Colonies.  All  I  want  is  that  we 
should  keep  all  the  benefits  we  have 
under  the  Union  without  any  of  its  dis- 
advantages, and  I  think  we  can  attain 
this  without  affecting  the  Union  in  any 
way  whatever.  I  frankly  admit  that, 
although  my  Motion  is  based  mainly 
on  practical  considerations,  there  is  a 
sentimental  basis  for  the  growing 
Home  Kule  movement  in  Scotland. 
We  Scotchmen  are  all  proud  of  our 
country  and  of  our  country's  history. 
We  do  not  think  we  have  anything  to 
be  ashamed  of,  and  even  an  English 
historian,  anti-Home  Rule  Mr.  Froude, 

fives  praise  to  Scotland  such  as  a 
cotchman  probably  would  not,  when 
he  coupled  her  name  with  Judea  and 
Greece.  An  attempt  is  made  here  to 
ignore  Scotch  nationality.  We  hear  of 
the  English  Government,  and  the  Minis- 
ter is  not  called  to  order  for  the  ex- 
pression. Why,  only  the  other  day  the 
Secretary  for  War  spoke  of  the  English 
troops  he  was  sending  to  Eg^pt,  the 
Scottish  Borderers.  I  notice  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Kenfrew  has  an  Amend- 
ment to  my  Resolution.  I  saw  a  report  of 
a  speech  made  last  year  to  his  consti- 
tuents ;  and  in  that  speech  he  speaks  of 
Scotch  Members  feeling  insulted  by  the 
way  their  nationality  is  ignored  or 
treated  with  contempt.  I  only  wish  he 
would  call  some  of  his  leaders  to  order 
when  they  so  insult  his  nationality ;  and 
if  he  used  here  strong  language 
similar  to  that  he  used  when  he  ad- 
dressed his  constituents,  then  perhaps 
the  attempts  to  ignore  our  old  na- 
tionality would  stop.  I  for  one  feel  that 
there  is  no  incongruity  in  the  possession 
of  these  strong  national  feelings,  with 
broad  cosmopolitan  sympathies.  The 
main  practical  ground  on  which  I  urge 
this  Motion  is  that  Scotch  business  is 
negleoted.    In  support  of  that  oonten- 


tion  I  may  cite  the  Education  Question. 
Scotland  had  to  wait  until  England  had 
a  national  system  of  education  before 
she  could   get  her  educational   system 
revised,   and    then    it   was  revised  on 
English  lines.     In   adjusting  the  local 
i  burdens  it  is  the  landlord  who  gets  the 
I  advantage.    Another  important  measure 
is  the  Public  Health   and  Police  Bill. 
We  have  confusion,  anarchy,  and  chaos 
in    mingled    jurisdiction    in    Scotland, 
owing  to  the  disgraceful  state  of  our 
Public    Health  I^w,    but    the   House 
has  never  had  time   to  deal  with  this 
subject,     and     so     anarchy    continues. 
There    are    thousands    of    preventible 
deaths  every  year  in  Scotland  in  conse- 
quence of  our  disgraceful  Public  Health 
Act.     The  Scotch  Universities  Bill,  too, 
has  been  brought  in  last  year  for  the 
sixth  time,  but  not  passed.     No  doubt 
hon.  Members  may  say  it  might  have 
been  passed  ;  but  when  ?    Between  the 
stages  of  the  Appropriation  Bill,  and  on 
the  terms  that  all  the  burning  questions 
connected  with  it  should  be  referred  to  a 
Commission  altogether  out  of  harmony 
with  Scotch  feeling  on  the  subject.     Not 
only  has  Scotland  to  complain  of  neglect 
of  her  business  in  that  House,  but  she 
has  also  to  complain  that  Scotch  opinion 
is  overwhelmed  by  uneducated  English 
opinion.      Hon.    Members  vote  at  the 
bidding  of  the  Whips  on  Scotch  questiona 
when  they  know  as  much  of  Scotch  poli- 
tics as  they  do  of  the  politics  of  the  moon. 
Take    another    question   which   stands 
first  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  and  which 
probably    will   not   be   conHidered   this- 
Session,  and  upon  which  we  have  been 
unable  to  get  a  decision  for  tive  years. 
My  hon.  Friend  in  charge  of  the  Liquor 
Traffic  Veto  Bill  attempted  to  get  a  vote 
upon  it,  but  it  was  blocked  by  an  Eng> 
lish  Member.     Probably,  even  if  we  had 
a  discussion,  the  settlement  would  be 
upon  English    lines,  our  views  on  the 
Scotch    Liquor    Question    being    over- 
ridden.    Another  question  is  that  of 
Church   Disestablishment.      Whenever 
this  comes  up,  as  it  does  in  the  form  of 
abstract    Resolution,  we     find     Scotch 
opinion  in  its  favour  represented  by  38^ 
to  18 — such  were  the  figures  last  year, 
but  we  are  overwhelmed  by  the  votea 
of  Engl  bers,  whoT  vote  for  the 
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suffering  prevents  me  doing  justice  to  the 
subject.  But  I  must  say  a  word  on  the 
financial  relations  between  England  and 
Scotland.  Here  we  have  been  treated 
▼ery  badly.  We  cannot  complain  of 
being  taxed  more  per  head  than  English- 
men, because  that  is  due  to  the  high 
tax  on  our  whisky ;  but  on  that 
point,  too,  we  are  unfairly  dealt  with, 
for  while  Scotch  whisky  is  taxed  lOs. 
on  the  alcoholic  gallon,  English  whisky 
is  taxed  2s.  6d.  only.  We  have  not 
the  advantages  Ireland  has,  we  have 
no  camps  and  no  docks  in  Scotland, 
although  we  could  build  ships 
in  half  the  time  and  at  half  the  cost  on 
the  Clyde.  Nor  is  there  any  arsenal, 
although  I  believe  there  is  to  be  one 
established  near  Stirling.  The  sums 
voted  for  local  purposes,  the  sums  paid 
to  officials  are  on  a  lower  scale  than  in 
England,  though  we  are  going  to  have 
some  redress  on  this  point  at  last,  and 
the  Lord  Advocate  is  going  to  devote 
the  money  he  receives  from  the  Probate 
Grant  to  Free  Education  ;  but  if  Scotland 
received  from  the  State  for  local  pur- 
poses as  much  proportionately  as  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  got,  Scotland  could 
give  Free  Education,  and  would  have 
money  to  spare  for  other  purposes.  But 
I  want  the  House  to  look  at  this  ques- 
tion from  a  broader  standpoint. 
Supposing  we  had  no  grievance 
at  all.  supposing  that  instead 
of  being  treated  unfairly,  we 
had  been  treated  on  equitable  terms, 
Tv^hat  is  our  position  ?  It  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  the  House  does  its  work 
very  badly  and  inadequately,  and  that 
something  is  required  to  be  done  to 
enable  Parliament  to  discharge  its  duty 
to  the  whole  country.  Every  year  more 
Tvork  is  thrown  upon  Parliament, 
and  the  probability  is  that  the 
Agg^ogAte  amount  of  the  work  that 
ought  to  be  done  will  go  on  increasing. 
Everybody,  even  old  Tories  on  the  other 
side,  must  admit  that  some  change  is 
necessary.  Then  what  is  the  remedy  to 
•be  ?  It  must,  I  think,  take  the  form  of 
devolution.  The  Government  themselves 
propose  somo  devolution  in  their  Local 
Government  Bill,  referring  Private  Bill 
legislation  inquiries  to  a  local  Commis- 
sion. For  my  own  part  I  think  that  is  a 
l)ad  system,  and  I  do  not  think  it  will 
isave  the  time  of  the  House.  It  is  possi- 
ble even  that  more  time  will  be  occupied, 
for  probably  the  Committee  discussions 
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would  be  resumed  in  this  House  on  the 
Keport  stage  of  Private  Bills.    I  think 
the  only  solution  of  the  present  state  of 
affairs  in  this  House  is  to  have  devolu- 
tion upon  lines  of  nationality,  to  devolve 
on  each  of   the  national  elements  of 
which  this  great  Empire  is  composed, 
its  own  local  or  national  business.    This 
devolution  should  be  two-fold.      First 
legislative.      Give    to    your    National 
Parliaments,oryour  National  Councils-— 
I  do  not  care  what  you  call  them — give 
to  these  bodies,  not  an  indefinite  some- 
thing, but  something  well  defined  by  an 
Act  of  this  House,  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment still  remaining  the  High  Court  of 
Final  Appeal  in  all  matters  concerning 
the   Empire.      But    devolve    on    these 
National  Bodies  the  powers  and  func- 
tions parallel  to  those  you  are  g^ing  to 
devolve  on  County  Bodies,    and    such 
as     you     have     long      devolved      on 
Municipal   bodies  —  powers   to    act  in 
their  own    business   and   with   a   free 
hand.       If      those     bodies       attempt 
to     go     beyond     this,    the     Imperial 
Parliament  can  veto  the   proceedings, 
but,  so  far  as  their  powers  are  conferred, 
they  should  have  a  free  hand.     As  to 
what  these  powers   shall   be,  I   think 
we  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
should  consist    of    the    powers    which 
are  now  possessed  by  the  Scotch  Secre- 
tary, others  that  are  possessed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  others  by  the  Board 
of  Works.     But,  in  addition  to  that,  you 
must  give  executive  responsibilities  to 
these  bodies,  or  you  will  have  this  condi- 
tion of  affairs,  that  the  men  carrying 
out  the   laws   passed  by  these  bodies 
would  be  under  the  control  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament.      Now  I  think,  this 
question  of  the  executive  is  made  a  bug- 
bear in  the  minds  of  some ;  but  I  see  no 
reason  why  it  should  be.     We  do  not 
want  an  elaborate  Executive.     I  think 
the  Scotch  Secretary,  supported  by  the 
Scotch  people,  would  be  sufficient,  and 
the   Lord  Advocate   might    be  left  to 
devote  more  time  to  his  practice  at  the 
Bar.     There  must  be  a  Board  of  Super- 
vision, a  Board  of  Trade  and  Agricul- 
ture, an  Education  Board,  and  heads  of 
these  departments  of  course.     I  think 
this  would  be  sufficient  for  carrying  on 
the  national  work.     This  seems  to  me 
the  only  solution  of  our  present  difficulty 
-^you    should    do  it  on   the  lines  of 
Nationality.    The  Scotch  are  a  separate 
nation;  we  have. our  separate  laws,  our 
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separate  methods  of  jurisprudence  and 
administration,  and  our  special  technical 
language,  which  English  lawyers  can- 
not   understand.     Now,  is  it  not    far 
better    that    our    business   should    be 
transacted  by  a  body  which  has  some 
knowledge  of  these  matters    than  by 
others  who  fiankly  admit  they  have  no 
knowledge  at  all  on  the  subject?    You 
have  passed  special  Bills  for  Ireland, 
and  the  claims  of  Wales  cannot  be  long 
neglected.     The    Welsh     people    will 
make  their  demand  before  long,  and 
you  will  be  no  longer  able  to  settle 
their  affairs  on  English    lines.      This 
question  of  Home  Bule  can  be  settled 
in  one  of  two  ways,  on  the  principle  of 
dualism,  or  by  the  method  of  federalism. 
I   have  no   hesitation  in    saying  that 
dualism  as  a  basis  can  never  be  carried 
through,  and  I  hope  no  attempt  will  be 
made  in  that  direction.     The  only  solu- 
tion is  that  which  Mr.  Butt  proposed 
many  years  ago,  and  it  was  that  pro- 
posal which  conyerted  me  to  his  Home 
Kule  views  in  1874.     I  am  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  solution  of  our  difficulty 
lies  in  the  adoption  of  Mr.  Butt's  lines. 
There  are  several  questions  that  have  to 
be  considered  in  relation  to  this  Home 
Bule  question.     The  country  will  never 
consent  to  Irish  Members  being  driven 
out  of  this  House  as  a  consequence  of 
Irish  Home  Bule,  but  at  the  same  time 
I  do  not  think  the  country  would  submit 
to  Irish  Members,  while  settling  their 
own  National  affairs,  having  a  finger  in 
the  Scotch  and  English  pie.     So  under 
the  circumstances  it  seems  to  me  that 
we  are  logically  bound,  and  I  have  long 
held  this  view  to  have  Home  Bule  au 
round,     and     a     Federal     Parliament 
representing     every     section     of     the 
Empire.      I  know  Home  Bule  in  Scot- 
land is  g^wing  and  will  grow,  though 
many  people  try  to  retard  it,  and  some 
of  our  Scotch  friends  think  that  pushing 
forward  Scotch  Home  Bule  will  retard 
Irish  Home  Bule.     But  I  would  keep 
back  Home  Bule  in  Scotland  for  half  a- 
century  rather  than  put  off  Home  Bule 
in    Ireland    for  a  year.     Ireland    has 
much  more  need  of  it,  she  has  suffered 
more,  and  the  Irish  evil  is  a  national 
evil  to  be  averted.    At  the  same  time, 
with  a  srowing  feeling  in  Scotland,  we 
can  flash  the  movement.     A  great  num- 
ber of  hon.  Members  opposite  will  only 
look    at    the    Irish   Question   through 
their   piejudiees,    but   without  flatter- 


ing Members,  I  think  I  may  say  they 
would  consider  our  claim  from  an  in- 
tellectual standpoint  with  less  prejudice 
and  more  reason.  The  Home  Bule 
feeling  is  growing  strongly  in  Scotland 
as  it  is  in  Wales  and  Ireland,  and  I 
hope  the  time  is  not  far  distant  when 
this  Parliament  will  be  freed  from  the 
discussion  of  such  questions  as  whether 
a  Scotch  Bail  way  Company  should  have 
an  hotel  in  Edinburgh,  or  Belfast  have 
a  system  of  drainage.  Other  great  and 
Imperial  questions  will'then  have  achanoe 
of  discussion.  We  have  an  immense 
responsibility.  We  are  responsible  for 
the  government  of  a  third  of  the  human 
race — three  hundred  millions  of  people 
look  to  the  House  of  Commons  for 
guidance.  I  trust  that  in  the  con- 
sideration of  Home  Bule  propositions 
we  shall  still  preserve  intact  the  great 
Anglo-Saxon  Union  that  has  done  so 
much  for  civilization,  that  has  so  much 
still  to  do. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 

'*  That,  in  the  opioion  of  this  House,  it  is  de- 
sirable that  arrangements  be  made  for  giving* 
to  the  people  of  Scotland,  by  their  representa- 
tives in  a  National  Parliament,  the  management 
and  control  of  Scottish  affairs." — (Dr  Clark,) 

Mr.  HUNTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  second  the  Besolution.  There  is 
no  question  of  a  political  character 
which  has  made  such  extraordinary  and 
rapid  progress  as  this  question  of  Home 
Bule  for  Scotland.  On  August  20, 
1886,  I  think  the  question  of  Home 
Bule  for  Scotland  was  raised  for  the 
first  time,  and  somewhat  casually,  in  the 
debate  on  the  Address;  but  it  is  re- 
ftiarkable  that  since  then  there  has  been 
nothing  of  a  sustained  agitation  in  its 
support  by  public  meetings  or  in  the 
Press.  It  has  been  rather  out  of  sym- 
pathy with  the  general  tone  of  Badioal 
movement,  and  yet  it  has  an  amount  of 
public  opinion  in  its  favour  that  would 
astound  those  who  have  not  had  the 
opportunity  of  ascertaining  this.  Sir, 
having  made  up  my  mind  that  Home 
Bule  for  Scotland  would  be  beneficial  to 
the  country,  I  decided  next  to  explain 
my  views  to  my  constituency  in  Aber* 
deen.  I  had  not  the  remotest  idea  how 
they  would  receive  it,  but  I  discovered 
very  quickly  that  the  constituency  was 
ahead  of  myself,  and  that  the  mass  of 
the  people  had  been  tending  in  the 
direction  of  Home  Bule  to  an  extent 
which  I  should  not  have  thought  pot- 


'dU«.  In^eMl,  I  tM-tittTn  that  va  shall 
. got  ban  10  U«nb*n  rvtttmMl  for  Seot- 
ilaad  >t  lb»  n«xt  Oaaenl  ElMtioti  twl«H 
Asf  ar*  pl«d^  to  Boai«  Ral»  for 
flpDtlaad.  I  do  not  axpact  hon.  Uaai- 
•Wb  oppo«ji«  to  agiM  with  m«  In  that, 
IbacanM  th«  Hf  in  ano  tint  altof^tlitr 
plfit-nn*  to  iham.  But  l«t  me 
•polai  to  th»  fiKt  that  MKne  of 
tti«  arai'^t  iiiU>lliM:l»  in  ^cotlaod 
'M  tho  timi*  nf  ih«  Act  »f  Union  poiatad 
WI  tli«  gr^al  ilBngM*  likelj  to  ariM 
from  lb*  i&rarjKiratioo  with  EDglaad, 
•ad  auw  w«  aro  expenonnng  thwM 
daBMca  and  eriU.  Those  who  hare 
<Madi«d  ih*  history  of  rapTMeotatiire 
fMtitu»ioB»— tJwM  who  have  coaaidvml 
Ika  arila  and  daagcn  iaeideat  to  d«iiK>- 
flntto  goTvmiBmt— moAt,  I  think,  have 
coma  to  lb»  eoDctustan  that  th«  Fed«nl 
fcnn  rf  Union  ta  the  i>o«  whieh  givM  the 
gr«at«at  hope*  of  obtaining  the  objects 
of  reprMentative  iit»titutions  !□  the 
futura,  and  aleo  of  avoiding  the  perils  of 
datnoctatia  govamoioat.  NoUuntr  can 
1m  more  r»mot«  from  the  Uadical  id«a 
aI  piverament  than  the  idea  of 
Ibe  dinnteKrntioD  of  tba  United 
iZtngdom ;  and  to  far  bi«  we  fioui 
'dwtrintc  the  difliote^ratioa  of  the 
ITnited  Kingdom  that  we.  the  friends  of 
Borne  Kula,  look  forvnrd  to  the  day 
whon  KngUnd  heraelf  shill  be  merged 
a  a  highor  unity,  and  nhen,  although 
lv»  mav  not  live  to  see  it.  there  will 
itt  eali^1i«lied  that  which  would  be  the 
Mmteet  blessing  to  the  vorld — namely, 
mm  United  Pistes  of  Europe.  That  is 
|b»  dtr«Cti<in  of  our  ideas  and  anpjra- 
i.  Bur,  Sir,  the  point  of  view  from 
th'8i>otchmeo  look  at  the  question  of 
Bule  is  that  which  has  been 
hf  tlie  Uover  of  this  Resolution. 
iJBDOtM  much  one  of  natiooat  senti- 
hi  no*  (»«roly  a  gratification  of 
Et  ia  a  conviction  which  is 
jm  in  apom  Seutehmen  more 
iWtrv  day  that  the  hnsineea  of 
(oatd  b«  belter  managed  in 
iHikoA.  and  thobnainowoftheKmpire 
^^Wbattar  oaiugnd  in  Loodon,  tf 
^M  «M«  tvparata  Parliaments  for 
^  n«  «Matria«.  It  ia  for  the 
^l^s  aOMifaxMA  o'  Sootcb  hnsi- 
^^  Ml  at  tha  ba»oes8  of  tb« 
^  .  .-, — , —  i^g,  ,g  advocate 
at  a  Legislative 
Now,  Sir,  th« 
■f  liw  prodi- 


dtniog  th«  pr««*nt  rentiuy  in  tha  ■»* 
of  thia  Imparial  Pkrliament.  AuyiM  . 
wbn  takna  a  pl&ace  at  the  Statat«  Bonk  < 
■ad  marka  th*  progress  uf  If^talaliia  ■ 
h«fote  iba  yau  I  s32.  betweoi  1  sSS  mI 
IMT.  and  from  1 867  to  tlia  praavat  tin^ 

can  fail  tn  ubserva  the  eaormoua  j la. 

not  odIv  in  tha  volume  of  Isoislati^ 
but  ill  the  divBTsitv  of  tlMatibjOftlsdeA 
with,  and  in  the'  importaoca  of  ^ 
flabj«ct».  In  fact,  the  work  of  tho  Im- 
Mrial  Parliameat  of  the  prosonl  cantiuj 
has  iocrea:>«d  sev«nvl  fold,  and  ts  addiliia 
during  the  same  period  tber»  baa  hMl 
as  eaonumu  incrwMa  io  tb«  Bii^ 
Bmptre — 1  isniMt  aay  fay  haw  bwQ 
Ihouaand  aqoarv  mflaai,  but  anjoitoo  afae 
ooapares  the  map  of  the  Etnpo*  ii 
lltOI  with  one  for  tho  pr^wnl  jw 
would  ha  startled  to  Bud  what  a  stMij 
and  contioaous  and  prodi^ous  iiicrMM 
of  area  there  ha«  been — an  invrasM 
which  devolves  upon  this  Bnue«  iaij^ 
additions  to  its  proe^nt  responaibilttiA 
In  ]So8  there  was  added  the  enoraunu 
territury  and  population  uf  India-  I 
eannot  say  that  the  House  wall  4i>- 
char^^es  its  duties  aod  respooaibilitin  ia 
respect  of  India ;  but  c«rtainly  tlwM 
responsibilities  add  to  the  labour  of  tlui 
House.  But  thel  is  not  all.  Ia  iht 
work  of  administration,  the  intfodtMioa 
of  the  household  suffra^^  baa  «w 
pletely  revolutioniied  the  coodilioa  (I 
QovMomeot  in  forruer  days ;  and  ndwi 
in)iDp)<red  with  -10  or  50  years  ago.  tbOf 
is  an  enoruxons  increase  in  the  demaa^ 
of  coustituenries  upon  Members,  with  a 
corresponding  demand  by  Uemben  aa 
the  time  of  this  House.  Now.  Sir,  M 
us  look  for  one  moment  at  the  worit 
which  has  to  be  done  in  a  aomewhal 
similar  Assembly— I  mean  the  Congrvat 
uf  the  United  Slam  of  Ameriea. 
That  Congress  has  liltle  idle  time  <M 
its  hands ;  and  yet  it  has  been  rsliertd 
of  aU  that  kind  of  work  which  it 
ia  now  proposed  that  the  Uouse  ot 
CooimoQs  should  be  relieved  from  by 
the  ealablistiment  of  Home  Rule  aaj 
the  creation  of  Legislative  ABseiobliea  ia 
England,  Scotlaod,  and  Ireland.  K«- 
member,  also,  the  Fureign  and  Colonial 
questions  which  this  Bouxe  has  to  deal 
with  from  time  to  time,  and  that  vast 
amount  (if  work  ia  outside  the  acopa  of 
tho  Congress  of  America.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  details  of  administrattoa, 
there  ia  no  compariBon  between  the 
American  Congress  aod   this  Houae  ao 
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far  as  regards  the  minute  sapervision  of 
-the  duties  of  Government  Departments. 
Again,  while  we  have  unlimited  powers 
•of  legislation y  the  Congress  is  limited 
'within  certain  bounds  as  to  the  nature 
-of  the   legislation  it    maj   undertake. 
Tet,  although  Congress  is  relieved  of 
much  of  the   work   which  devolves  on 
tthis  House,  it  finds,  with  all  its  clever- 
ness, that  it  has  as  much  work  to  do  as 
any    Legislative  Assembly   can    fairly 
undertake.     Now,   Sir,    why  is  it  that 
Scotch  business  is  so  badly  attended  to 
in  the  House  of  Commons  ?    It  is  that 
the  majority  of  the  Members  of  that 
House  have  a   want  of  knowledge  of 
.Scotch  affairs,   and,  naturally  enough, 
•do  not  take  an  interest  in  them.  When 
a   Scotch  question  is  under  discussion 
the  EInglish  Members  leave  the  House 
'to  seek  more  interesting  places  of  re- 
treat, and  when  the  division  bell  rings 
tl^y  come  in,  and  without  having  heard 
fL  word  of  the  debate,  and  often  without 
knowing  what  is  the  question  on  which 
they    are   going  to    vote,    they    over- 
rule the  Scotch  Members.     When  I  first 
entered  the  House  I  understood  that  an 
.arrangement  existed  by  which,  as  re- 
garded Scotch  measures,  fkiglish  Mem- 
bers practically  left  us  to  manage  our 
own  affairs,  so  that  we  had  virtually, 
though  not  formally,  the  substance  of 
Home  Rule ;  but  before  I  had  been  here 
long  my  experience   disabused  me    of 
that    delusion.     The    superstition    was 
•cleared  away  after  a  few  months  ex- 
perience.    Certainly  since  1886  the  re- 
verse has  been  the  case.     The  Crofters 
Act  of  18h6,  which  was  brought  in  by  a 
Liberal  Government,  was  cut  down  so 
•as  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
English   prejudice.      This,    be    it    re- 
.membered,    was    a     measure    brought 
in    by    a    Liberal     Government.     Still 
it  was  not  a  measure  up  to  the  standard 
of    Scotch    opinion,     and    it   was    cut 
down ;    and    although    the  right  hon.  | 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian   has  always 
found    that    the    Scotch    Liberals    are 
among  his  most  loyal   supporters,    we, 
nevertheless,  time  after  time  found  that 
we  had  a  majority  againsc  us  in   the 
Lobby  on  questions  raised  in  Committee 
— time  after  time  the  Scotch  Members 
were  in  one  Lobby,  and  the  majority  of 
the    House    in    another.      Since    then 
another  Government  has  come  in,  and 
these  occasions,  which  were  rare  under 
-a  Liberal  Government,  are  now  of  fre- 


quent    occurrence — indeed,    they    are 
almost  uniform.     I  have    taken    some 
pains  to  examine  the  votes  of  Members 
of  this  House,  and  it  is  remarkable  how 
rarely  it  happens  that  the  majority  of 
the  Scotch  Members  are  .found  in  the 
same    Lobby    as  the  majority  of  the 
Members  of  this  House.     We  had  in- 
stances only  in  the  month  of  December 
last.     There  was  a  question  raised  as  to 
whether    the    Secretary    for    Scotland 
should  be  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons.     On  that  question  37  Scotch 
Members  voted  against  the  Government, 
and  15  with  it.     A  few  days  later  there 
was   a    debate  on    another   subject  of 
great  interest  to  Scotland — and  that  was 
with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  certain 
Crown     officials.      On     that     occasion 
there  were  28  Scotch  Members  on  one 
side    and    11   on    the    other.      In  the 
Division  on  the  Voteon  Account  of  Scotch 
Prisons  there  were  33  on  one  side  and 
nine  on  the  other ;  and  in  all  these  cases, 
without  exception,  Scotch  opinion  was 
overruled    by    the    obedient    majority 
which    the  Whips  are    able  to  bring 
into    the    Lobby     when    they   desire. 
There     can     be     no     question    that 
the    separation     of   Scotch     Executive 
work  from  English  Executive  work  has 
led  to  some  very  good  results ;  but  the 
value  of  the  office  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  is  very  much  impaired  by  the 
fact  that  the  holder  of  the  office  does 
not  sit  in  the  House  of  Commons.     An 
overwhelming  majority  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers have  declared  in  favour  of  his  hav- 
ing   a  seat   in    this    House,   and  the 
Government  can  find  but  few  Members, 
to  express  a  contrary  opinion.     If  it 
had    been    an    English    question    th 
Government  would  have  been  bound  to 
act  on  the  opinion  of  English  Members 
but    they  set  aside  and  despised  the 
views  of  the  Scotch  majority.     I  thank 
the    GoveruuiOnt  for    the    concessions 
which  they  made  last  night,  and  I  be- 
lieve they  will  thereby  gain  credit  and 
popularity,  for  allowing  the  appropria- 
tion   of     the     Pi'obate    Duty    to    the 
abolition  of  School  Fees.     But  we  must 
bear  in  mind  that  55  out  of  72  Scotch 
Members  were  pledged  to  support  this 
appropriation,   and  if  the  Government 
had  refused  it  and  challenged  a  division, 
I  do  not  believe  they  would  have  be* 
supported  in  the  Lobby  by  five 
Members.     I  do  noc  propose  to  j 

the  House  with  any  details  of  our  n 


Mdndmattnikm  of  Seoc^Aad — if 
jodg^  from   tte    ezpme*w    oi 
fkMUt^''«0nli  be    tmair 


mjf  <tt  f<wir  dmj%  a  veek.  Tbcreioir«« 
w*  tbouid  have  a  gmt  impirweMiMr  im 
U»#  p4>r*^nmsl  of  r«pr«t<eDtadTea  of  Seo(- 
laa4,  at»4  I  btthibwe  we  thould  cmAj 
MMXtl^  find  OMrtBben  to  repccaMt  Scot- 
iMtdf  br/t  r/ol«r  in  the  Imperial  Pazlia- 
MMPOt  but  in  tL»  Heoctith  Ajeemblj,  and 
ift  tbe  eaM  #/f  Uie  latter  bodj  jon  would 
^/fiA^  lf«t//  pfiblie  life  a  valiiable  elaas 
f4  tumt  mho  bare  aa  intimate  knowledge 
4tt  tbe  warit^i  id  tbe  eoantry.  And,  now 
tm  Uf  tbe  altematire  ftir  Home  Bole. 
Tbere  ban  UMm  witoe«ied  during  the 
la«»t  few  yearn  a  i^^/ntinuoue  diminution 
of  tbe  If  beriiee  of  Members  and  of  Pat- 
UafiMrfit  iUMflf,  There  wae  a  time  when 
ilie  wnfA  itUmurt$  wan  beard  with  horror 
M#mberii  of  tbfn  Jlouee^  sow,  like 

iff.  Uuniif 


fnopie^if  SMCami  earamiCky  awued.  it 
wMdi  W  fiMacbud  :»  teone  a  ickwn  oT 
HooM  Baie  «^«al  for  all  <Q«r 
9i  ^e  Uaiscii   Kixgdm  while 
tainfag  afcuotoe  ifee  aweieicari  el  Far- 


Bt  a  pcii«tT  hMwml 
deaf  Pirliim^Mt »  rallT  eomeiga.  aad 
80  a  TcvT  large  devolatMa  af  poweta- 
eovld  aafelj  be  made,  while  Xh^  beat 
diTEBon  for  such  demlmtkMi  will  be 
found  in  following  natioBal  liaea.  I 
betiere  that  Home  Bale  woold  work 
more  tmoothlj  in  Seotlaad  with  her 
pecaEar  and  independent  sjstem, 
and  laws  and  institntians  than  in 
either  England  or  Ireland.  Although 
we  do  not  ezpeet  a  minority  of 
the  House  on  this  Motion,  we  hare 
nerertheless  opened  up  a  question  of 
great  interest  to  the  mass  of  the  people^ 
and  one  which  at  no  distant  day 
will  be  ripe  for   treatment  by  ~ 
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ment.     I  beg»  therefore,  to  second  the 
MotioD. 

♦Mb.  8HAW  STBWAET  (Eenfrew) : 
8ir,  as  to  the  Motion  brought  forward 
by  the    hon.   Member  for    Caithness, 
there  can,  I  think,  at  any  rate  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  be  only  one  feeling, 
that  of  satisfaction  at  having  an  oppor- 
tunity of  hearing  his  proposal  discussed, 
and  of  ascertaining  how  much  or  little 
merit   there   is   in  it.     I   confess   that 
hitherto  I  have  regarded  the  question  of 
Home  Rule  for  l£K>tland  as  somewhat 
hazy  and  mysterious,  and  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  Members  for  Caithness  and 
Aberdeen  have  not  done  much  to  dispel 
that   haze    and     mystery.      The    hon. 
Member  who  seconded  confessed  there 
was  no  sign  of  a  desire  on  the  platform 
or  in  the  Press  for  Home  Rule,  but  he 
said  there  was  an  astounding  desire  for 
it  in  Aberdeen.     The  hon.  Member  who 
suba«itted  this  Motion  disclaimed    any 
intention  of  bringing  about  a  repeal  of 
the  Union  between  England  and  Scot- 
land ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  is 
sincere  in  that,  but  it  is  somewhat  re- 
markable that  his  arguments  to-night 
were  exactly  the  arguments  used  when 
there    was    a    proposal  for  separation 
brought  forward  in  the  Scottish  Parlia- 
ment in  1703.     During  the  debate  on 
the  Act  of  Security,  which  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers well  know  was  practically  an  act  of 
separation,   the  arguments  were  that  the 
interests  of  Scotland  •  were    uniformly 
sacrificed,  and  that  if  the  Scottish  Parlia- 
ment   was  neither  obstructed    nor    in- 
terrupted by  the  English  Council,  the 
grievances  of  the  NatioQ  would  be  re- 
dressed by  the  execution  of  its  own  laws. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  distinctly 
said    that    he  would  utterly  decline  to 
discuss  any  details  of  the  measure  of 
Home  Rule  for  Scotland,  and  he  then 
went  on  to  say  that  it  was  difficult  to  get 
good  candidates  for  Parliament  at  the 
present  time.     Sir,  it  is  quite  possible 
that   intelligent  Scotchmen  are  not  so 
easily  found  to  adopt  the  principles  of 
hon.  Members  who  sit  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  and  that  th^y  may  be 
obliged  to  come  to  seek  for  candidates 
among  English  gentlemen  about  whom 
the  Mover  of  the  Motion  said  something 
not  verycomplimentanrin  respect  of  th< 
want  of  education.      I  do  not  think,  i 
the  Unionist  side  of  politics,  it  is  <         i 
cult  to  find  intelligent  Scotchmen  wi 
are  willing  to  oome  forward  in  sap 


of  the  Union.     But  if  it  is  difficult  to 
g^t  Scotchmen  to  come  forward  to  repre- 
sent constituencies  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment, how  will  they  find  it  easier  to  get 
candidates  to  come  forward  to  represent 
them  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  which 
they  still  wish  to  retain  in  the  future  ? 
The  Mover  of  the  Motion  alluded  to 
the  Liquor    Question  as  one  of  those 
questions    on    which    they    were   con- 
tinually  over- ruled    by    the    action  of 
English  Members.    But  what  happened 
last  year  with  regard  to  this  very  ques- 
tion of  the   Liquor   Bill  ?    There  was 
ample    opportunity    for    discussion    of 
that    measure,    but    for    some   reason 
best  known  to   themselves  hon.   Mem- 
bers opposite  chose  to  pass  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  without  auy  dis- 
cussion  whatever.    The  hon.   Member 
also  alluded  to  financial  questions,  and  1 
he  argued  that  they   would  be  treated 
with  grater  dispatch  and  more  effective- 
ness   in    a    Parliament   in  Edinburgh, 
than  here.      But  surely  if  a  Parliament  • 
in  Edinburgh  is  not  to  deal  with  Im- 
perial matters,  I  fail  to  see  how  they 
can  deal  with  finances  which  certainly 
are  matters  of  Imperial  interest,  both  to 
this  country  and  to  the   whole  of  the 
United    Kingdom   and  Ireland.     Then 
the  hon.  Member  made  the  astounding 
assertions  that  the  Bill  brought  in  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate 
in  respect   to    Private  Bill    legislation 
would  add  to  the  work  which  this  House 
would  have   to  do.     He   brought  for- 
ward very  little  in  support  of  that  asser- 
tion, and  I  still  think  that  hon.  Members 
must  be  of  opinion  that  if  some  of  the 
work  in  connection  with  Private  Bills  is 
taken  out  of  this  House  its  labours  must 
of  necessity  be  lightened.  The  proposals 
of  the  hon.  Member  have  not  been  put 
before  us  in  any  detail,  but  he  proposes 
to  set  up  a  Parliament  in  Edinburgh. 
Dk.    CLARK :   I   never    made    any 
such  proposal.     I  never  mentioned  the 
word  Edinburgh. 

♦Mb.  SHAW-STEWART :  I  apologize 
to  the  hon.  Member,  but  at  any  rate 
he  must  mean  that  a  Parliament  is  to 
be  instituted  somewhere  in  Scotland — I 
think  it  ^i^ffb^  tn  \%e  Ola  »w  if  i 
wl       ..     1 
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Union  it  is  proposed  that  this  great 
change  shoula  be  made — that  instead  of 
having  one  engine  for  making  the  laws 
of  the  Kingdom  we  are  to  have  two,  and 
that  henceforth  laws  are  to  be  passed 
not  by  the  Imperial  Parliament,  but 
by  <lifferent  local  Legislatures.  Well, 
Sir,  I  presume  my  right  hon.  Friend 
contemplates  that  this  Legislature  shall 
be  elected  OD  a  very  democratic  franchise. 
Does  he  imagine  that  in  that  case  it  will 
be  possible  to  keep  separate  from  it  all 
sorts  of  executive  authority  and  power  ? 
You  must,  if  you  have  a  legislative  body 
at  all  of  that  kind,  give  it  control  over 
some  portion,  at  all  events,  of  the  execu- 
tive functions  of  Government.  I  put  this 
forward  to  show  that,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh is  willing  to  grant  a  legislative 
body  for  Scotland,  he  cannot  expect  it 
to  stop  short  of  acquiring  some  executive 
authority.  Well,  Sir,  I  think  I  have 
pointed  out  already  that  this  demand  is 
a  somewhat  peculiar  one.  I  have  said 
that  it  is  a  demand  for  the  repeal  of 
the  Union.  I  do  not  think  anyone 
will  deny  that.  Article  3  of  the  Treaty 
of  Union  of  1707  runs  as  follows : — 

<<  That  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
shall  be  represented  by  one  and  the  same 
Parliament,  to  be  styled  *The  Parliament  of 
Great  Britain.' " 

Whether  hon.  Gentlemen  who  bring 
forward  this  Motion  are  Unionists  in 
heart  or  not  I  do  not  know,  but  I 
say  that  they  are  in  terms  proposing 
to  repeal  the  principal  section  of  the 
Treaty  of  Union.  The  Act  of  Union 
has  been  and  can  be  amended,  but  to 
attempt  to  destroy  the  good  work  of 
those  statesmen  who  passed  the  Act, 
which  has  been  so  beneficial  to  Scotland 
as  well  as  to  England,  upon  the  case 
shown  to  us  by  hon.  Members  is  to  make 
the  House  of  Commons  ridiculous.  Why, 
after  all,  is  this  demand  made  ?  What 
are  the  reasons  for  it  ?  One  of  the 
reasons  advanced  is  the  delay  which 
exists  in  the  passing  of  Scottish  business 
in  this  House,  and  specdal  reference  is 
made  to  the  Scottish  Universities  Bill. 
I  read  what  was  said  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Mover  of  the  Besolution  the  other 
day  in  Edinburgh  —  that  the  Scotch 
Universities  Bill  had  not  become  law 
because,  forsooth.  Parliament  was  full  of 
English  Members  who  did  not  take  an 
interest  in  the  matter.  Do  you  not  know 
why  the  Scotch  Universities  Bill  did  not 
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pass?    Do  you  not  know  that  it  wu' 
because  it  was  opposed  by  those  very 
Soottth    Members   who   bring    forward 
and  support  this  Resolution,   some  o£ 
whom   actually    went    down  to   £din' 
burgh  and  there  declared   that  it  was 
the  fault   of    the    English    MembetB? 
Another  ground   which  has  been   ad* 
vanced  is,  that  the   Scottish  Members- 
are  outvoted  in  the  Lobbies.     Well,  F 
am  very  glad  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
saying  a  word  on  that  point  to  Scotcb 
Members.    The  same  thing  never  oooorst 
I  suppose,  to  other  nationalities !     Are- 
the  fkiglish,  the  Irish,  or  Welsh  Mem- 
bers   never  outvoted?    Has    it    never 
happened  that  the  Government  of  the 
day  are  solely  dependent  on  a  majority 
composed  largely  of  Scotch  and   IriaL 
Members  ?    And  does  not  the  character 
of   the    laws    passed    mainly    depend- 
on  the  Party  to  which  the  Government- 
belong  ?    If  you  have  a  Union  at  all 
there  must  be  some  outvoting,  and,  I 
think,  perhaps  one  great  object  of  the- 
House  of  Commons  is  to  discover  and 
outvote    minorities.     I    do    not    know 
whether  the  Member  for  Carlisle  waa- 
present,  but  no  more  striking  case  can* 
be  found  than  that  in  connection  with 
the  prohibitory  measures  in  the  Liquor 
Laws.    We   had    Sunday    Closing    in 
Scotland  under   the   Forbes- Mackenzie 
Act  30  years  ago,  and  we  had  it  not 
because  it  was   thought  right  by  the 
English,  Irish,   and   Welsh   Members^ 
but  because  it  was  thought  right  by  the 
Scotch    Members.     That  was  done  in 
deference    to    Scotch    opinion.     But  X 
would  point  out  what  occurred  a  few 
weeks    ago.     There    was    an    English 
Sunday  Closing  Bill.     It  did  not  deal 
with  Ireland,  Wales,  or  Scotland,   but 
were  the  English  Members  allowed  to 
decide  it  by  a  majority?    I  will  give 
the  figures,  which  are,  I  think;  a  little 
striking.     For  the  Bill  there  were  179 
votes,  and  against  it  1 57,  or  a  majority 
of  2i  for  the  Bill.     But  deducting  the 
Scotch,  Irish,  and  Welsh  votes,  whiok 
numbered  77,  I  find  that  102  English 
Members  voted  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
while  deducting  the   13  Scotch,  Welsh, 
and  Irish  votes  on  the  other  side  there 
were    144     against    the    Bill,    or    io 
the    result  a  majority  of   42  English 
Members  against  the  Second  Beading  of 
a  purely  English  Bill  which,  howeverr 
was  carried,  as  it   was  quite  right  it 
should  be,  by  a  majority  of  Membera 
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^f  the  United  Kingdom.  Now,  that 
is  worth  consideration,  for  it  shows 
that  English  Members  are  outvoted  on 
occasion  by  the  Scotch  and  Irish  votes. 
It  is  right  that  it  should  be  so.  I  am 
standing  up  for  the  Union,  and  for  our 
right  to  take  part  in  the  work  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  have  no  wish  to  exclude  any 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  from  taking 
part  in  Scotch  business.  Well,  Sir,  we 
are  given  as  another  reason  that  Par- 
liament cannot  find  time  for  Scotch 
business.  I  say  that  that  is  not  an 
argument  which  Scotch  Members  should 
admit.  I  would  point  out  to  the  Scotch 
Members  that  the  grievance  of  which 
they  complain  is  equally  applicable  to 
other  portions  of  the  Kingdom.  The 
way  in  which  the  time  of  this  House  is 
wasted  astonishes  everyone.  I  may  re- 
^er  to  yesterday  by  way  of  illustration, 
when  some  hours  were  spent  in  a  debate 
on  the  hiring  of  oil  lamps  for  the  use  of 
Members  —  a  matter  which,  if  raised 
in  a  club,  would  have  been  settled  by 
some  small  committee.  The  right  way 
-to  deal  with  the  House  is  to  try  to 
keep  it  to  its  proper  business,  to  try 
and  prevent  the  waste  of  time,  not  to 
admit  that  there  was  no  time  to  attend 
ix>  leeislation  for  Scotland,  on  questions 
which  are  perhaps  of  enormous  import- 
ance to  the  Scottish  people.  I  have 
always  maintained  that  equality  can  only 
be  obtained  through  the  Union.  We 
have  had  experience  of  various  sorts 
of  government  in  Scotland.  Scotland 
was  originally  a  separate  nation,  not 
^nly  in  our  own  eyes,  but  in  the  eyes 
of  the  world.  Afterwards  the  Crowns 
were  united,  but  we  retained  our  sepa- 
rate Legislature,  and  I  must  say 
that  was  the  time  Scotland  showed 
at  its  worst.  We  had  less  sense  of 
national  dignity,  we  had  no  actual 
separate  existence,  and  we  had  not  that 
equality  which  we  afterwards  got  from 
-the  Union.  As  Burton,  the  latest  and 
one  of  the  best  historians  of  the  Scottish 
Union  said — 

'*  The  great  security  for  Scotland  consiited  in 
that  community  of  interest  which  divided  the 
Scottish  into  the  same  political  divisions  with 
^e  EngU^  representatives,  and  made  Memb^s 
vote  as  Whig  and  Tory  and  not  as  Scotch  and 
Englishmen. ' 

Neither  the  Mover  nor  the  Seconder 
have  pointed  out  in  what  way  a  Scottish 
Parliament  is  to  legislate  better  than 
Ihis   Parliament?      Can     they     show 


that  it  would  be  more  wise,  more  just 
than  the  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom?  But  they  do  not  and 
they  cannot  show  what  is  more  import- 
ant still — that  the  Scottish  Parliament 
would  be  as  powerful,  or  nearly  as 
powerful,  as  the  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  It  might  be  wise 
and  just,  but  it  must  have  power  at 
the  back  of  it,  and  to  suppose  that  a 
Parliament  sitting  in  Edinburgh  would 
have  the  same  strength  at  the  back  of 
its  decisions  as  attaches  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament  in  which  sit  Members  coming 
from  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
Kingdom  is  a  proposition  which  cannot  be 
maintained.  No  wonder,  then,  that 
hon.  Members  did  not  try  to  sustain  it. 
Again,  if  you  have  different  Executive 
Gk)vemments  and  separate  Parliaments 
you  will  probably  have  different.political 
Parties  prevailing  in  the  two  countries, 
and  you  must  expect  that  the  legislation 
of  each  will  tend  to  diverge,  and  that 
the  legislation  fostered  and  promoted  by 
one  Party  in  Scotland  will  necessarily 
tend  more  and  more  to  differ  from 
legislation  promoted  and  fostered  by  a 
Government  belonging  to  another  Party 
in  England.  And  when  you  once  start 
a  system  which  produces  this  divergence 
it  becomes  a  very  serious  business. 
Looking  at  the  question  from  the 
Scottish  point  of  view,  I  think  the  utter 
fallacy  of  these  Home  Kule  proposals 
lies  in  the  suggestion  that  Scotchmen 
ought  to  have  no  influence  over  English 
legislation,  and,  in  short,  that  it  does 
not  matter  to  Scotchmen  how  England 
is  governed,  or  what  legislation  is 
passed  for  that  large  portion  of  our 
island.  Are  the  people  on  the  Borders 
to  be  told  that  it  does  not  matter  to 
them  what  kind  of  legislation  is  in 
force  between  the  Cheviots  and  Land's 
End  ?  I  say  that  is  an  absurd  proposition. 
Local  considerations  are  not  everything, 
and  Scotchmen  live  under  a  Union  to 
which  they  mean  to  stick.  They  are 
determined  to  assert  themselves  not 
only  as  Scotchmen,  but  as  citizens  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  The  whole  ] 
posal  is,  in  fact,  based  upon 
fallacy ;  and  we  will  not  consent 
told  that  English  m^^t  are 
local  interest,  for  ]  ^isi^'^  i 
three- fourths  of  Cm 
Scotchmen  are  ud 
We  have  r 
i^cestors,  wuu  j 
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itssembly,  and  there  is  no  necessity  for 
making  any  complaint  that  the  nation- 
ality of  Scotland  has  been  insulted,  be- 
cause our  national  spirit  has  always 
"^been  able  to  take  care  of  itself.  My 
hon.  Friend  below  me  asked  that  the 
Liberal  Members  should  speak  out  on 
this  question,  and  I  say  I  do  not  think 
that  is  an  unfair  challenge.  The  con- 
stituencies of  the  country  are  now  estab- 
lished on  a  very  democratic  basis,  and  I 
have  never  disguised  from  myself  that 
occasions  might  arise  from  time  to  time 
in  which  there  would  be  a  temptation 
for  Liberal  Members  to  take  up  and 
follow  a  popular  cry,  when  it  would 
rather  be  their  duty  to  point 
•  out  the  difficulties  that  lie  in 
the  course  that  is  suggested  for 
the  moment.  I  consider  that  this  is 
.  an  occasion  of  that  kind.  My  own  con- 
stituents have  never  urged  mo  upon 
this  point;  but  I  am  well  aware  that  if 
'.  I  were  to  vote  to-night  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  National  Parliament  in 
Scotland,  I  should  go  down  to  them 
with  no  fear  of  incurring  any  reprobation 
for  my  vote.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
not  unlikely  that  in  one  quarter  or  another 
I  may  meet  with  some  criticism  for 
stating  my  objections  to  the  proposal  in 
the  extreme  form  in  which  it  is  made. 
But  now  that  the  drag  has  been  taken 
off  the  Liberal  Party  by  the  withdrawal 
from  its  ranks  of  the  Party  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Koxburgh  (Mr.  A. 
Elliot)  belongs,  it  is  all  the  more  in- 
cumbent upon  the  Members  of  the 
Liberal  Party  to  discuss  with  extreme 
frankness  the  difficulties  that  attend  any 
course  which  for  the  moment  may 
be  favoured  by  a  popular  cry.  I 
think  we  must  sooner  or  later  come 
to  an  arrangement  for  the  transac- 
tion of  Scotch  business — it  may  be  as 
little  as  a  Grand  Committee  of  Scotch 
Members,  or  as  great  as  an  assembly 
for  business  purposes  in  Scotland  itself 
— but  there  are  some  special  difficulties 
attaching  to  the  proposal  before  the 
House.  I  should  like  to  ask  my  hon. 
Priend  (Dr.  Clark)  whether  he  pro- 
j)oses  that  if  a  National  Parliament 
be  established  in  Scotland  the  Scotch 
Members  are  to  sit  in  this  House  or 
not?  I  suppose  my  hon.  Friend  does 
mean  Scotch  Members  to  sit  here. 
If  so,  is  this  House  to  continue  to  tran- 
sact  the  business  not  only  of  the  whole 
JSmpire,  but  of  England  also  ?    I  take 

Mr.  Donald  Crawford 


leave  to  say  that  if  Scotch  Members  are 
only  to  be  introduced  into  this  Assembly 
for  the  transaction  of  exclusively  Imperial 
business,  they  will  be  plaiced  in  a 
position  of  inferiority.  I  have  never 
disguised  from  myself  or  from  my  con- 
stituents that  the  important  ana  just 
demand  which  Ireland  makes  implies 
some  sacrifice,  as  well  as  some  advan- 
tage, to  this  country.  In  return  for  the 
autonomy  which  it  is  proposed  that  Ire- 
land is  to  receive,  she  gives  up  something, 
and  it  is  her  interest  to  give  up  some- 
thing with  such  a  history  as  she  has. 
But  she  would  not,  in  my  opinion,  have 
the  same  influence  in  the  Councils  of  the 
Empire  as  she  has  on  paper  at  this 
moment.  On  paper  she  gives  up  some- 
thing, but  in  reality  she  gives  up 
nothing,  because  her  Bepresentatives 
have  been  treated  as  pariahs,  and  no 
attention  has  been  given  to  their  voices. 
That  is  not  the  case  with  regard  to  the 
Scotch  Members,  who  have  exercised  a 
just  and  fair  influence  in  the  delibera- 
tions of  this  Assembly.  They  and  their 
country  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  placed 
in  a  position  of  inferiority  if  they  were 
to  be  elected  to  this  Assembly  for  the 
special  purpose  of  deliberating  and 
voting  on  Imperial  questions.  If  you 
say  that  this  objection  is  a  just  one,  and 
that  you  will  have  a  separate  Parlia- 
ment for  English  affairs,  my  answer  is 
that  that  is  a  very  large  proposition. 
We,  as  Scotch  Members,  have  no 
right  to  assume  that  England  will  con- 
sent to  it.  If  a  general  system  of  devolu- 
tion— and  I  think  that  something 
of  the  kind  may  very  likely  have 
to  be  adopted — were  carried  out,  and 
England  were  divided  into  North  and 
South    England,     that    would     be     a 

?uestion  of  an  entirely  different  kind, 
also  quite  recognize  the  possibility  of 
a  larger  Imperial  federal  scheme  one 
day  coming  into  the  horizon  of 
politics,  but  that  is  a  distant 
thing,  and  I  would  warn  my 
friends  in  Scotland  that  the  very 
great  inequality  in  size  between  the  two 
countries  would  make  the  federal  bond 
one  that  they  ought  to  look  at  with  con- 
siderable jealousy.  England  is  seven 
or  eight  times  as  large  as  Scotland,  and 
London  is,  under  conditions  which  we 
cannot  alter,  not  only  the  political  but 
the  commercial  capital  of  the  country. 
The  bounds  of  Scotland  are  too  narrow 
for  Scotchmen.     She  sends  thousands  of 
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lier  Bons  into  all  parts  of  England, 
and  I  should  like  very  narrowly  to 
inquire  into  the  conditions  of  any 
federal  bond  between  the  two  countries, 
for  fear  that  Scotland  would  suffer 
by  the  arrangement.  It  is  certainly 
in  DO  hostile  spirit  to  the  power- 
ful and  growing  feeling  that  the  con- 
duct of  l^otch  business  in  this  House 
lias  fostered  and  reared  aud  brought  to 
a  vigorous  height  within  a  short  time  a 
moyement  in  favour  of  a  more  direct 
and  practical  manner  of  doing  our  own 
public  business — it  is  in  no  hostile 
spirit  that  I  have  ventured  to  point 
:0ut  what  appears  to  me  the  insuperable 
dif&culties  against  accepting  the  Motion 
in  the  form  in  which  it  has  been  pre- 
sented, bearing  in  mind  in  particular 
-that  in  proposing  a  National  Parlia- 
ment for  Scotland  my  hon.  Friend  has 
proposed  something  which  no  one  yet 
has  ever  proposed  even  for  Ireland. 

*Mb.    cuninghame    graham 

^Lanark,  North -West) :  I  wish  in  a  very 
few  words  to  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness,  but  I  wish 
to  do  it  on  vastly  different  gprounds  and 
reasons  from  any  of  those  which  have 
been  urged  by  hon.  Members  who  have 
spoken  to-night.  I  do  not  wish  to  sup- 
port this  proposal  specially  on  national 
grounds.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  an 
observation  that  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  when  he  said  that 
though  there  is  a  great  and  growing 
-feeling  in  favour  of  Home  Hule  in  Scot- 
land it  runs  on  other  lines  than  those  of 
the  Radical  programme.  I  do  not 
wonder  at  that,  because,  personally,  I 
never  could  find  out  what  were  the  lines 
of  the  Radical  progpramme.  I  believe. 
Sir,  that  there  is  a  great  and  growing 
demand  for  Home  Rule  in  Scotland,  but 
it  comes,  in  my  opinion,  from  no  senti- 
mental grounds  whatever,  but  from  the 
extreme  misery  of  a  certain  section  of 
the  Scottish  population,  and  they  wish 
to  have  their  own  Members  under  their 
«wn  hands,  in  order  to  extort  legislation 
from  them  suitable  to  relieve  that 
misery.    ^That  may  seem   an  extreme 

froposition  to  state  in  this  House, 
[on.  Members  from  Scotland  are  often 
fond  of  representing  Scotland  as  a 
sort  of  Arcadia,  but  I  think  that, 
in  face  of  the  misery  existing  in 
the  Highlands  and  Islands,  that  we 
have  women  in  Aberdeen  to-day  toiling 
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for  6s.  or  78.  a  week  ;  that  we  have 
30,000  people  in  Glasgow  who  herd 
together  in  one  room ;  and  in  face  of 
the  fact  that  we  have  a  Socialistic 
agitation  on  foot  in  the  East  and 
West  of  Scotland,  I  must  say  I  do 
not  think  the  condition  of  the  poor  in 
that  country  is  one  very  much  to  be  en- 
vied. I  think  it  will  be  found  that  the 
same  reasons  which  impel  a  certain  sec- 
tion of  the  Scottish  people  to  be  dis- 
satisfied with  the  legislation  served  out 
to  them  from  this  Parliament  are  not 
the  reasons  which  have  been  alleged  by 
other  hon.  Members.  On  many  public 
questions  public  opinion  is  far  riper  for 
legislation  than  in  this  country.  Not 
one  Member  who  has  spoken — although 
it  must  be  patent  to  all  hon.  Members — 
has  referred  to  the  rising  opinion  in 
favour  of  land  legislation  in  Scotland. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Roxburghshire  whether  he  could 
go  down  to  his  constituency  and  speak 
to  the  free  and  independent  electors 
there,  and  say  much  against  the 
theories  of  Henry  George,  for  example  ? 
And  I  would  like,  furthermore,  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that  on  the  question  of 
labour  legislation  in  Scotland  we  are 
much  farther  advanced  as  a  country 
than  in  England,  especially  on  the  eight 
hours'  question.  In  the  matter  of  free 
education  and  many  other  questions, 
the  people  of  Scotland  are  greatly 
in  advance  of  those  of  England,  and  it 
is  for  these  reasons,  and  not  for  senti- 
mental or  national  ones,  that  I 
think  this  House  will  soon  be 
called  on  to  face  the  demand  for 
a  Legislature  for  Scotland.  We  have 
an  absolute  detestation  in  Scotland  of 
all  propositions  dealing  with  the  solu- 
tion of  the  land  question  by  means  of 
emigration.  It  would  not,  I  fancy,  tend 
to  enhance  the  popularity  of  any  hon. 
Member  in  Scotland  to  go  down  to  his 
constituency  and  propose  to  emigrate 
the  crofters  en  mane.  He  would  soon 
be  met  by  the  suggestion  that  some  of 
the  landlords  and  capitalists  of  the 
country  could  be  emigrated  with  much 
greater  benefit  to  the  country.  It  has 
been  said  that  in  the  event  of  the  insti- 
tution of  a  Scottish  Legislature  we 
should  largely  be  represented  by  the 
merchants  of  the  country.  To  that 
statement  I  siay,  God  forbid  !  I  believe 
I  speak  the  feelings  of  a  large  section 
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to  b#  #^tMlM  in  th«  pi^g^  of  any 
CbTintiftfi  history  l^**  Oh  I  ^],  forced  die 
UAion  npon  Ir^lsLnd.  I  ho(>«  that  hon. 
(k^a^tl^m^en  wh/>  interrupt  ma  with  criea 
r»f  'iiMant  will  not  tempt  me  to  occupy 
t}M  time  of  the  Hoase  bj  proving  at 
]«(n(^  the  truth  of  what  I  tuive  naid. 
yfhfMld  I  do  .10,  the  penalty  would  be 
tiMt  I  nhrmld  rietain  them  much  longer 
than  I  hare  any  intention  of  doing. 
I  Mty  that,  thongh  there  are  immense 
differences  y>etween  the  caeee  of  Scotland 
$md  of  Ireland,  which,  ae  I  beliere.  will 
weigh  rery  powerfally  with  the  people 
id  Scotland  in  determining  what  their 
final  clairnn  shall  be  on  England,  still, 
whatever  claim  is  made  by  the  people  of 
Seotland—proTiding  it  is  consistent  with 
the  supremacy  of  Parliament  and  the 
integrityof  theEmpire — will  be  admitted, 
in  my  opinion,  without  caril  or  ill  blood 
between  thecountri^.  And  now  let  me 
make  a  confession  to  my  hon.  Friend 
who  moved  the  Resolution,  a  Resolution 
which  it  will  be  gathered  from  what  I 
have  said  I  am  not  prepared  to  support. 
I  admit  that  a  sentiment  as  yet  vag^e 
and  unformed,  in  embryo,  but  really  of 
considerable  extent,  has  grown  up  in 
Scotland  of  late  years  with  yeiy  con- 
siderable rapidity  in  favour  of  sfimething 
that  in  a  shadowy  manner  is  represented 
to  the  minds  of  those  who  consider  it  by 
the  name  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland. 
I  think  the  main  cause  of  the  growth 
and  extent  of  this  feeling  has  been 
correctly  described  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  East  Lanark  (Mr.  Crawford), 
that  the  Scotch  people  are  not  satisfied 
with  the  present  arrangements  for  the 
conduct  of  Scotch  business,  and  see  no 
hope  of  bettering  it.  They  see,  on  the 
contrary,  taking  the  matter  not  as 
merely  of  a  given  time  in  a  given  Session, 
but  judging  for  a  period  passing  on  from 
Parliament  to  Parliament,  that  their  case 
]s  getting  not  better,  but  worse.  Thearrear 
of  legislation,  owing  to  no  fault  of  anyone 
in  particular,  is  becoming  heavier  and 
heavier,  and  as  it  becomes  heavier  and 
heavier  the  more  is  the  truth  of  the 
homely  phrase  being  exemplified,  that 
**  the  weakest  goes  to  the  wall."  The 
hon.  Member  for  Roxburghshire  has 
pointed  out  that  if  English  Members 
influence  Scotch  legislation,  the  Scotch 
Members  have  the  same  influence  over 
English  legislation.  Does  he  mean  that  70 
Members  from   Scotland  will   exercise 
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as  miiek  influence  on  tha  dfltanuaatum 
of  En^idi  boaiiLess,  or  an  m  likely  to 
determine  Engliih  questioaa  in  m  soiae 
advene  to  English  opinion^  am  tKe  400 
odd  Members  from  En  gland  are  likely 
to  exercise  on  Scotch  quectioBS,  and  in 
determining  Scotch  questions  against 
Scotch  opinion  ?  Soeh  is  not  aeeovding 
to  my  anthmetic.  I  see  a  vevy  serioiu 
difference,  though  to  my  hoo.  Friend 
it  seems  but  slight,  between  the  soms 
of  70  Members  and  470  Members.  I 
hold  gravely— I  hope  my  hon.  Friend 
will  not  consider  it  ^together  an  abemd 
opinion — that  the  470  Memben  hnve 
rather  more  inflaenee  upon  the  <^ieva- 
tions  of  the  70  than  the  70  have  upon 
the  operations  of  the  470.  WidM>nt 
asking  him  to  commit  hims^  to  that 
proposition,  I  put  it  forward  for  my 
hon.  Friend's  reflection.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friends  are  right  in  holding 
that  Scotch  businees  is  n^ected.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  lay  the  fault  upon  any- 
body in  particular,  or  on  this  or  any 
other  (Government ;  but  the  case  is  bad, 
it  is  growing  worse,  and  it  requires  a 
remedy.  But  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
in  my  opinion,  we  are  indebted  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  to  their  allies, 
and  more  than  allies,  on  this  side, 
for  creating,  or  rather  preeenting,  this 
development  of  manifestations  in  favour 
of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland.  It  was  not 
the  proposal  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland, 
but  the  very  vigorous  opposition,  and 
for  the  time  the  successful  resistaiiee 
they  have  made  to  that  proposal,  which 
has  made  the  question  enter  more  deeplv 
into  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Sootlano, 
that  for  the  first  time  brought  home  to 
the  perception  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
the  breadth  and  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject. If  I  were  in  the  place  of  the  Mover 
of  this  Motion  I  should  thank  H^ 
Majesty's  GK)vemment  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Rossendale  and 
their  followers  for  having  matured 
public  opinion  in  Scotland  in  favour  of 
Home  Rule.  Undoubtedly  there  axe 
many  signs  of  the  progress  the  question 
is  making  in  Scotland.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  take  upon  myself  the  responsi- 
bility of  either  dictating  or  indioatiqg 
to  Scotland  what  it  should  do  in  a  matter 
of  such  gravity.  I  take  my  stand 
broadly  upon  this  proposition — the  mind 
of  Scotland  has  not  been  declared  in 
respect  of  the  ultimate  claims  it  may 
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have  to  make  upon  the  United  Parlia- 
ment in  regard  to  the  management  of 
Scotch  affairs.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  said  the  demands  maj  be 
larger  or  smaller — and  I  cannot  under- 
take to  prognosticate  whether  they  will 
be  larger  or  smaller — but  in  one  thing  I 
differ  vitally  from  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
aite  who  scoffed  when  I  said  I  was  not 
prepared  to  pronounce  on  the  merits  of 
this  question.  I  understand  that  they  are 
prepared  to  pronounce  and  to  trample 
upon  Scotland  in  this  matter.  [**  No, 
no."J  WeU,  then,  I  should  like 
to  know  what  the  meaning  of  the 
ambiguous  utterance  was.  Some  day 
they  will  have  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion ;  and  the  boldest  of  them  will  not 
look  Scotland  in  the  face  with  a  denial 
when  she  makes  her  final  well-considered 
and  deliberate  demand^  with  due  regard 
to  the  authority  of  ParliameDt  and  the 
unity  of  the  Empire.  They  will  not 
look  Scotland  in  the  face  and  say  ''  No  " 
to  the  demand.  Therefore,  they  are  a 
little  premature  if  they  think  they  are 
now  going  to  dispose  definitely  of  this 
question,  although  at  this  time  we  do 
not  know  what  the  miod  of  Scotland  is. 
The  declaration  made  does  not  amount 
to  a  national  and  Constitutional  declara- 
tion; it  will  become  one  when  it  has 
taken  effect  in  the  return  of  a  large 
majority  of  Scotch  Members.  But  as 
yet  that  declaration  is  not  made,  and  I 
am  not  prepared  to  go  in  advance  of 
it.  I  adopt  the  same  attitude  as  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Kossen- 
dale  did  when  he  was  in  charge  of  the 
Leadership  of  the  Liberal  Party  with 
regard  to  the  question  of  Disestab- 
lishment, which,  he  said,  must  be 
decided  by  the  views  of  the  people  of 
Scotland.  A  like  doctrioe  is  equally 
sound  with  respect  to  a  measure  of  Home 
Bule  for  Scotland,  which  must  satisfy 
one  paramount,  overruling  condition — 
that  it  does  not  endanger  the  supremacy 
of  this  Parliament  and  the  unity  of  the 
Empire.  When  I  speak  of  not  endan- 
gering the  supremacy  of  Parliament 
and  the  unity  of  the  Empire,  I 
differ  entirely  from  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Roxburgh,  who 
thinks  that  devolution  of  authority 
tends  to  weaken  Parliament.  That,  I 
understand,  was  the  effect  of  his  speech. 
He  feared  that  parting  with  any  of  the 
authority  of  Parliament  weakens  that 


force  which,  I  agree  with  him,  is  absoj 
lutely  necessary  to  the  efficiency  of  i'» 
discussions,  and  to  g^ve  weight  to  its 
authority  in  the  form  of  law.  I  do  not 
think  that  judicious  devolution  weakens 
Parliament;  I  say  it  strengthens  It.' 
Are  you  going  to  weaken  the  authority 
of  Parliament  by  passing  the  measures 
the  Lord  Advocate  has  introduced  ?  On 
the  contrary,  you  will  confirm  it.  Do 
not  suppose  I  am  pledging  myself  to  the 
Bills  as  they  stand ;  they  may  be  made 
more  comprehensive  and  more  worthy 
of  the  ability  of  the  speech  by  which 
they  were  introduced.  I  hold  that  all 
judicious  devolution  which  hands  over 
to  subordinate  bodies  duties  for  which 
they  are  better  qualified  by  local  know- 
ledge, and  which  at  the  same  time  sets 
free  the  hands  of  Parliament  for  the 
pursuit  of  its  proper  business,  does  not 
weaken  it  but  strengthens  it,  giveft 
vitality  to  it,  and  makes  the  people 
more  than  ever  disposed  to  support  the 
supremacy  of  Parliament.  I  oelieve, 
though  I  am  not  quite  certain,  that  this 
is  the  first  occasion  on  which  the  pro- 
posal of  Home  Kule  for  Scotland  has 
been  submitted  to  Parliament  in  a  form 
so  broad  and  so  comprehensive.  The 
effect  of  passing  this  Motion  would  be 
to  place  Home  Bule  in  the  van  of  all  Scot- 
tish questions  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
If  the  Liberal  Party — I  will  not  say  the 
House  of  Commons  in  which  we  are  a 
small,  though  a  growing  minority — wer« 
to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  it  woulci,  in  my  opinion, 
have  the  effect  of  throwing  into  arrear 
and  into  the  shade  every  other  Scotch 
question  on  which  the  national  opinion 
of  Scotland  is  entitled  to  bear  sway.  I 
am  not  disposed  to  lun  that  risk  without 
seeing  what  the  result  would  be.  Take 
the  question  of  licensing  in  Scotland. 
The  moment  we  declare  for  Home  Bule 
in  Scotland  we  are  open  to  the  observa- 
tion that  such  a  question  as  that  of 
licensing  ought  to  stand  over  for  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Scottish  Legislature.  I 
take  another  question  which  is  rather 
more  burning — that  of  Scotch  Disesta- 
blishment. It  will  not,  I  think,  be 
denied  that  at  this  moment  the  question 
of  Disestablishment  in  Scotland  has 
made  considerable  progress  towards 
maturity  for  Parliamentary  decision ; 
and  I  own  that  I  am  not  prepared  to 
give  any  vote  on  Home  Bule  or  on  any 
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other  subject  that  would  have  the  effect 
of  thrusting  that  question  aside,  and  of 
enabling  it  to  be  cast  in  our  teeth  that 
by  setting  forth  as  ripe  for  decision  the 
question  as  to  a  Scottish  Legislature  we 
have  pointed  out  that  a  Scottish  Legisla- 
ture  would   be  the    proper   organ  for 
disposing  of  the  subject  of  Disestablish- 
ment.    There  is  another  objection  that 
I  take    to  a  Motion   of  this  kind.     I 
am  not  casting  the   smallest  reflection 
on    my    hon.    Friend    who    made    the 
Motion.       I     have     not      the      least 
doubt    that     he    and      his     Seconder 
and  those  who  have  supported  him  have 
in  their  minds   perfect   earnestness  on 
this  subject,  and  desire  to  carryforward 
with  all  practical  speed  the  proposition 
which    they    announce  in   an    abstract 
form,    and    to  make    it  a  practical  re- 
solution,    not    an    abstract    Hesolution 
which  there  is  no  prospect  of  carrying 
into   a    practical   measure.     It  may  be 
an    antiquated  Parliamentary  idea   of 
mine,  but  I  am  not  fond  of  these  abstract 
IResolutions.     They   mean  teaching  the 
people  to  live,  not  on  our  performances, 
but  on  our  promises ;  and  my  desire  is 
that  they  should  live,  not  on  our  pro- 
mises,   but   on   our   performances.     A 
proposal  in  an  abstract  form  of  some 
kind    or    another    is    an     exceedingly 
popular   thing.     It  may  be   supported 
either  for  the  sake  of  popularity  out  of 
doors  or  for  the  convenience  of  a  Party 
indoors.       I    may    quote    an   example 
which  I  am  afraid  few  of  those  who  sit 
here  have  in  their  own  personal  recol- 
lection,   but  of  which  I  have  a  lively 
remembrance.     There   was  the  case  of 
the    paper    duty.      Great    credit     was 
gained  by  the  Tory  Party  in  supporting, 
about  the  year  1858,  an  abstract  Eesolu- 
tion    declaring   that    the     paper    duty 
ought    to    be    abolished.     In    1860    a 
Liberal  Government,    the   Government 
of  Lord   Palmerston,  proposed   a    Bill 
for    the    abolition  of  the  paper  duty, 
but    the    fiercest    antagonists    of  that 
measure      were      the      Tory      Party. 
It    was  not  carried    without    a   great 
struggle,  and  even,  I  think,  after  a  con- 
flict   between    the    two    Houses.     The 
position  of  Scotland  in  regard   to  the 
important  question  of  a  domestic  legisla- 
ture for  the  transaction  of  Scotch  busi- 
ness is,    in  my  opinion,    a  thoroughly 
healthy     and     thoroughly     favourable 
position.     Scotland  will  never  make  any 
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demand  except  one  that  is  consistent 
with  the  unity  of  the  Empire,  and  tend- 
ing to  consolidate  and  strengthen  the 
fabric  of  the  Empire  and  the  authority 
of  the  Imperial   Parliament.     Subject 
to  that  limitation,   Scotland  may  rest 
assured,  and  I  believe  will  rest  assured, 
that  her  demands  will  be  considered  in 
a    favourable    spirit    when    they    are 
clearly  ascertained  and    fully  brought 
forward.     On  the  other  hand,  this  sub- 
ject is  one  which,  as  we  know  from  the 
Irish  case,  involves  large  and  numerous 
matters  of  detail.     I  doubt  whether  the 
mind  of  the  House  of  Commons  or  even 
of  the  country  sufficiently  realizes  the 
multitude  of  various   and  complicated 
details  that  are    associated   with    this 
question.     But  Scotland  will  have  the 
advantage — and    in    my    opinion    the 
inestimable  advantage — of  seeing    the 
question,  according  to  the  expressive  old 
phrase,   bolted    to    the  bran ;   and  the 
whole  subject  will  be  worked  through 
and  through  on  the  Irish  points.     Scot- 
land will  reap  the  advantage  of  that ; 
80  that  if  there  be  some  delay,  as  there 
must  be,  both  for  her  to  make  up  her 
mind  and  for  Parliament  to  approach 
the  question,    Scotland  will  be  richly 
rewarded  by  the  increased  facilities  she 
will  have  in  advancing  her  claim.  Under 
these  circumstances  I  feel  no  shame  in 
saying,  but,  on  the  contrary,   I   freely 
admit,  in  the  face  of  my  kind,  indulgent, 
and  generous  constituency,   that  I  do 
not  think  that  this  question  is  ripe  for 
our  decision ;    and,  until  it  is  npe  for 
our  decision,  I   should  forfeit  any  title 
1  may  have  to  the  favourable  attention 
and  kindness  of  the  House  and  the  con- 
fidence of  my  constituency   were  I  ^to 
support    the    proposal    which    is    now 
brought  before  the  House. 
*The    chief     secretary     bob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, East) :    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   began   his    speech    by    making 
some  complaints  against  Her  Majesty^ 
Government  for  not  giving  any  clear  and 
definite  utterance  upon  what  he  describes 
as  the  important  and  difficult  question 
which  is  now  before  the  House;    and 
he  went  on  to   criticize   the  action  of 
those  Members  of  the  House  who  had 
put  down  Amendments  to  the  Motion  of 
the   hon.   Member  for   Caithness  (Dr. 
Clark),   because    they  had   withdrawn 
their  Amendments  and  had   not    had 
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^he  courage  to  put  before  the  House 
the  Resolutions  which  they  bad  upon 
the  Paper.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man forgets,  or  perhaps  he  was  not 
aware,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oaithness  has  materially  altered  the 
form  of  his  Motion  since  it  first  appeared 
on  the  Paper.  He  has  stiffened  and 
strengthened  it  until  it  is  too  difficult 
even  for  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  and 
his  Friends  to  swallow.  Amendments 
^hat  might  have  been,  and  probably 
-were,  appropriate  to  the  original  and 
weak  form  in  which  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oaithness  originally 
appeared  on  the  Paper  became  in  the 
opinion  of  the  intending  Movers,  and 
certainly  in  mine,"  wholly  superfluous, 
where  we  had  to  deal  vrith  a  definite 
proposal  to  establish  a  Scotch  Pariia- 
meut.  I  am  glad  that  the  hon.  Members 
have  withdrawn  their  Amendments; 
for  I  desire  the  House  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  voting  definitely  "Aye" 
or** No"  on  the  question.  And  I,  at 
all  events,  speaking  for  my  right  hon. 
Friends  on  this  Bench,  and,  I  believe, 
for  the  whole  of  the  Party  behind 
me,  am  prepared  to  give  a  clear 
and  definite  reply  to  the  challenge 
thrown  down  by  tiie  hon.  Member  for 

>  Caithness,  without  any  of  the  ingenious 
qualifications  with  which  the  right  hon. 

'  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  is  himself  g^ing  to 
modify  the  effects  of  the  vote  he 
is  to   give  to- night.     The  right    hon. 

•Gentleman  has  told  us  that  the  senti- 
ment in  favour  of  Home  Rule  is 
growing  rapidly  in  Scotland.  I  doubt 
that  fact.  I  entirely  admit  that  you 
cannot  have  a  discussion  like  that  with 

regard  to  Home  Rule  in  Ireland — 
the  one  solitary  topic  of  political  con- 
troversy on  every  platform  —  without 
raising  some  pale  reflection  of  the  con- 

-.  troversy  with  regard  to  Scotland.  But 
I  do  not  believe  that  in  the  minds  and 
hearts  of  the  Scottish  people  there  is 
anything  in  the  nature  of  a  sentiment 
growing  up  in  favour  of  the  scheme 
which  is  known  as  Home  Rule,  and 
which  it  is  proposed  to  apply  to  Ireland. 
And  if  there  be  in  the  minds  of  any 
amall  section  of  the  Scottish  people  a 

•Reeling  of  that  kind,  who  is  their  spokes- 
man?   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  fol- 

'iowed  to-night  in  debate  the  hon.  Mem- 

^ber  for  Lanark  (Mr.  Graham).     Oddly 


enough,  he  did  not  make  one  single 
allusion,  however  distant,  to  the  speech 
preceding  his  own. 

Mb.    graham    (Lanark,    N.W.) : 
Yes,  he  did. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  failed  to 
catch  it,  and  I  do  not  think  it  can  have 
gone  beyond  some  empty  compliment  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  question.  Be- 
cause, what  was  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ?  He  said  in  the 
clearest  language — he  does  not  deal, 
like  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  circum- 
locution and  ambiguities — what  he 
wanted,  and  why  he  wanted  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Lanark,  speaking  in 
the  name  of  his  constituents,  told  us 
that  he  wants  Home  Rule  for  Scotland 
because  he  wants  Socialism  in  Scotland. 
[**  Hear,  hear,"  from  Mr.  Graham.]  He 
admits,  therefore,  that  I  have  not  mis- 
represented or  exaggerated  his  senti- 
ments. 

*Mr.  graham  (Lanark,  N.W.)  : 
I  always  stand  by  my  words. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  He  wants 
Home  Rule  because  he  wants  Social- 
ism. I  want  to  know  whether,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  talks  of 
the  growing  feeling  in  Scotland  in 
favour  of  Home  Rule,  he  is  alluding 
to  the  sentiment  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lanark  so  courageously  repre- 
sents? That  sentiment  may,  I  admit, 
be  growing  in  certain  parts  of  Scot- 
land. I  believe  that  much  of  this 
Irish  agitation  is  a  Socialistic  agita- 
tion. I  believe  that  the  reflection  of  the 
Irish  agitation  is  also  a  Socialistic  agita- 
tion. And  I  should  have  desired  that 
we  should  have  had  some  utterance 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
whether  he  observes  with  satisfaction 
the  growing  sentiment  in  Scotland 
not  merely  in  favour  of  Home  Rule, 
but  in  favour  of  these  Socialistic 
opinions  which  we  have  been  told  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lanark  are  the 
real  basis  and  root  of  the  Home  Rule 
cry  in  Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  us  that,  in  his  opinion.  Soot- 
land  and  Ireland  stood  on  a  perfect 
equality  on  this  matter  in  principle  ; 
and  whatever  Ireland  asks  for  in  prin- 
ciple, Scotland  has  the  right  to  ask  for 
in  principle.  I  accept  that  entirely. 
And  whatever  Ireland  has  a  right  to 
ask  for  in  principle,  Middlesex  has  a 
right  to  ask  for  in  principle.  And  what- 
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ever  Middlesex  asks  for,  Yorkshire  has 
a  right  to  ask  for.  That  I  entirely 
grant.  And  by  the  cheers  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  J.  Morley)  I  presume  that 
he  accepts  that  statement. 

Mb.    J.    MORLEY    (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne)  indicated  dissent. 
*M».    A.    J.    BALFOUR:     Then    I 
should    be     glad    to    know    on     what 
basis  a  distinction   is   drawn  between 
Yorkshire  and  Middlesex  on   the  one 
hand,   and   Ireland    and    Scotland    on 
the  other.     Take  the  case  of  the  High- 
lands of  Scotland.     We  are  accustomed 
rightly  to  regard  Scotland  as  in  some 
respects  a  great  unity.     But  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  Highlands  of  Scotland  are 
more  unlike  the  Lowlands  of  Scotland  in 
every  essential  particular  than  the  Low- 
lands are  uolike  the  North  of  England. 
Linguistically,     ethnologically,    in    the 
character  of  the  people,  in  the  social 
habits,  in  every  single  thing  of  essen*  ial 
moment,  I  boldly  state  that  the  line  of 
division    is    not    the   division  between 
England  and  Scotland,  but  some  line  to 
be  drawn  far  north  of  that.     I  want  to 
know,  therefore,  if  the  Highlands,  con- 
scious as  they  are  of  being  separate  from 
the    Lowlands    in    race   and   in   social 
habits,  traditions,  and  history,  and  con- 
scious, as  they  also  are,  that  they  have 
been  separated  from  the  Lowlands  by 
centuries  of  warfare — if  the  Highlands 
were  to  ask  for  Home  Rule  for  the  High- 
lands, are  they  to  be  regarded  as  on  an 
equality  with  Ireland  ?    This  is  a  ques- 
tion which  ought  to  be  presented  to  the 
mind    of    every    man    discussing    this 
question,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  presented 
to  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
by  this  debate  and  others  which  will 
probably    follow    it.       But    the   right 
hon.    Gentleman,    while     he    is    good 
enough    to    say   that     Scotland   is    on 
an    equality    with     Ireland    in     prin- 
ciple in    this  matter,   says  that   there 
are  two  broad  distinctions  between  the 
cases.       The  first  is  founded  on  geo- 
graphical considerations.       It    appears 
that  Home  Rule  may  be  safely  deferred 
in  the  case  of  Scotland,  because  it  is  not 
separated  from  England  by  St.  George's 
Channel.     I  never  travelled  over  to  Ire- 
land   without    entertaining    a    strong 
feeling  of  gratitude  that  I  have  not, 
when  going  home,  to  cross  four  hours  of 
tempestuous  ocean.    But  I  never  knew 


before  hdw  much  I  had  to  be  grateful 
for.    I  never  knew  that  it  was  owing  to- 
the  fact  that  Ireland  was  an  island  that- 
Home  Rule  was  to  be  conferred  on  Ire- 
land, but  that  this  blessing  may  be  inde- 
finitely withheld  in  the  case  of  Scotland, 
because  Scotland  is  not  an  island.    That* 
is  the  geographical  reason  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     He  then  came  to  the 
historical     reason.       The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  told  us  that  tiie  Union  with. 
Ireland  was  the  result  of  force,  fraud,, 
brutality,   and   bloodshed.     Apparently 
he  thinks  that  the  Union  with  Scotland 
was  constructed  by  methods  which  every^ 
statesman  may  look  back  upon  with  pride* 
and  satisfaction.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  always  bringing  bad  history  to 
the  rescue  of  bad  p6litics.     I  think  he 
has    greatly,    grossly  exaggerated  the 
historical  incidents,    many  of  them  on- 
happy,    many     of     them     regrettable,.. 
which  accompanied  the  Union  between 
England  and  Ireland,  and  that  he  has 
minimized   and  disguised  the  incidents 
which  were  associated  with  the  Union  be- 
tween England  and  Scotlcuid.     Is  it  not 
perfectly  notorious,  is  it  not  the  common- 
place of  English  and  Scottish  history  that 
there    never    was    a    more    unpopular 
measure  in    Scotland  than  that, which 
united   the  fate  of  Scotland,  as  I  hope 
for  all  time,  with  England  ?     Is  it  not 
the  commonplace  of  history  that  it  was 
only  after  long  experience  had  convinced 
the    people    of   Scotland   that  all  their 
highest  interests,    material,  moral,  and 
political,  were  bound  up  with  the  great 
Act  of  Union  that  they  became  what,  I 
believe,  they  have  ever  since  remained, 
firmly  attached  to  the  Union  with  the 
larger  country  ?    Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  boldest  among  ua 
would   not   dare  to  look  Scotchmen  in 
the    face    when   Scotland  makes  a  de- 
liberate claim  for  Home  Rule,  subject, 
as  he  said,  to  Imperial  control.    I  grant 
if  that  should    ever   occur  it  would  be 
a    phenomenon    of    the    most   serious 
character,  which    no   man   can   regard 
with   indifference   or    equanimity  ;  but 
supposing  Scotland,  supposing  Ireland, 
were     to      ask      for      a      Parliament 
not    subject    to    the    control    of  the 
Imperial    Parliament,     what      is    the 
boldest    going    to    do     then  ?     That 
is    a    question    of    vital    importance. 
When  S»K)tland  has  developed  her  views 
on  this  question,  if  no  one,  according  to- 
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the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  is  to  have  the 
courage  to  resist  the  claim  to  a  Scotch 
Parliament  subject  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  what  is  the  boldest  going 
to  do  when  the  inevitable  demand  is 
made  for  a  Parliament  which  will  not 
be  so  subject  ?  The  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man then  said  that  if  you  pass  this 
abstract  Resolution  you  will  throw  into 
the  background  all  those  great  and  im- 
portant questions  upon  which  Scotland 
has  set  its  heart. 

Mr.   GLADSTONE:    That  was  not 
my  expression  at  all. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Well,  throw 
into  the  background  the  questions  con- 
cerning Scotland  which  are  now  in  the 
foregpround.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mentioned  particularly  Licensing  and 
Disestablishment.  I  wonder  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  use  this  argument 
without  a  smile,  because  it  amounts  to 
this — that  Scotland  is  to  wait  until  all 
the  important  Scottish  questions  are 
settled  before  she  is  to  have  a  separate 
Parliament  in  order  to  settle  them. 
Does  he  not  see  that  if  all  those  interest- 
ing questions  are  before  the  Scottish 
people,  now  is  the  time  to  give 
Scotland  Home  Rule,  aod  the  sooner 
the  better  ?  Then  Scotland  will, 
indeed,  have  a  chance  of  having 
the  Licensing  and  Disestablishment 
Questions  settled.  ''  Not  at  all,"  says 
the  right  hon.  G^nUemcm,  *'we  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  we  in  this  over- 
worked and  overloaded  and  incompetent 
Parliament,  are  to  settle  Disestablish- 
ment and  Licensing,  and  when  those 
difficult  questions  are  disposed  of  then 
give  Scotland  Home  Rule  if  she  wants 
it."    I  cannot  help  thinking  that  when 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  occupied 
in  the  difficult  task  of  at  once  making  a 
speech  which  will  satisfy  the  national 
aspirations  for  Home  Rule  in  Scotland, 
and  which  will  give  sufficient  reason 
why  he  is  going  to  vote  against  a  Re- 
solution to  give  Home  Rule  to  Scot- 
land, he  used  an  argument  he  had  better 
have  left  alone.  I  think  I  have  now 
gone  through  all  the  topics  mentioned 


in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech. 
I  will  only  say,   in    conclusion,    that 
surely  we  should  be  mad  if  at  the  time 
when  every  nation  in  America  and  in 
Europe    is    drawing  closer  the  bonds 
which  unite  separate  parts,  we  were  to 
scatter  and  divide.     Should  we  not  be- 
especially  mad  if  we  engaged  in  this 
task  with    regard   to   Scotland,   about 
which  it  can  be  conclusively  proved  that 
the  fruits  of  the  Union  have  been  an  un- 
mitigated blessing,  as  I  believe,  to  both 
countries,  and  especially  to  Scotland  ?  The* 
Union  found  Scotland  poor,  despised, 
and    oppressed  among  the   nations   of 
Europe.     Great   as  has  been  the  pro- 
gress in   England  since  1707,    it   has* 
been    absolutely    insignificant,    trivial, 
and  contemptible   compared  with    the- 
improvement  that  Scotland  has  made  in 
everything  which  makes  a  nation  great. 
Are  you  really  going  to  lay  sacrilegious- 
hands    on  institutions  which  work   so 
well?    I  speak,  as  I  have  a  right  to 
speak  on  this  question,  as  a  Scotsman,, 
and  I  say  that  if  I  found,  or  believed,, 
that  the  Union  between  England  and 
Scotland  had  destroyed  anything  which 
valuable    or    characteristic    in    our 
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national  life,  I  should  feel  sorely  tempted 
to  vote  with  the  hon.  Member.  •  But  it 
has  not  been  so,  and  the  whole  history 
of  Scotland  proves  that  it  has  not  been 
so.  We  have  not  been  overshadowed, 
by  the  larger  nation.  We  have  not  had- 
our  national  life  crushed  by  the  life  of 
England.  We  have  not  suffered  in  any 
essential  particular  of  our  civilization, 
from  its  being  attached  to  the  civilization^ 
of  the  neighbouring  country.  We  have, 
on  the  contrary,  gained  the  inestimable 
privilege  of  feeling  ourselves  citizens  of 
one  great  community,  and  of  taking  our 
full  share  in  the  management  of  this- 
great  Empire.  I  will  not  be  a  party, 
and  those  who  sit  near  me  will  never  be- 
parties,  to  anything  which  can,  even  in 
the  smallest  degree,  tend  to  diminish 
the  great  heritage  which  has  beea^ 
handed  down  to  us. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  Ac.)  : 
I  am  not  going  to  occupy  much 
of  the  time  of  the  House,  but  I  must 
say  it  is  somewhat  characteristic  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  the  chief 
champion  of  the  Union  in  the  House,. 
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Iff  J  ht  \tH  Hwntn  tif  Uiff  Anin  with  which 
If  In  «f  wm  fi'ftffili  y  iififnro'l  Into  tljAt  Union* 
I  Miffiiiil  I'Miii^riHiitnfii  Uio  ri((ht  hon* 
MmmIImmihii  nil  IiIn  hlNfnrioal  m^ouracj. 
Mill  I  il  Hill  I II  (ii  iiMpinM  my  ifiitirA  con- 
I'MMiiMiii  Willi  Hill  i'i(flii.  lion,  (loutloman 
III  oioi  ihlii|4  wlili>li  liii  Nfilfl  -'niimolj, 
IIihI  II  iliiH  Mnihiii  imiiliiit  Intlinnmalloiit 
i|ii|jkiiiM  III  H II lulling  Mniilliind  or  Hootoh 
liMMiiiKHii  riiMii  i|n  full  nIiiii'ii  In  iho  pro- 
t>iiitiliii^mir  lliU  ttiinmi  mill  (hn  Imperial 
TrtiiutMi'Mi  I  fni  iMtit  wtMiliI  rontlily  Toto 
f)|iiiiitMi  M  I  lilt  itoi  l«iiliovo  th'it  any 
It)  WW  «iMtiih\moh  wiMiM  (\i)finito  for  a 
•«ui|kli«  hu(i«ti(  (Ui'  \KHl\4ia\^Al  iVmu  thin 
ri^Outs\i^««(  .»(  Mw  Y*\M\s\\\  %\f  Sis^toh  in- 


tion  in  ffaifl  matter.  He  has  heard 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman 
the  Member  for  Hid  Lothian,  and  he 
has  heard  the  speeches  of  the  other 
Scotch  Members,  and  yet  he  does  not 
deny  the  allegation.  He  admits  the 
grievance,  and  holds  out  no  prospect 
whatever  of  any  remedy.  These  are 
serious  facts  which  are  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  has  been  crael  in 
placing  many  Scotch  Members  in  a 
dilemma;  but  for  mjrself  I  have  no 
hesitation  as  to  how  I  am  going 
to  vote.  I  am  going  to  vote 
for  the  Resolution.  If  I  believed 
it  meant  what  was  described  by 
tho    Chief    Seanetarr  for    Ireland,    I 
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•cHrkaes%  and   p^intiag  for  the     oppor- 
tunity of   pouring   forth    his  •' winninSf 
words    to    a    listening    and]  delighte^ 
43enate.     But  he   w>ald   not  hi^e  ^  the 
only,  or  the  chief  ground  of  complaint, 
for  the  vast  majority  of  the  Members  of 
this  House  would  also  have  a  very  just 
ground  of  complaint.     We  should  all 
be  looking  forward  with  dismay  to  the 
prospect  of  having  in  the  next  Parlia- 
ment to  exchange  the  magnificent  elo- 
quence    of      my    right    hon.     Friend 
the  Member  for  Bute  (the  Lord  Advo- 
cate) for  the  sort  of  oratory  with  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  is   so 
very  fond   of  favouring  us.      Happily 
this  double  grievance,  like  many  other 
grievances,  has  been  removed,  and  for 

many  many  years  Scotland. has,  under 
the  Act  of  Union,  thriven  and 
prospered  exceedingly.  Let  us  look 
ior  a  moment  at  the  real  meaning 
of  the  present  Motion.  It  is  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  as  the  spokesman  of  the  Home 
Eule  Association  of  Scotland,  and  it 
ought  to  be  remembered  that  the 
Scottish  Home  Rule  Association  em- 
phatically decline  to  accept  any  Local 
wvernment  Bill  such  as  is  ordinarily 
meant  by  the  term.  In  a  letter  of  the 
5th  of  December  last  to  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  they  say  they  decline  to 
accept  any  Local  G-ovemment  Bill,  on 
the  ground  that  it  ought  to  be  preceded 
by  Home  Eule  legislation,  and  we  are 
therefore  led  to  the  conclusion  that  what 
is  meant  is  some  such  scheme  as  that 
which  was  introduced  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land. On  this  point  I  am  certain  that 
no  Scotchman  would  accept  any  scheme 
that  would  exclude  the  Scotch  Members 
from  the  Imperial  Parliament;  and  if 
you  once  admit  the  Scotch  Members 
there,  then  arises  the  difficulty  of  dis- 
tinguishing between  Imperial  and 
Scottish  business,  which  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
distinctly  said,  when  speaking  of  Ire- 
'  land,  was  a  difficulty  which  it  passes 
the  wit  of  man  to  overcome.  But, 
even  if  any  such  distinction  could 
be  made,  we  must  remember  that 
in  the  vast  majority  of  Bills  it  would 


be  absolutely  necessary  that  there 
should  be  uniformity  between  the 
two  countries.  Take  such  cases  as 
the  Factory  Acts  and  Mining  Acts. 
I  believe  I  am  more  advanced  on 
Labour  questions  than  almost  any 
hon.  Member  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  probably  more  than  most  of  those  on 
the  Opposition  Benches,  but  there  is  no 
one  who  can  appreciate  more  distinctly 
the  great  difficulty  and  danger  that 
would  be  caused  by  any  distinction  be- 
tween Scotland  and  England  in  such 
cases.  Further,  1  should  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness,  whether, 
among  the  powers  he  proposes  to 
give  the  Scottish  Parliament  he  would 
include  power  to  deal  with  such  ques- 
tions as  those  relating  to  Church  Estab- 
lishments and  Religious  Endowments. 
I  understand  the  hon.  Member  to  say 
"Yes."  Then  I  say  that  he  goes  far 
further  than  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  because  in  the  Bill  of 
18r)6  such  questions  were  specially  taken 
away  from  the  Irish  Parliament.  But 
if  so,  why  ?  Does  he  mean  that  he  is 
quite  willing  and  even  very  anxious 
to  trust  the  Protestants  of  Scotland, 
but  that  he  declines  to  trust  the  Koman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  ?  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man professes  to  be  an  advocate  of  what 
he  calls  religious  equality.  Is  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  idea  of  religious 
equality  ?  We  know  that  among  those 
who  at  present  profess  Home  Hule 
principles  there  are  many  waverers. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Luton  division 
of  Bedford  (Mr.  Cyril  Flower)  who  won 
a  race  on  Saturday  that  some  of  us  had 
the  pleasure  of  witnessing,  is  not  the 
first  Member  of  the  House  who  has 
brought  two  horses  to  the  start,  one 
called  *<Home  Eule,"  and  the  other 
called  ••  Sultan,"  or  something  else. 
He  is  not  the  only  man  who  has 
hesitated  up  to  the  last  moment  which 
of  the  two  horses  he  should  ride.  Ho 
is  not  the  first,  and  he  will  not  be  the 
last,  to  finally  reject  the  horse  called 
•*  Home  Rule,"  and  to  ride  and  win  on 
the  other.  And  then  calls  the  horse 
**  Home  Rule "  after  all !  I  have 
noticed  that  most  of  these  waverers 
have  a  way  of  following  the  lead  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  them  the  advice 
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finred  that,  an  dcoti«nd  la  equftilj-  a.  I  sbmR  b»  |iw fanning  mj  ^n^  *>  * 
nutiofidlity  with  Ireisnd,  Ireiand  can  do  iii^immmiaiitii  a£  ti»  ^l■l^fl^Il  paaplft  if 
withont  an  ExecutiTe  if  SootW  ,«.    i  wb»  to  giw  my  aappnct  to  the  Motiott 

Tn«r«for©,   I  rather   anaiiect    that   chiB .     .        ,        .r> «     j>      -r*,  ^     t,  ■*    .»  «    •  

Motion  i^  that  respect  ^^  not  aieet  '^  °^  *»«- ^™^  Butwinlathmaao. 
with  favoqr  in  Srotiand ;  and  it  would  I  fa«>w  tinit  tiM»  la  the  utmoBfe  diaMfaa- 
ha^emet  with  a  difFerfmt reception  had  it ,  fiaction  in  Saotiand  wztii  Laa|iQttt  to  the^ 
hoen  orherwifle  worded.  And  I  think  ;  oondiixaiL  of  ita  Imiaiir—  in  tfaxa  Faifia* 
that  in  another  reepect  chia  Motion  wiU  :  j^^^^^j^^  ^^  ^j^^  ^^^^^^^  „^  wiiJiout  gaiw 

mjt  meirt  with  the  complete  approbation  !  .       ,    r       ii_%     i iIT^ 

r>f  the  Soottinh  people  in  the  frame  of  !  "^   *«    gromd  tnrailad    by  olte 

mind  which  they  now  maintain  towarda  '  '^    ' 

the  frinh  people,  because  it  speaks  in 
the  moflt  vBme  and  ondetined  way  of 
the  nature  of  the  legislative  power  which 
m  to  have  control  of  Scottish  atSaira. 

»TR  C.  DALRY\CPLE  rose  in  his 
place  and  claimed  to  move  '*  That  the 
qiie^ition  be  now  put ;  "  but  iCr.  Deputy 
Apoalr^r  withheld  his  assent  and  declined 
then  to  put  that  question. 

*AfR.  WA  rXAOR  resumed  :  You  know 
it  in  the  fact  that  it  uses  the  word  *^  Par- 
hamont/^  and  I  venture  to  submit  that 
tht>  wf>r<\  "Parliament,"  or  even  the 
^hfs^  "  P^ational  Parliament,"  is  not 
^M\nif^.  ft  may  mean  a  Council  of 
any  ^lAfl^iription,  with  undefined  powers, 
A  fid  it  is  not  necessarily  identical  in 
6hfiriuvf.er  with  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
ft  strri|)ly  means  an  assembly  for  the  por- 
|;(rfN>  (rf  IfiKJslative  discussion.  If  that  be 
Ml,  Uif>  M(witfii«h  people  do  not  know  what 
M^tff  ht  a  Coufioil,  or  National  Council  it 
Is  Mist,  my  hon.  Friend  is  driving  at^ 
I^Mf  nfiyMiIng  we  know,  it  may  bo  akin 
Ifi  fiiitt  <if  ihoNO  numerous  Councils  which 
an*  M|ii-iiigiMt(  fr<Hn  ilmo  to  time  from 
IhM  IfHHiMRfiily  parfu  riont  brain  of  the 
rl||til'  hdii  UiiiiiloMiAii  th«>  M<»mbor  for 
WM'  MiiMiliiKham  a  (^Minoil  which 
iiiny  )hivi>  |Misslbly  it*  r^iiort  its  prtuutml- 
|ii||N  as  If  U  WMi-ii  III  Uip  uatun»  of  a  sub* 
Miillii»«^»*  ^^**<i«*<^^^^^^^^*  ^^^^  luip«)rlal  Par- 
UnHiv^i^ti  t^t^^l  ^^^*^  aii>llilii|c  in  Mm  nature 
uf  all  liidM|*i*iidMiil  PailUiuMut.  I  know 
y^v  fiM  Uml  ttiii  (dr^v  \>f  suoh  an 
lkiiiii>mM.v.   vail   il  Kv  wUal   iiaiuii  you 

L  lU^  H^H»MlsU  wiliid     I  do  u\»l  Ihiuk 


ICembflXfly  I  danre  to  snbmife  to  tii» 
Hbnae  tha  AmflodmoDt  wiudL  I  now 
propose  xa  add  to  tfaa  Motimi  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  woida  *'  At  aaoh  time 
and  of  snnh  a  ohaacaotar  as  may  be 
deaired  by  tha  Sootti^  paopla.'* 

Mr.  E.  BOBEBISON  (Dandae)  :  I 
rise  for  the  pazpoae  of  aeoondixig  tiie 
Amendment  moved  by  my  hatLWoiend.  tiba 
Membw  for  Eaat  Edmbargph.  T  do  ao 
because  it  correotiy  ezpreaaes  the  Tiewa 
which.  I  hold  oil  theqoieatioa  nowb^bra^ 
the  Houae. 

D&.  C  AMEHON  roae  m  hia  place  mud 
claimed  to  move  ^^  That  the  Queetum  be 

now  put." 

Question,  *'  That  the  question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly. 

The  House  diyided : — ^Ayea  79;  Noea 
200.— (Div.  Liat,  No.  70.) 

It  being  after  One  of  the  dodCr 
Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  adjoozned  the 
House  without  question  put. 
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MR.  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Olerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
owing  to  the  continuance  of  his  indis- 
position. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order. 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES) 

SiB  JOHN  MOWBRAY  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection ;  That 
they  had  nominated  the  following  Mem- 
bers to  serve  on  the  Standing  Committee 
for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating 
to  Law  and  Courts  of  Justice  and  Legal 
Procedure  which  may  by  Order  of  the 
House  be  committed  to  such  Standing 
Committee : — Mr.  Tyssen  Amhurst,  Mr. 
Asquith,  Mr.  Atherley- Jones,  Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Beach,  Mr. 
Beadel,  Mr.  William  Beckett,  Mr. 
George  Cavendish  Bentinck,  Mr.  Jacob 
Briffht,  Mr.  Bryce,  Sir  Qeorge  Campbell, 
Sir  £d  ward  Clarke,  Mr.  Jesse  Collings, 
Dr.  Commins,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Curzon, 
Mr.  Darling,  Mr.  H.  T.  Davenport, 
Colonel  Dawnay,  Sir  John  DoringtOD, 
Mr.  Dugdale,  Viscount  Ebrington,  Mr. 
Arthur  Elliot,  Mr.  John  E.  Ellis,  Mr. 
Elton,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde,  Mr.  Finlay, 
Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone,  Sir  William  Vernon 
Harcourt,    Mr.     T.    M.     Healy,     Mr. 

VOL.  CCCXXXV.    [thibd  series.] 


Staveley  Hill,  Mr.  Samuel  Hoare, 
Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr.  Isaacs,  Sir 
Ughtred  Kay- Shuttle  worth,  Mr.  Ken« 
yon,  Mr.  Compton  Lawrance,  Mr.  W. 
F.  Lawrence,  Mr.  George  Shaw  Lefevre, 
Sir  Charles  Lewis,  Mr.  Lockwood,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Mr.  Francis  Maclean,  Mr. 
Swift  MacNeill,  Mr.  Madden,  Mr. 
Mahony,  Mr.  Marum,  Mr.  Story- 
Maskelyne,  Mr.  Matthews,  Mr.  Milvaio, 
Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  William  O'Brien, 
Mr.  Pickard,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  Thomas 
P.  Price,  Sir  John  Puleston,  Mr. 
John  E.  Redmond,  Mr.  Bannerman 
Robertson,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
Sir  Charles  Russell,  Sir  Richard 
Temple,  Sir  George  Trevelyan,  Mr. 
Whitmore,  Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  Mr. 
Wodehouse,  and  Mr.  Stuart  Wortley. 

Sir  J.  Mowbray  further  reported  from 
the  said  Committee  that  they  had 
nominated  the  following  Members  to 
serve  on  the  Standing  Committee  for  the 
consideration  of  all  Bills  relating  to 
Trade  ^including  Agriculture  and  Fish- 
ing), Shipping,  and  Manufacture  which 
Q^ajy  by  order  of  the  House,  be  com- 
mitted to  such  Standing  Committee : — 
Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Asher,  Mr. 
Baring,  Mr.  Barran,  Sir  Walter 
Barttelot,  Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach,  Sir 
Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr.  Bolitho,  Mr.  J. 
C.  Bolton,  Mr.  Bonsor,  Mr.  Boord,  Mr. 
A.  H.  Brown,  Mr.  Brunner,  Mr.  Burt, 
ytt.  Joseph  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Childers, 
Mr.  Colman,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet,  Sir 
James  Corry,  Mr.  Craig,  Sir  Charles 
Dalrymple,  Mr.  Stormonth  Darling, 
Baron  Henry  De  Worms,  Mr.  Dizon- 
Hartland,  Sir  George  Elliot,  Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis,  Colonel  Eyre,  Mr.  R.  U.  Penrose 
Fitzgerald,  Mr.  Gilliat,  Sir  Julian  Gold- 
smid,  Mr.  Grotrian,  Mr.  A.  W.  Hall, 
Mr.  F.  Hardcastle,  Mr.  Heneage,  Sir 
William  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr. 
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Hoyle,  lir.  Jacluon,  Mr.  William  Low- 
ther.  Sir  John  Labl>ock,  Mr.  Peter 
M'Donald,  Mr.  M'l^gan,  Mr.  MundelU, 
Mr.  Mantz,  Mr.  Murphy,  Sir  Staflord 
Northcote,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  8ir 
Bichard  Pagei,  Mr.  Pamell,  Sir  Joseph 
Pease,  Mr.  Bichard  Power,  Mr.  Bath- 
bone,  Mr.  Edmund  Bobertson,  Mr.  Orai^ 
JSellar,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Shiel,  Mr. 
William  P.  Sinclair,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith, 
Mr.  Emeet  Spencer,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sulli- 
Tan,  Mr.  Tomlinton,  Sir  Bichard 
Webster,  Mr.  Wharton,  Mr.  Whitley, 
Mr.  S.  Williamson,  Mr.  C.  H.  Wilson, 
Mr.  Winterbothaoi^  and  Mr.  Wood. 

Ordered,  That  the  Beport  do  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

REGL^fTRATION  OF  ELECTORS  ACTS 
(ORDER  IN  COUNCIL). 

Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  the  Order  in  Council  aa  to  the  Inatmc- 
tioni,  PreceptA,  Notices,  and  Forma  onder  the 
Regikratioa  of  Electors  AcU^^Mr,  8tan$f4U.) 

METROPOUTAN  FIRE  BRIGADE 
EXPENSES  BILL.— [Bill  SO.] 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

QUE  STIO  N. 


THE  MARQUESS  OF  LONDONT)ERRY. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfaat,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  aek  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
if  it  is  true,  as  reported,  that  Lord 
Londonderry  has  offered  to  resign  his 
position  as  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

The  SOLICITOB  GENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Uniyersitjof 
Dublin) :  This  is  the  first  that  I  have 
heard  of  the  suggestion. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  F. 


AGRICULTURAL   TENANTS  (IRELAND) 
BILL. -[Bill  7.] 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

♦Mb.  CBILLY  (Mayo,  N.):  At  the 
outset  of  the  remarks  I  intend  to  offer 
in  explanation  of  this  Bill,  the  Second 
Beading  of  which  I  now  moye>  I  wish 
to  express  my  regret  that  I  find  myself 
in  the  position  of  having  to  iutroduoe 
into  this  House  once  more  one  of  those 
never-ending    Irish  Laud  Bills  which 


have  been  troaUin^  hoo.  Memben  m 
this  Chamber  ever  imea  tbey  midertook 
in  1800  the  thanVleei  aad  ptofitleH  task 
of  legislating  for  the  Irish  people— a  taak 
whidi  wonld  have    been   nuMh  better 
discharged  by  the  Irish    people  them- 
selves, to  the  matual  advantage  of  both 
England  and  Irdand.    Uolbrtiiiiateljy. 
IriSk  Land  BiBs  have  been  haunting 
this  House,  ocenpying  its  time  and  over- 
burdening its  reoot&  to  a  fmt  g;nater 
extent  than  anj  other  question    that 
ever  came  before  it,  and  even  if  this 
measure  were  to  pass  into  law,  if  we  aie 
to  accept  the  statements  of  the  ri^t 
hon.  Member    for   West  Birmingham 
TMr.  J.  Chamberlain),  and  if  we  are  to 
believe  other  inspired  orades,  dus  is  by 
no  means  the  last  Irish  Land  IKll  that 
is  going  to  be  forced  upon  this  EEouse. 
It  is  pre-ordained,  if  these  oracles  are 
to  be  believed,  that  the  final  Irish  Land 
Bill  which  is  to  trouble  this  House — ^the 
crowning  measure  of  legislation  which 
is  to  solve  for  all  time  this  huge  agra- 
rian difficulty,  is  to  come  from  thefertilo 
brain  and  cunning  hand   of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  ^l^^et 
Birmingham.     There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  one  of  the  most    interesting  and 
entertaining  works  of  fiction  which  will 
delight  and  surprise  literary  circles  in  the 
coming  time,  a  work  of  fiction  far  surpas- 
sing in  attractiveness  * '  The  Last  Days  of 
Pompeii,"  *'The  Last  of  the  Barons,'' 
"The  Last  of  the  Tribunes"  or  <*The 
Last  of  the  Mohicans,"  will  be  "  The 
Last  of  the  Land  Bills,  by  the  Bight 
Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain."     If,  how* 
ever,  Irish  Land  Bills  are  continually^ 
knocking  at  your  door,  it  is  all  your 
own  fault.     You  have  never  failed  in 
the  past,  nor  in  the  present,  to  pursue 
your  old  vicious  ''dog in  the  manger '^ 
policy.      You     refuse     to    deal    with 
the    question    in     a     thorough-goin^- 
and    drastic    fashion    yourselves,    ana 
you   decline    to     send    us    about    our 
business  to  College  Green,  where  we 
should   speedily  be   able  to  settle  the 
difficulty  for  ourselves.    As  to  the  par- 
ticular Bill  which  I  propose  to  discusa 
to-day,   I    have    no    doubt    we    shall 
be  told  that  it  is  a  larg^  and  comprehen- 
sive measure,  containing  unprecedented 
proposals.  My  answer  in  anticipation  is, 
that  if  this  is  a  large  and  comprehensive 
measure  it  is  framed  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  large  and  comprehensive  evils. 
And  as  you    cannot  make  war   with 
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rose  water,  so  you  cannot  grapple 
with  and  remove  g^ss  scandals  and 
oolossal  evils  without  taking  action  at 
once  bold  and  far-reaching.  My  con- 
tention in  this  matter  is  that  this 
is  not  a  large  and  comprehensive 
measure  in  the  sense  of  its  being 
either  unprecedented  or  revolutionary. 
It  is  a  proposal  to  do  two  things — to  give 
in  the  nrst  place  natural  and  legitimate 
effect  to  principles  and  measures  which 
have  already  been  accepted  and  endorsed 
by  this  House ;  and,  secondly,  to  put  be- 
yond doubt  some  points  on  the  Statute 
Book  in  reference  to  Irish  land  legisla- 
tion— points  which  the  framers  and  pro- 
moters of  that  legislation  never  meant 
should  be  involved  for  a  single  instant 
in  the  slightest  obscurity.  The  Bill  is, 
consequently,  at  one  and  the  same  time 
an  extending  and  an  explanatory  Bill. 
It  seeks  to  carry  out  the  spirit  of  the 
Land  Acts  of  1870,  1881,  and  1887,  in  so 
far  as  those  Acts  evinced  a  desire  to  do 
justice  to  the  Irish  tenant,  and  to  give 
him  legal  protection  in  the  enjoyment  of 
his  own  property.  It  seeks,  further,  to 
bring  within  the  region  of  common 
sense  definitions  which,  as  they  stand, 
are  so  complex  and  involved  that 
they  puzzle  and  bewilder  the  highest  and 
most  competent  tribunals  in  the  country. 
As  to  the  details  of  the  Bill,  I  do  not 
disguise  that  they  may  be  viewed  with 
apprehension  by  those  who  are  willing 
to  take  on  themselves  to-day  in  this 
House  the  office  of  champions  of  the 
heartless  evictions    which    have  taken 

Slace  in  Donegal,  Galway,  and  Elil- 
are,  by  the  organizers  of  what  has 
been  justly  described  as  **the  devil's 
work"  in  Ireland.  The  Bill  seeks 
to  afford  more  efficient  protection 
to  the  tenant's  own  improvement  in 
his  holding ;  it  would  bring  about  a 
revision  of  the  Statutory  term  of  15 
years  ;  it  empowers  the  Land  Court  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  arrears,  it 
amend9  the  law  relating  to  leaseholders, 
and  it  reg^ates  the  question  of  turbary. 
If  the  improvements  which  the  Irish 
tenants  have  made  in  their  holdings  in 
the  past  were  unreservedly  their  own, 
if  the  accumulations  of  arrears  which 
have  grown  up  in  past  years  as  the  in- 
evitable consequence  of  rack  rents  were 
readjusted,  as  you  have  readjusted  them 
in  Scotland,  and  if  the  Irish  tenants  had 
free  and  speedy  access  to  an  impartially 
oonstitnted  Land  Court-— can  it  be  ima- 


gined for  a  moment  that  the  world  would 
be  shocked  at  the  heartrending  scenes 
which  have    occurred    at    evictions  at 
Glenbeigh  and  Clongorey ;  would  there 
be    found    in    Donegal    a    desolation 
which    almost    amounts  to  civil  war; 
and  would  you  have  at  your  doors  the 
shame  and  disgrace  of  a  Clanricarde'a 
infamies  ?    It  is  because  we  are  anxious 
to   put    some    kind    of    stop  to  these 
atrocities  and  injustices  that  we  come 
to-day  to  this  House  to  ask  you  to  pass 
the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill.     We 
put  in  the  forefront  of  the  measure  the 
question  of  the  protection  of  the  tenants' 
improvements.     To  re- state  the  case  on 
behalf  of  the  tenants'  improvements  in 
Ireland  would  be  to  repeat  a  story  which 
has  been  told  ad  nauseam;  but  it  is  a 
matter  of  fact  and  history  that  no  Irish 
reform  was  ever  carried  in  this  House 
until  it  had  been  dinned  into  our  ears 
time  after  time  and  year  after  year, 
and,   perhaps,   when  we  have  further 
dinned  into   our  ears  the  justice   and 
necessity  of  Home  Eule,  it  will  probably 
be    granted,    and    then,   probably,   no 
thanks  will  be  returned,  because  you 
will  have  been  compelled  to  pass  tiiat 
measure.    All  the  improvements  in  Irish 
agricultural  holdings  have  been  made  by 
the  industry  and  capital  of  the  tenants 
themselves,  and  the  landlords,  as  a  rule, 
have  not  contributed  a  single  farthing^ 
towards  them.     The  Eeport  of  the  Devon 
Commission  in  1845,  the  Bessborough 
Commission  in  1881,   and  the  Cowper 
Commission  only  a  couple  of  years  ago, 
reported    that    the    improvements  and 
equipments  of  the  farms  were  solely 
the  work  of  the  tenants.     Lord  Cowper, 
speaking  on  the  2l8t  of  April,    1887, 
with    the    special    knowledge    he  had 
gained  as  Chairman  of  the  Commission, 
said : — *'  Until  recently  the  landlords  did 
not  make  improvements  on  the  land, 
and  when  the  tenants  made  them  their 
rents  were  immediately  raised."  A  g^eat 
Englishman,  recently  deceased— the  late 
Mr.  Bright— on  one  occasion  made  the 
famous  declaration   that   if    the    land 
of  Ireland  were  denuded  of  the  tenants* 
improvements,  it  would  simply  run  to 
prairie    value.     Your  ftoyal    Commis* 
sions,  packed  and  picked  by  yourselves, 
guided  and  influenced  by  Irish  land- 
lords, have  all  reported  that  the  tenants 
and  not  the  landlords  of  Ireland  hav& 
made  the  improvements.  Why,  then,  are 
the  tencmts  not  given  that  to  which  they 

F  2 


131         Agricultural  Tenanit  {COMMONS | 


{IrsUmi)  BOL 


13S 


are  justly  entitled  ?  If  these  improye- 
ments  are  the  tenants'  own,  why,  in  the 
name  of  justice  and  common  sense,  do 
you  not  make  them  their  own  at  once  ? 
It  is  only  in  a  Biblical  sense,  I  suppose, 
the  Conseryatiye  Party  in  this  House 
are  prepared  to  render  unto  Gesear  the 
things  that  are  Csesar's.  But  I  do  not 
ask  you  to  protect  the  improyements  of 
the  tenants  in  their  holdings  in  Ireland 
merely  because  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sioners haye  reported  that  they  were 
made  by  the  tenants  themselves.  I  ask 
the  Government  to  declare,  as  the  Act 
of  1881  declared,  that  no  rent  shall  be 
put  upon  the  tenant  on  account  of  the 
improvements  he  has  made.  In  that 
year  this  House  enacted  that  no  rent 
should  be  payable  on  improvements  of 
the  tenant  or  his  predecessor  in  title, 
unless  compensated  by  the  landlord  or 
his  predecessor  in  title ;  but  the  jugglery 
of  the  Land  Courts  in  Ireland  have  de- 
feated the  intention  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  famous  judgment  in  the 
case  of  Adams  v.  Dunseath  set  at  naught 
the  clauses  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
which  sought  to  give  the  tenants  protec- 
tion for  the  improvements  they  had 
made,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
Lord  Chancellor  Law,  one  of  the 
leading  men  who  framed  the  Bill  of 
1881,  was  against  the  interpretation  put 
upon  the  Act  by  his  fellow  judges. 
There  is  also  the  opinion  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  who  said,  on 
on  the  9th  of  August,  1881— 

"That  was  not  the  basifl  on  which  they 
proceeded  now ;  the  tenants'  improvements 
were  the  tenants*  own  property,  and  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  would  not  admit  the  principle  that 
the  time  during  which  the  tenant  had  en- 
joyed the  improvements  was  any  reason  why 
they  should  pass  away  from  him." 

I  seek,  therefore,  by  this  extending  and 
explanatory  Bill,  to  give  effect  to  the 
evident  intention  of  the  House  when  it 
passed  the  Act  of  1 88 1 .  I  further  contend, 
in  connection  with  the  question  of  tenant 
improvements,  that  it  would  be  almost  an 
impossibility  for  such  disgraceful  and 
atrocious  scenes  as  the  burning  of  Clon- 
gorey  and  Glenbeigh  to  have  taken 
place,  if  the  tenants  had  not  been  rented 
on  their  own  improyements.  Further, 
we  seek  to  grapple  in  this  Bill  with  the 
ffreat  and  burning  question  of  arrears ; 
and  if  our  case  in  favour  of  the  tenants* 
improvements  is  a  strong  case,  our  case 

Mr.  Crilh 


in  favour  of  the  appointment  of  some  tri- 
bunal such  as  the  Land  Cbnrt  to  doai 
with  the  question  of  airean  is  simply 
irresistible.  The  Bill  does  not  lay  down 
any     hard-and-fast     line    to    compel 
the     Court     to     wipe     ont     aixears. 
We  do  not  propose  absolntelj  to  wipe 
out  or  cancel  the  arrears,  but  to  lears 
it  optional  with  the  Court  to  decide  on 
the    merits  of    eaoh  case  that    comes 
before  it ;  nor  do  we  propose  to  desl 
with  the  matter  in  any  revolationaiy 
spirit.    The  fact  is,  that  we  ha¥e  simply 
followed  the  text  of  the  Crofters  Act, 
and  surely,  if  you  deal  with  the  arrears 
of  the  Scotch  crofters  in  a    fair  and 
generous  spirit,  there  is  no  reason  why 
you  should  not  deal  in  the  same  fair, 
just,    and     impartial   spirit    with    the 
accumulations  on  the  heads  of  tho  un- 
fortunate Irish  tencmts.     I  would  here 
ask  how  has  the  Crofters'  Act  worked  in 
Scotland?   Its  working  has  been  such 
as  to  show  how  necessary  it  was  to  pass 
that  Act.    The  Scotch  crofters    ncTer 
would  have  been   able  to  have  made 
headway  if  their  arrears  had  not  been 
so  dealt  with.     What  was  the  action  of 
the  Crofters  Commission  ?    I  wUl  giTe 
the  House  a  sample  of  how  they  haye 
dealt   with    arrears    in    Scotland.      In 
Caithness,  out  of  a  total  of  £831,  they 
cancelled   £625,    which    amounts  to  a 
reduction  of  74  per  cent.     In  Orkney 
the   total    of    £4,094   was   reduced   to 
£2,295,   which  is  56  per  cent,  while  in 
Hoss  and  Cromarty  a  total  of  £13,358 
was  brought  down  to  £9,337,  which  is  a 
reduction  of  74  per  cent.     If  you  take 
the  whole  returns  of  the  Scotch  Crofters 
Commission  you  will  find  that  the  total 
average  of  arrears  cancelled  in  Scotland 
during  the  last   1 2  months  has  been  68 
per  cent.    Why,  I  ask,  do  you  not  follow 
the  same  equitable  course  in  Ireland  ? 
T.^    y}^^   tenant  has  had    the    same 
difficulties  to  contend  with  as  the  Scotch 
crofter.     He  has  found  in  the  last  10 
years  that  his  industry  has  not  enabled 
him  o  get  out  of  the  land  the  rack  rents 
the  landlord  has  demanded,    and   the 
result  IS,  that  arrears  of  an  extraordinary 
and  extravagant  character  have  accumS 
lated,  m  consequence  of  which  we  now 
ask  you,  in  the  spirit  of  fairplav   and 
mstice  to  deal  with  these  arrears  L  ^u 
have  dealt  with   those   of  tie    5!^K 
crofters.     What  is  happenTngl^  I^and 
at  the  nresent  timc'not  mLTly  ete™ 
week,    but    every    day?       The    ffi 
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lords  are  just  as  heartless  now 
as  ever  they  were  in  the  past.  It  was 
only  the  other  day — on  the  1st  of  April 
— that  Judge  Curran,  the  County  Court 
Judge  at  the  KiUamey  Quarter  Sessions, 
asked  why  he  was  worried  hy  the 
Solicitor  for  Lord  Lansdowne  because 
he  would  not  bully  the  poor  tenants  who 
had  come  into  Court  to  pay  the  in- 
stalments of  rent  he  had  fixed  for 
them.  These  tenants  had  come  into 
Court,  and  he  had  adjudged  that  they 
should  pay  the  arrears  owing  in  so  many 
instalments  spread  over  a  certain  time, 
and  when  the  tenants  camu  to  the  Court 
to  pay  the  instalments  to  Lord  Lans- 
downe's  agent,  the  solicitor  to  Lord 
Lansdowne  refused  to  accept  them,  be- 
eause  the  unfortunate  tenants  had  found 
it  impossible  to  pay  the  costs  in  addition 
to  the  rent-costs ,  which  would  go  into  the 
pocket  of  the  solicitor.  My  hon.  Friend 
who  comes  from  Cork  (Mr.  O'Hea) 
knows  that  some  of  these  unfortunate 
creatures  had  to  walk  as  much  as  40, 
and  even  50,  miles  to  bring  the  paltry 
instalments  of  Lord  Lansdowne's  rent, 
and  yet  the  solicitor,  instead  of  wel- 
coming this  sign  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants  that  they  were  willing  to  pay 
their  rent,  sent  them  home  again  all 
the  miles  they  had  come,  because  they 
would  not,  or  could  not,  pay  the  law 
costs.  Judge  Curran  is  reported  to  have 
said  that  whenever  he  made  a  sugges- 
tion he  was  told  he  was  coercing  the 
landlords,  whereas  he  asserted  he  was 
not  coercing  them  but  merely  asking 
them  to  do  what  was  right.  Well,  Sir, 
we  want  the  British  House  of  Commons 
to  put  power  into  the  hcuids  of 
some  recognized  authority —  we  do 
not  care  which  tribunal,  but  we 
suggest  the  Land  Court— which  will 
enable  it  not  merely  to  ask,  or  request, 
or  even  beseech,  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land to  do  what  is  right;  but  which 
will  enable  it  to  coerce  the  landlords, 
if  neoessary,  into  so  doing.  The 
Irish  landlords  have  never  yet  been 
known,  except  in  very  rare  cases,  to  do 
justice  to  their  tenants,  unless  they  were 
compelled ;  and  it  would  now,  perhaps, 
be  well  for  this  House  to  let  the  land- 
lords, in  addition  to  the  Irish  people, 
have  a  touch  of  coercion.  Not  merely 
have  we  had  this  scene  in  the  County 
Court  of  Killarney  ;  but,  only  the  other 
day,  this  House  was  moved  by  hearing 
the  heart  rending  story  of  the  attempted 


eviction  of  an  old  man  ef  86  years  of 
age  at  Boscaberry.  Let  me  read  what 
then  took  place,  and  in  doing  so  I  ap- 
peal to  the  feelings  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  as  well  as  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  I  make  the  quotation  as  an  ex- 
ample of  what  we  wish  to  put  an  end  to. 
We  want,  by  the  action  of  the  Legis- 
lature, to  stay  the  cruel  hands  of  land- 
lords such  as  the  one  who  is  responsible 
for  these  proceedings.  It  is  stated  that 
a  little  after  6  o'clock  in  the  morning 
the  Donovans  at  Boscaberry  were 
startled  by  a  loud  knocking  at  the  door, 
and  young  Donovan  opened  the  door. 
The  Shrieval  party  consisted  of  the 
Sheriff's  officer,  the  Sheriff  officer's  as- 
sistant, and  a  bailiff,  protected  by  25 
policemen.  The  bailiff  made  entry  by 
using  a  crowbar  on  the  door,  and  then 
removed  the  furniture  and  other  effects. 
In  the  mecuitime  two  doctors  examined 
old  Donovan,  who  lay,  weak  and  debili- 
tated, in  bed,  and  they  announced  that 
this  old  man,  of  over  86  winters, 
was  fit  for  removal.  They  then 
took  the  poor  man  out  of  bed, 
and,  in  spite  of  the  entreaties  and  re- 
monstrcuices  of  his  family,  they  pro- 
ceeded to  put  on  his  stockings,  shoes, 
and  vest ;  but  when  it  came  to  putting 
on  his  coat  the  old  man  swoonea  horn 
weakness,  to  the  consternation  of  all 
around  him.  The  doctors,  who  were 
then  in  the  yard,  were  apprised  of  what 
had  occurred.  They  were  quickly  on 
the  scene,  and  exhibited  much  uneasi- 
ness. They  applied  a  galvanic  battery 
to  restore  animation,  and  a  messenger 
Tras  sent  for  stimulants  to  the  landlord's 
house,  which  was  some  distance  away. 
Brandy  was  procured,  but  for  a  time 
matters  looked  serioup.  It  was  con- 
sidered that  life  was  ebbing  fast ;  but 
after  a  time  the  old  man  showed  signs 
of  returning  animation,  and  the  doctors^ 
after  a  consultation  with  the  police^ 
retired,  leaving  old  Donovan  in  his  bed, 
and  the  landlord  in  possession.  That, 
Sir,  is  one  of  the  scenes  with  which  the 
unfortunate  Irish  tenants  have  been 
familiar  for  many  years  past.  I  have 
quoted  ^this  case  from  the  Daily  Nmaft^ 
and  I  suppose  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  naving  been  prompted  and 
tutored  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Antrim  (Mr. 
Macartney)  will  say  in  reply,  *'  The 
account  you  have  read  from  the  Daily 
New  is  sadly  exaggerated."     But,  I 
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may  My  that  them  certainly  U  a  ground  ,  landlords     are    trying  by   impoaaible 


for  tha  report,  hoc*Aiiiie  it  appeared  in 
the  (\irk  paperiii  an  well  an  in  those  of 
l^^ndoii.  if  theiie  prooeodings  had 
never  otHturn^d  the  rane  would  not  have 
t>eeu  re|HirtcHl.  and  have  remained,  as  it 
ha  A  doue«  witlumt  the  Nlightent  contra- 
d\oii«\u  tf\M\\  the  Imyal  and  Patriotic 
Tnuxu  I  w%n\ld  aHk,  why  was  this 
«h«vkiu|{  iMreue  enaoted  f  Simply  hecause 
the  tenawt  \snild  uot  yny  his  arrears. 
The  f«\naut  had  a  leaee  of  hin  farm,  the 


means  to  recover  the  rents  it 
is  inipossible  for  the  tenants  to 
pay.  I  hold  in  my  band  a  sample  of 
the  Easter  gifts  tbat  are  being  sent  to 
the  Ulster  tenants,  and  I  am  aony  the 
hon.  Member  for  Soath  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell)  is  not  in  his  place,  toaee 
what  a  chivalrous  body  of  landlords 
there  are  in  that  part  of  Ireland.  This 
is  a  writ  from  the  repreeentatiTes  of 
the  Marquess  of    Downshire,   and  my 


(Kw^iwuMif  valuAftiMi  of  whii*h  wa«r*24  I  correspondent     says   that    some    bnn- 

).^» ,  Aiu)  ihtk  «\1«1  r^iit.  \ihi«*h  ha»  been  di^s  of  tenants    on    the    Downshire 

l^^u>ls1^^  r^.N  b>  th««l.andOomnuMion.  <**tate      have       been      served      with 

«*»  4"«-:      Th^  ii^»ant  ow<\l  twx^  \tmrs*  »imilar  ejectment  noticea.     The  writer 

wtt'.f     ^hwh   «A»    »*si,  a»d   the'Kval  ^'   '^'^  1*""  I   ^^•▼^  *"«•  >•  »    »w. 

\^*«^,C^^  «^)<M^vm3l\v    Kath^r  Hi!l.  trie.!  jT^ntleman    in    County    Down,    whose 

r,*  i\tHv4  A  M'ti  Vmrv.t  o»  th^*^  lin^  -a  «*"**  ^  ^^-^  ?*«^  i*  it  be  desired,  and  he 

^sN*\  « ^v^vt  n^  >\*u.^   At  fS,t*o\\  T^»,\t.  *«»!  «  '•*  ^^»>  iuak«  the  statement  I  have 

*^^  oi^A>  v.v%\\xviwj  I.*  S^^vA\.«.  •:«  Av.t^.'.sal  ?••*'   quoted.     And  this  is  what  takes 

\v»«uVa^^;>    ,\i    »**.,"*       ;>*>    ,\*^.r    tV,*  xCa*>^.     ::o:     it     rebellious    Mnnster, 

^i-^v  S>A»  .^   ,\'^x^..',v\v\   \-.vx    tV?     *-,:?  1  ^•.v.*^K'  ^-a- vVitaarixx.  but  in  the  much 

»X^  ^♦i;\^>^*  ^.>^\>    v.,sj   ♦.svxM    s   Av,,*,  t**.;?:^^  V;*s«'.     It  this  case,  the  iu- 


^xx>xv',v,  ^v  /^Nj      \,»^     *>AJ  »,-.;^\    ^'»^:3i;T*^f  ^«:ax:'#asxsalpeBt  is£3  14a., 


•.'jLiv  ^N*^*    *.-.,v\*.  w     > ,•   ,V'.*v.'"*  v\sA'      A'*?<Mtr*»   TTJLi'XT^  a  TocaL  with  eostSi  of 

».'^.  :•.  .-•>..  .,^  V  .-.X.    «  -.V  iw.vwi'tx  V    wsM/x   V  r*T  «iri  a  «2£?    We  say 
Vv^ui-i  *     V  xvs.  v*i  ^^N,..  ...  .V  \4v**    ^'•'^  >*VK*,'i  j^.ci  i.:iL:te  MOM nficf  as 


^*...i.  v.x.    Vx.»  Vvv.j^.>    .«*.».  >  :•      ^^  «^v!  «  '  ni»t  w  a  mrxuGMa  of  his 
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Oentleman.    He  belieyed  both  the  rents 
ttnd  arrears  to  be  excessive,  and  we, 
who  hold  the  same  belief,  ask  the  House 
to  deal  with  these  arrears  in  the  same 
way  as  it  has  dealt  with   arrears  in 
Scotland.     Sir,  I  feel  strongly  that  this 
question  of  arrears  is  a  vital  question  in 
Ireland.    It  is  the  heart  of  the  movement 
in  that  country,  and  if  this  House  wants 
to  kill  the  plan  of  campaign  and  wants 
to  try  and  destroy,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  legitimate  and  healthy  influence  of 
my  hon.  Friends  the  Members  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  North  East  Cork 
(Mr.  W.   O'Brien),   it  can   only  effect 
«uoh  a  result  by  at  once  grappling  with 
this  question    of    arrears.     It  is  clear 
that  the  Irish  tenants  can  never  pay  the 
arrears  now  due,   and    they  will    con- 
seauently  remain    hopelessly    in    debt 
unless  you  come  to  tneir  assistance  in 
the  same  spirit  with  which  you  came  to 
the  assistance  of  the  Scotch  crofters.     I 
have  been  looking  at  the  report  nven  in 
Sansard  of  the  debate  which  took  place 
last  year  on  a  subject  cognate  to  this, 
and  I  notice  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Antrim  then  expressed  his  fear 
that  if  any  clause  were  carried  dealing 
with  this  question  of  arrears,  the  effect 
would  be  to  demoralize  the  Irish  tenant, 
and  induce  him  not  to  pay  his  rent ;  but 
rather  to  allow  arrears  to  accumulate  so 
that  he  might  get  off  easy  with  his  rent. 
Ab,  Sir,  it  is  not  Bills  passed  by  the 
action  of  Parliament  that  have  demoral- 
ized the  Irish  tenant  and  made  him  dis- 
honest,   thriftless,    and   idle — ^if  these 
charges  can  be  laid  against  him,  which 
I  deny ;  but  if  there  be  any  truth  in 
them,  and  the  fault  lies  at  anybody's 
door,  it  is  to  be  found  at  the  door  of  the 
class    in    Ireland   to   which    the  hon. 
<}entleman  belongs ;   because,    in    the 
past,  the  Irish  tenant  knew  that  if  he 
put  one  hour's  industry  into  his  little 
XLolding,  and  spent  one  penny  in  im- 
proving and  beautifying  it,  the  landlord 
would  step  in  and  put  a  further  increase 
on  the  rack  rent  he  was  then  paying.    I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  get  up 
in  this  House  to-day,  and  accuse  the 
Irish  tenants  of  a  desire  to  shirk  their 
responsibilities;  because  the  records  of  the 
House  show  that  the  debts  the  Irish  ten- 
ants have  incurred  to  the  Government  they 
have  made  honest  and  persistent  efforts 
to  repay.     The  Irish  tenant  of  to-day 
is  as  honest  as   the   Irish   landlord — 
ladeedy  he  is  very  much  more  honest 


than  the  landlord.    He  has  tried  to  pay 
for  years  and  years  an  impossible  rack- 
rent,  and  it  is  doing  him  an  absolute 
injustice  for  any  representative  of  €uiy 
Irish  constituency  to  come  to  this  House 
and  say  he  is  dishonest  and  would  take  an 
advantage  of  the  landlord  in  order  that 
he   might  avoid   the  responsibility  of 
paying  his  lawful  debts.     I  have  greater 
faith  in  the  Irish  tenant  than  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  I  believe  that  if  he  had 
the  opportunity  he  would  discharge  his 
lawful  debts  more  readily  than  the  Irish 
landlords,  as  the  records  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Courts  will  show.   In  addition  to 
the  question  of  protecting  the  tenant's 
farm  improvements  and  the  other  ques- 
tion of  arrears,  the  present  Bill  proposes 
to  bring  within  the  scope  of  its  opera- 
tions the  leaseholders  of  Ireland.   Now, 
how  do  we  stand  with  regard  to  this 
question  ?  Our  position  on  these  benches 
has  been  always  clear  on  this  matter. 
We  do  not  nibble  at  little  points  and  go 
into  infinitesimal  details  like  the  hon. 
Gentlemen    the    Members    for    South 
Antrim  and  South  Tyrone.     We   say 
that  we  can  only  deal  with  this  Irirai 
Land  Question  in  a  radical  fashion,  and 
not  by  a  piecemeal  system  of  clippinga 
bit  off  here  and  a  bit  off  there.    We 
propose  to  remove  the  whole  injustioe 
at  once,  and,  with  regard  to  the  lease- 
holders,   we  would    extend    the    First 
Section  of  the  Land  Act  of  1887  to  all 
the  leaseholders  in  Ireland.     I  remem- 
ber that  when  the  Second  Reading  of 
that    Act    was    moved    by    the    Chief 
Secretary,  an  Amendment  was  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Stirling  Burghs  who  sits  on 
the    front     Opposition     Bench.      The 
Amendment  he    moved  was  with   the 
view  of  extending  the   Bill  so   as  to 
bring  within  its  scope   all  the   lease* 
holders  of  Ireland,  and  on  that  occasion 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo  spoke  strongly  in  the  same 
sense.      These    hon.    and    right   hon. 
Gentlemen  were  joined  in  their  condem- 
nation of  the  limitations  imposed  by 
the  Bill  by  the  hon.  Gentleman   the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,   and,   not 
merely    did    those    three    Gentlemen 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  extend 
the  scope  of  the  Bill,  so  as  to  bring 
all  the  Irish   leaseholders    within    its 
purview,  but  a  noble  Lord,  who  sits  im- 
mediately behind  the  Treasury  Bench, 
and  about  whom  there  it  a  eonaiderable 
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fact  of  occupation  for  a  certain  length  of 
time,  the  mere  fact  of  having  used  and 
enjoyed  his  own  improvements  for   a 
certain  length  of  time  was  compensa- 
tion by   the    landlord.      Was  ever    a 
more  monstrous  or  more  absurd  propo- 
sition put  forward  ?    I  can  well  recollect 
that  the   decision  in  ''Adams  against 
Dunsneath  "  carried  dismay  to  the  hearts 
of  tens  of  thousands  of  farmers  in  Ire- 
land.    It  prevented  a  large  number  of 
them  seeking  relief  in  the  Land  Court 
-at  all.     And  that  is  one  explanation  of 
why,  after  the  seven  years*  operation  of 
the  Act  of  1881,  such  a  small  percentage 
-of  the  tenants  have  sought  the  benefit  of 
the  Land  legislation  which  this  House  is 
supposed  to  have  placed  at  their  disposal. 
There  cannot  be  a  doubt  that  the  Land 
Oommissioners  all  over  the  country  have 
borne  that  decision  in  mind,  and  the  in- 
adequacy of  the  reductions  they  have 
made  has  been  recognized  by  this  House, 
for  they  have  not  been  commensurate 
with  the  value  of  the  tenants'  improve- 
ments.    Take  the  example  of  an  estate 
in  my  own  division — the  small  estate  of 
Sir  James  Mackay,  and  which  is  now 
under  the  Plan  of  Campaign.     Thirty 
years  ago  the  valuation  oi  the  estate  was 
£199 ;  the  rental  at  the  time  was  £205. 
It  was  raised  in  1855  and  again  in  1870, 
to  £500.     In  1887  a  certain  number  of 
tenants  sought  the  benefit  of  the  Land 
Act,  and  the  £500  was  reduced  to  £446, 
80  that  the  rental  has  been  raised  from 
£205  to  £446.    It  was  within  the  know- 
ledge of  everybody  in  the  locality  that 
-the  increased  value  of  the  land  was  due 
to  the    tenant,    for    it   was    originally 
mountain,  marsh,  anl  moor  till  the  im- 
*  provements  were  made  by  the  tenants ; 
yet,  when  these  teoants  seek  relief  in  the 
Land  Court,  their  rents  are  reduced  by 
such  small  proportions  that  it  was  evi- 
dent the  Commissioners,  in  fixing  the 
rents,  fixed  them  upon  the  tenants'  own 
improvements.     Out  of  that  small  estate 
I  take  the  case  of  two  or  three  particular 
tenants,    in     order    to    illustrate    the 
-working   of  the    Clause.     Mr.    Ring's 
holding     was     valued     at     £24     30 
years  ago ;    rent    £31 ;    raised  to   £38 
in  1870 ;  and  the  judicial  rent  was  fixed 
.  at    £49 — approaching    an    increase  of 
nearly   100    per    cent.      Then,  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  O'ljeary  the  holding  was 
valued  at  £10  30  years  ago ;  rent  £12 ; 
raised  by  stages  to  £26;   reduced   by 
•the  Court  to  £20.     Mr.  Mahoney ;  valu- 
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ation  £13  lOs.;  rent  only  £12;  raised 
to  £35 ;  and  allowed  to  remain  at  tiiat 
amount  by  the  Oommiasiaa.    The  people 
have    since    found  themselTes  unable 
to  pay  these  judicial  rents  on  aooonnt 
of  the  fall  of  prices,  and  the  landlord 
not  having  offered  them  a  reduction; 
and  they  have  been  obliged  to  adopt  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  upon  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman    the    Member     for    Sonih 
Tyrone  pours  the  vials  of  his  wratdL 
Take  the  case  of  the  Kenmare  estate ; 
and  take  two  townland  in  the  parish 
of  Eathmore,  which  orig^ally  yielded 
£40  yearly,  and  which  was  eyentoally 
raised  by  the  agent,  Mr.  8.  M.  Hossej, 
to    £132.      The    land,    which    was  a 
stretch  of  bog,  had  been  improred  in 
the    meantime    by    the    tenants.      In 
the  case  of  another  townland  he  raised 
the  rent  from  £30  to   £48    and   £68. 
Mr.  Hussey    was    a    man    deaoribed 
as    the    quintessence    of    benevolence 
before  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Commis- 
sion, yet  when  the  lease  fell  in,  in  1870, 
he  raised  the  rent  from  £68  to  £190, 
thus  confiscating,  for  the  benefit  of  ^he 
Earl   of   Kenmare,   the  whole  of  the 
tenants'    improvements,    in    the    most 
wanton    and    unjust    manner.    These 
figures  are  taken  nrom  Plan  of  Oampain 
estates,  and  they  will  explain  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country,  perhaps,  the 
reason  why  they  havebeen  ifbrced  to  adopt 
that  form  of  combination  in  order  to 
secure  themselves  against  this  sort  of 
conspiracy.    It  is  the  same  on  the  Pon- 
sonby  Estate .    I  could  read  to  the  House 
scores  of  names,  and  show  the  repeated 
increases  of  rents  upon  the  tenants'  im- 
provements.   The  clause  of  the  Act  of 
1881  which  purposed  to  deal  with  that 
state  of  things  has  been  inoperative  and 
ineffective,  and  has  not  stopped  the  in- 
justice of  which  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
complain.  Another  part  of  this  Act  whioh 
is  of  very  great  importanoe  indeed,  is 
Section  3 — presumption  in   respect  of 
improvements.     I  think  the  Honae  is 
convinced    by    the    statement    of   my 
hon.   Friend,  if  it  requires  to  be  con* 
vinced,   that  the  Court  is  entitled  to 
presume  that  the  improvements  made 
upon    a    holding    have    been     made 
by    the    tenants.      I    think    one    of 
the    clearest    proofs   of    that    is    the 
clause  named  after  a  Member  of  the 
Liberal     Disunionist    Party,     or    the 
*•  t£enefl«e  Clause,"  by  which  English- 
managed  estates  were,   under   oertain 
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oiroumstanoes,  exdnded  from  the  bene- 
fits of  the  Acts  of  1881.     How  many 
oases    of   that    kind    have*  arisen  ?    I 
would  like  some  information   on   this 
point  from   the    Solicitor   General   for 
Ireland.     There  have   been  very  few 
oases,    showing^  that  the   presumption 
that  the  improvements  have  been  made 
by  the  tenants  is  not   a   presumption 
alone  founded  on  our  arguments   and 
assertions,  but  borne  out  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  during  the  last  nine 
years.    Earl  Oowper's  opinion  has  been 
referred  to  by  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
The  noble  Ix>rd's  statement  was  that 
the  average  rent  of  arable  land  in  Ire- 
land was  about  lis.  6d.  per  acre,  and 
that  6^d  of  that  lis.  6d.   represented 
the  landk>rds'   expenditure.     I   should 
like  to  know  how  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who   will    probably  speak  in 
the  course  of  this  Debate,  will  get  over 
the   statement  of  Earl  Oowper,   whom 
you    could    hardly    accuse    of    undue 
sympathy   with    the    tenants    of    Ire- 
land.    Earl    Oowper    has   been    Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  ;  he  has  acquired 
a  large  and  wide  knowledge  of  the  land 
question,  and  his  statement  is  one  that 
must  be  founded  on  the  best  possible 
information,     and     therefore    we    are 
entitled  to  receive  it  as  a  final  state- 
ment on  the  point.     This  presumption 
as  to  improvements  made  by  the  tenants 
has  received    remarkable  con6rmation 
on  an  estate  in  the  county  of  Oork,  in 
the  Division  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  at  the  present  moment  repre- 
sents in  durance  vile.     On  the  Kings- 
town Estate,  before  the  Sub-Oommis- 
sioners — two  of  whom  at  least  had  been 
unfairly  chosen  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion— Mr.  Webber,  the  proprietor,  ac- 
knowledged,   in  cross-examination  by 
my  hon.   Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Oi^  of  Oork  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  that  it 
baa  not  been  the  practice  for  40  years 
back  on  that  estate  to  contribute  one 
penny  towards  the  improvement  of  the 
tenants'  holdings,  although  it  had  been 
the  custom  to  do  so  formerly.     Under 
the  able  management  of  the  case  by  my 
hon.  Friend,  it  was  proved  that  a  large 
amount    of  improvements    had    been 
made;  and  yet  when  the  decisions  of 
the  Land  Commissioners  came  to   be 
published  we  found  that  they  had  fixed 
the  rents  upon  the  improvements  which 
had  been  proved  to  be  the  property  of 


the  tenants.  There  cannot  be  a  doubt 
that  in  that  case  the  rents  fixed  were 
unfair  and  unjust,  and  therefore  I  say 
that  Clause  3  of  this  Bill  is  absolutely 
necessary  in  order  to  carry  into  effect 
the  intention  of  the  Legislature  in  1881. 
Clause  10  enacts  that  a  stay  of  pro- 
ceedings in  connection  with  arrears 
shall  be  made  by  the  Court.  I  think 
that  is  one  of  the  most  important  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill.  It  is  a  clause  to 
which  we  ask  the  particular  attention 
of  the  Government,  as  it  is  one  which  in 
my  opinion  will  test  the  genuineness 
and  bona  fidez  of  the  statements  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  regret, 
therefore,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
CMr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  should  have  thought 
it  right  to  turn  his  back  upon  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  this  House  and  on  public 
platforms  has  said  that  the  evictions 
in  Ireland  have  been  utilized  by  the 
Nationalist  Party  as  stage  tricks.  Clause 
10  of  this  Bill,  if  it  passes,  will  do  away 
entirely  with  any  chance  of  making 
capital  out  of  these  unfortunate  and 
harrowing  scenes.  Ninety- nine-hund- 
redths  of  these  evictions  taking  place 
in  Ireland  at  the  present  time  are  due, 
unfortunately,  to  this  question  of  the 
accumulation  of  arrears.  Only  two  days 
ago  I  saw  in  a  certain  paper  a  report  of 
a  case  in  which  there  was  a  process 
against  a  Mr.  John  DriscoU  for  one  half- 
year's  rent,  which  was  only  just  due. 
The  valuation  of  the  holding  was  £53 
and  the  rent  £80.  Mr.  DriscoU  had 
served  an  originating  notice  a  year  and 
a-half  previously,  but  had  been  unable 
to  fi^et  his  case  heard  before  the  landlord 
took  out  the  process  against  him.  If  he 
is  unable  to  pay  he  will,  of  course,  be 
ejected  in  due  course,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  he  has  taken  measures  to 
get  a  fair  rent  fixed.  In  my  own  con- 
stituency there  is  a  case  of  still  greater 
hardship.  The  landlord's  name  is 
Clancy  and  the  tenant's  name  Sullivan. 
The  farm  is  near  Kanturk.  The  rent 
is  £160  and  the  valuation  less  than  half 
that  amount.     Sullivan  served  an  ori- 

S'nating  notice  a  year  and  a-half  ag^. 
e  owed  one  year's  rent  a  few  months 
ago,  and-  though  he  offered  a  large  por- 
tion of  it  to  the  landlord,  the  latter  was 
inexorable,  and  demanded  the  full  rent 
and  costs.    This  the  man  could  not  pay. 
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and  all  his  cattle  were  seized.  £  1 26  was 
realized  by  the  sale,  and  will  the  House 
believe  that  for  a  small  balance  the  ten- 
ant's interest  in  his  lease  was  sold  to  his 
landlord  for  £35  ?  The  tenant  is  in 
consequence  completely  broken,  his 
interest  in  his  farm  is  gone,  and  his 
property  has  passed  into  the  hands  of 
his  landlord,  and  all  for  one  year's  rent 
at  more  than  double  the  valuation. 
That  case  illustrates  the  necessity  for 
this  clause.  If  the  clause  had  been  law, 
that  man  when  he  served  the  originating 
notice  would  have  been  able  to  obtain 
a  stay  of  proceedings.  We  are  told 
that  diere  is  an  Arrears  Clause  in  the 
Act  of  1887.  So  there  is,  but,  like  many 
other  Clauses  in  Acts  dealing  with 
Ireland,  it  has  been  utterly  inoperative. 
A  County  Court  Judge  well  known  for  his 
impartiality — Judge  Waters  — {JUinis- 
terial  cheeri\,  I  suppose  no  County 
Court  Judge  who  does  not  increase 
sentences  on  appeal  or  deliver  violent 
harangues  on  the  condition  of  the 
country  is  supposed  to  be  impartial  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Well,  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  hardly  dispute  the  legal 
knowledge  of  Judge  Waters  if  they  deny 
his  impartiality.  Speaking  at  Dungarvan 
on  this  matter  recently,  he  said — 

**  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  one  on  earth 
that  underttands  the  30th  Section.  There  are 
conflicting  decisions  upon  it,  and  there  was  a 
decision  the  other  day  in  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  that  makes  utter  rank  nonsense  of  the 
Section." 

I  have  never  been  able  to  understand, 
and  I  believe  it  would  pass  the  art 
of  even  an  occupant  of  the  Front  Treasury 
Bench  to  explain,  why  it  is  that  this 
question  of  arrears  has  not  been  dealt 
with  for  the  Irish  tenants  as  for  the 
Scotch  crofters.  This  question  of  arrears 
is  a  burning  question.  It  is  a  question 
that  at  the  present  moment  is  produc- 
tive of  more  disturbance  in  Ireland 
than  possibly  any  other  cause 
that  could  be  named.  One  advan- 
tage would  be  obtained  even  by 
landlords  from  the  clause,  as  it  would 
give  them  a  chance  of  honestly  recover- 
ing a  portion  of  the  arrears.  This 
House  may  pass  Coercion  Acts,  but  the 
bulk  of  the  arrears  in  Ireland  is  practi- 
cally as  irrecoverable  as  if  it  had  been 
thrown  into  the  Atlantic.  This  fact 
would  be  recognized  by  every  man  who 
is  not  so  utterly  steeped  in  stupidity 
as    the    average    Irish   landlords   are. 

Mr.  Flynn 


This  is  a  matter  whioh,  if  the  House  i» 
in  earnest  in  dealing  with  the  Irish 
Land  Question,  will  at  once  reoelYe  itsoon- 
sideration.  The  right  hon.GeDtleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  BAlfour).bas 
said  somewhere  that  the  Irish  tenant  is 
the  spoilt  child  of  the  Legialatare.  If 
so,  Sir,  he  has  been  handed  over  to  a 
crael  step-father  at  a  very  early  age. 
What,  I  ask,  is  the  use  of  gating  bene- 
fits to  the  Irish  tenants  with  one  hand 
if  you  take  them  away  with  the  other  7 
If  you  pass  this  Bill  it  will  do  much  to 
relieve  the  tenants  in  Ireland,  and  it  is 
because  we  believe  that  it  will  do  mueh 
towards  restoring  social  order  and 
peace  in  Ireland  that  we,  on  these 
Benches,  bring  forward  this  measure  ia 
the  knowledge  that  it  will  noWbe  nnjost 
to  the  landlords,  and  that  it  will  give 
the  merest  justice  to  the  tenants  them* 
selves 

Mb.'  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  8.) :  I 
rise  to  propose  that  this  *'  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  on  this  day  six  months." 
I  think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.   Flynn),    before   referring  te  the 
absence  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  might 
have  looked  at  the  condition  of  his  own 
Benches.     The  mover  of  the  Bill  main- 
tained  that  the  measure  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  the  tenantry  of  Ireland^ 
and  yet  five-sixths  of  the  Party  are  absent 
from  the  House,  including  the  Leader. 
The  hon.  Member  for  l^uth  Annagh 
(Mr.  A.  Blane)  last  year  moved  a  pre- 
cisely similar  Bill,  and  admitted  that  if 
it  became  law  it  would  not  satisfy  the 
Party  opposite.     I  now  understand  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  this  Bill  to 
say  that  a  measure  which  upsets  the 
settlement  made  in  1881,  whion  stirs  np 
the  arrangements  of  the  Land  Act  en 
that  year,  with  regard  to  the  condition 
of  the  tenants,  the  principle  of  improve- 
ment, and  the  question  of  arrears  is  not 
a  large  and  comprehensive  Bill.     That 
shows  how  utterly  futile  it  is  for  this 
House  to  enter  into  the  consideration  of 
measures  brought  forward  with  renzd 
to  land  in  Ireland  by  hon.  Memoers 
opposite,    unless  they  produce   a  Bill 
embodying    what  they  really    want — 
namely,  the  abolition  of  all  rent.    They 
prefer  to  nibble  at  it  by  degrees.     In* 
stead    of  introducing    a  Bi&  like  the 
present  one,  it  would  be  more  honest 
and  straightforward  of  them  to  pronose 
that  rent  should  at  once  be  abolisned. 
That  is  their  main  object  and  policy ; 
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and  if  they  can  get  the  House  to  agree 
io  the  prindplee  of  the  present  Bill,  they 
will  he  found  next  year  oringing  forward 
a  Bill  that  will  go  much  further.  When 
ihe  country  understands  the  principle  on 
which  these  hon.  Members  are  proceed- 
.  ing  it  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  them, 
because  they  are  seeking  to  carry  out 
what  is  really  an  attack  on  all  property. 
Hon.   Gentlemen  below  the  G-angway 
opposite  contend  that  the  Land  A(^  of 
1881   and     1887    have    proved    to    be 
failures.     I  assert,  on  the  contrary,  that 
the  intention  of  the  Legislature  in  pass- 
ing those  Acts  has  been  carried  out,  and 
that  they  have  been  successful  in  con- 
ferring on  the  tenants  the  benefits  which 
it  was  meant  they  should  receive.  Nearly 
one-half  of  the    occupying  tenants  of 
Ireland  have  takeu,  or  are  taking^,  ad- 
vantage of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1881.     And  what  has  been  the  result? 
The  average  general  reduction  of  rent 
over  the  whole  of  Ireland  during  the 
past  seven  years  only  amounts  to  19*7. 
xhere  are  97,000  cases  in  which  tenants 
have  of  their  own  free  will  entered  into 
agreements  with  their  landlords  without 
the  intervention  of  the  Court,  and  in 
those  cases  the  tenants  have  agreed  to 
pay  rents,  the  reduction  upon  which  is 
3  per  cent  less  than  that  effected  by  the 
Oommissioners.    Moreover,  the  Reports 
which  have  been  laid  before  the  House 
as  to  the  rents  fixed   from    the    very 
commencement  up  to  the  present  time 
show    that     the    Commissioners    have 
always  dealt  effectively  with  cases  of 
over- renting  where  they  have  occurred. 
The   Irish  tenants   are   able    to    take 
oare  of  themselves,  and  they  would  not 
oonsent  to  reductions  of  only  16  per  cent, 
unless   they   were   fair  and   adequate, 
when  large  reductions  were  being  given 
in  other  cases  by  the  Courts.     If  the 
action  of  the  Land  Commission  had  been 
inadequate  in  the  case  of  yearly  tenants, 
leaseholders  would  not  have  been  eager 
to  go   before  the  same  tribunal,  but, 
directly  certain  classes  of  them  get  the 
opportunity,  they  do  so  in  large  numbers. 
Up  to  August,  1888,  the  reported  reduc- 
tions granted  to  leaseholders  averaged 
29*6  per  cent  in  the  Commission  Courts, 
aad  33*1  per  cent  in  the  Civil  Bill  Courts. 
At  the  same  time  the  rents  of  yearly 
tenants  were  reduced  by  28*3  per  cent 
in  the  Commission  Courts,  and  by  27*8 
per  cent  in  the  Civil  Bill  Courts.    These 
sgures  show  that  the  rents  looorved  in 


leases  are  not  generally  so  extortionate 
as  they  have  been  represented  to  be, 
although  there  are  eases  of  over-renting. 
A  Report  of  259  cases  in  the  county  of 
Cork  shows  that  the  Land  Commission 
have  done  their  duty  and  have  ade- 
quately and  successfully  grappled  with 
the  question   of  over-renting.      In   13 
cases  the  reductions  were  less  than  20 
per  cent ;  in  1 13  cases  more  than  20  per 
cent;  in  91,  more  than  30  per  cent;  in 
40,  more  than  40  per  cent ;  the  highest 
reaching  65*7   per  cent.     The  figures 
show  that  the  Land  Commissioners  are 
always  ready  to  deal  with  over-renting 
when  it  is  brought  to  their  notice,  but 
that   at   the  same  time  they  recognize 
it  as  an  exception  and  not  as  a  general 
rule.     It  is  also   clear  that    it  is  the 
practice  of  the  Commissioners  to  deal  in 
a  thoroughly  effective  manner  with  all 
tenants'  improvements.    In  the  amended 
form  of  sthedule  the  improvements  must 
be  stated    in  detail,  and  the    detailed 
statement  must  be  verified  by  inspec- 
tion.    I  have  attended  Sub-Commission 
Courts  when   the  alleged  tenants'   im- 
provements vanished  when  an  attempt 
was  made    to  inspect    them.      I  have 
heard  a  tenant  swear  that  he  has  spent 
£30  an  acre  in  improvements,  and  yet 
declare  that  while  he  had  been  making 
them  the  value  of  the  farm  had  been 
deteriorated  by  25  per  cent.       Specific 
evidence  has  been  given  as  to  drains, 
and  yet   nothing   could  be    discovered 
when  the  Committees  went  to  the  farm 
but  the  trap  said  to  be  at  the  end  of  a 
drain.     In  my  province  the  landlords 
have  never  been  hostile  to  the  tenants 
getting  the  full  benefit  of  their  improve- 
ments ;  and  although  a  few  discontented 
tenants  formed  an  association  and  held 
meetings,  they  failed  to  return  their  can- 
didate to  Parliament.     That  the  judicial 
rents   have    been     satisfactory  to   the 
tenants     is     shown     by     the     prices 
paid  by    tenant    farmers   for  tenants' 
interests.  I  have  from  time  to  time  made 
extracts  from  the  newspapers  referring 
to  such  cases  during  the  last  few  months. 
I  do  not  contend  that  I  have  a  complete 
list,  but  I  have  since  last  October   been 
able  to  collect  37  cases  in  which  tenant 
farmers  have  purchased  tenants'  interest. 
These  37  cases  are  taken  from  15  fairly 
representative  counties  in  different  parts 
of  Ireland.  These  counties  are — Antrim, 
Armagh,  dare,  Cork,  Donegal,  Down, 
Fermanagh,  Ken^,  Limerick,  Longford, 
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Monaghan,  Queen's  Oounty,  Tipperary, 
Qj^one,  and  Wexford.  The  aggregate 
acreage  of  the  37  cases  is  1,142  ;  the 
aggregate  purchase  money  £13,199, 
which  gives  an  average  of  £11  per  acre, 
the  .prices  ranging  from  £5  up  to  £32. 
In  one  remarkable  case  in  Donegal 
the  tenant's  interest  sold  for  twice  what 
it  brought  in)  the  open  market  fifteen 

?ears  ago,  when  the  rental  was  £3  more. 
!he  value  of  the  tenant's  interest  had 
risen  from  £205  to  £400.   Now,  I  object 
to  legislation  on  arrears,  not  because  it 
will  be  injurious  to  landlords,  who  I  do 
not  believe  will  recover  any  material 
portion  of  existing  arrears,  but  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  tenants  who  have 
paid  their  rent — some  nine-tenths  in  the 
county    in    which    I    live.     The    hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell),  who  takes  a  different  view  on 
this  question  to   me,   knows  perfectly 
well  that   his  action  was   not   at   all 
popular  among  the  tenant-farmers   of 
Tyrone.    The  proposal  really  is  to  re- 
lieve tenants  who  have  made  no  effort 
to  pay  their  rents  from  burdens  which 
others    have   successfully   borne.    The 
County  Court  Judges  have  ample  power 
to   deal    with  arrears  when  they  are 
brought  before  them  by  notices  of  eject- 
ment.    The  results  of  the  last  Arrears 
Act  are  not  such  as  to  encourage  Par- 
liament   to    pass    another.     The    vast 
majority  of  men   now   in   arrears  are 
the    same    men    who    were    relieved 
of    their    arrears    in    1883    and    had 
never    paid    any    rent    since.      They 
have  been  utterly  demoralized  by  that 
Act.    I  have  never  accused  the   Irish 
tenants  at  large  of  a  desire  to  evade 
their     liabilities    to    their    landlords, 
although  that  accusation  has  been  put 
into  my  mouth  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site ;  but  I  have  said,  and  I  repeat  now, 
that  there  is  a  class  of  tenants  in  Ire- 
land who  desire  to  evade  their  liabilities 
not  only  to  their  landlords,  but^to  every- 
body   else.     The    existing    law    gives 
power  to  the  Courts  to  deal  adequately 
and  fully  with  the  question  of  arrears. 
There  have  come  before  the    County 
Courts  since  August  1887   and  up    to 
1888,  18,299  objectional  decrees.     Only 
3,000  tenants  out  of  the  18,000  were 
able    to  satisfy  the    Judges    that    the 
arrears  had  not  arisen  from  their  own 
default,  or  that  there  was  reasonable 
ground   for  granting  an  extension  of 
time  for  payment.    The  hon.  Member 

Mr.  Macartney 


(Mr.  Crilly)  referred  to  the  case  of 
Donovan,  and  read  an  extract  from  the 
Daily  Newe.  That  extract,  like  most  state* 
ments  relating  to  Ireland  which  appear 
in  the  Daily  Newi^  was  inaccurate,  and 
I  am  not  surprised  at  that,  considering 
that  that  paper's  Irish  correspondent  is 
a  man  on  the  staff  of  the  Fresman^s 
Journal.  Surely  the  hon.  Member  could 
not  have  been  present  when  his  right 
hon  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  informed 
the  House  what  the  real  facts  of  that 
case  were,  stating  that  Donovan  was 
one  of  the  healthiest  and  strongest  men^ 
of  his  age  in  the  county,  and  was  not 
known  to  be  confined  to  his  bed  except 
on  the  eve  of  an  eviction. 

Mb.  CHILLY :  I  based  my  statement 
on  a  telegram  from  Father  Hill,  who 
said  that  on  the  day  of  the  eviction  he 
had  administered  to  Donovan  the  sacra- 
ment for  the  dying. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY :  I  do  not  ques- 
tion  the  lonafidei  of  the  hon.  Memoer;. 
but  I  believe  he  has  been  misled.    I 
believe  all  the  statements  made  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  with  regard  to  bru- 
tality   at    evictions    are    as  devoid  of 
foundation  as  that  made  with  regard  to 
the  case  of  Donovan.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber also  referred  to  the  case  in  Down — 
and  a  more  unfortunate  case  he  could 
hardly  have  brought  forward — in  which 
the  tenant  has  not  paid  any  rent  for  five 
yeais.     It  is  evident  that  that  is  one  of 
those  cases  to  which  I  have  referred,  of 
a  man  relieved  of  arrears  in  1883,  and 
never  having  paid  any  rent  since.    If 
that  man  could  have  satisfied  the  County 
Court  Judge  that  his  inability  to  pay 
rent  did  not  arise  from  his  own  fault,  he 
would  have  got  terms  as  to  the  payment 
of  the  arrears.     Then  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Mayo  denounced  the  land- 
lords, and  based  his  denunciation  on  the 
evictions  which,  he  said,  were  going  on 
day  by  day.   There  is  so  much  exaggera- 
tion on  the  question  of  evictions  that  I 
think  I  am  entitled  to  ask  the  House  to- 
go  into  the  exact  figures.    The  number 
of  tenancies  determined  in    the  June- 
quarter,   1888,  by  notice  of  ejectment 
was  3,270,  and  by  other  processes  338, 
making  a  total  of  3,608.    The  ejectment 
notices  would  run  out  in  the  December 
quarter,   1888.    In  that  quarter,  how- 
ever, there  were  only  261  evictions,  or 
about  one  eviction  for  every  14  eject- 
ment notices.    In  nine  cases  out  of  ten 
the  landlords  had  been  forced  to  serve^ 
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ejectment  notices  in  order  to  get  payment 
of  rent.  The  total  number  of  tenancies 
determined  in  1888  was  11,821,  while 
the  total  number  of  evictions  was  773, 
or  one  eviction  for  every  15  tenancies 
determined ;  or,  to  take  it  another  way, 
only  one  eviction  in  every  650  tenants  in 
the  whole  of  Ireland.  No  one  can,  in 
the  face  of  these  figures,  contend  that 
the  accusations  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site are  in  the  slightest  degree  accu- 
rate. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber give  figpires  showing  the  number 
who,  after  being  restored  as  caretakers, 
were  expelled  on  summary  order  of  the 
magistrates  ?   * 

Mr.  macartney  :  The  figures  I 
have  given  cover  every  case  of  eviction, 
and  include  all  persons  turned  out  of 
their  homes.  The  hon.  Member  shakes 
his  head,  but  it  is  so.  Upon  these 
grounds  I  ask  the  House  to  agree  with 
me  that  they  have  not  had  sufficient  in- 
formation to  justify  them  'in  assenting 
to  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  have  Dot  proved 
that  the  Land  Acts  of  1881  and  1887 
have  failed  in  their  objects.  The  only 
other  reasons  for  passing  the  Bill  would 
be  that  there  is  great  agricultural  dis- 
tress ;  but  hon.  Members  who  know  the 
condition  of  Ireland  judiciously  leave 
that  on  one  side.  They  know  the  con- 
dition of  agriculture  in  Ireland  is 
remarkably  prosperous  at  the  present 
time.  The  agricultural  statistics  of 
Ireland  show  an  increase  in  the  acreage 
in  1888  as  compared  with  1887,  under 
wheat,  barley,  and  rye  of  43,760  acres, 
and  a  diminution  on  the  oat  crop  of 
34,197  acres,  showing,  therefore,  a  net 
increase  in  the  acreage  under  cereals  in 
1888  over  1887  of  9,563  acres.  But 
while  there  is  a  decrease  in  the  acreage 
under  oats,  there  is  an  increase  in 
the  yield,  which  is  2,500,000  cwt., 
that  being  above  the  average  of 
the  crop  of  the  last  ten  years. 
Then  take  another  crop —  potatoes. 
Though  there  has  been  a  decrease  in 
the  gross  produce,  that  decrease  is  very, 
very  small  as  compared  with  the  average 
over  ten  years— only  '04  per  cent.  There 
has  been  an  increase  in  the  yield  of 
turnips,  mangold  wurtzels,  flax,  and 
hay  over  the  average  of  the  last  10 
years.  There  is  very  considerable  evi- 
dence of  increase  in  the  prosperity  of 
the  country.    Many  hon.  Members  may 


not  have  had  the  opportunity  of  ob^ 
serving  that  the  heads  of  three  of  the^ 
largest    trading    concerns   in  Ireland, 
addressing  their  shareholders,  have  ad* 
mitted  the  improving  signs  in  trade, 
and  have  attributed  this  to  the  increase^ 
in    agricultural    crops,    among    other 
causes.     One  of  the  leading  makers  of 
agricultural  implements  in  the  North  of 
England,  at  Gainsboro',  has  stated  that 
his  travellers  have  returned  from  Ire- 
land with  more  orders  during  the  last 
three  months  than  in  his  whole  Irish 
business  for  the  previous  five  years.  No- 
hon.  Member  on  the  other  side,  not  eveit 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr.  Pin- 
kerton),  who  attempts  to  set  up  as  an 
authority  on  agricultural  matters,  will 
deny  that  agriculture  is  in  a  much  more 
cheerful,  much  more  promising  condi- 
tion.   TheX  cannot  possibly  be  contra* 
dieted ;  it  must  be  admitted  by  anyone- 
who  reads  the  detailed  Reports  supplied 
to  Parliament    from    the  Agricultural 
Department.     I  admit  there  is  one  crop 
in   the  Southern  part   of  Ireland — an 
important  crop,  but,  fortunately,  not  so 
important  as  it  was  30  or  40  years  ago— 
in  some  parts  of  the  West  of  Ireland, 
in  one  county  in  Leinster,  and  in  one- 
county  of  Munster  the  potato  crop  has 
been  deficient. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Donegal. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  :  Yes,  in  parts  ot 
Donegal  and  in  parts  of  Gonnaught.  In 
some  parts  the  potato  crop  has  been 
deficient.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  look  at 
the  Returns  will  see  that  the  deficiency 
is  only  in  some  parts  of  Donegal  that 
those  who  are  responsible  for  the  Reports 
admit  that  the  crop  has  been  deficient 
to  the  extent  of  50  per  cent.  I  have 
rather  wearied  the  House,  I  am  afraid^ 
with  these  details,  but  I  am  sure  the- 
House  will  understand  these  details  were 
necessary  to  meet  the  arguments  urged 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  I  may 
abstain  from  dwelling  on  the  vague 
declamations  and  accusations  against 
Irish  landlords  and  those  who  are  in  any 
way  remotely  connected  with  Irish  land- 
lords with  which  the  House  is  perfectly 
familiar.  I  submit  no  basis  has  been 
shown  on  which  to  proceed  for  dis- 
turbing the  relations  that  now  exist 
between  landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland, 
and  for  upsetting  well-considered 
measures  dealing  with  the  land  which 
have  been  acted  upon  for  the  last  seven, 
or  eight  years. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
vord  **now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this 
day  six  months." —(i/r.    Ufacartney,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
^  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway) :  I 
have  no  reason  to  complain  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  hon.  Member  has  moved 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  If  the  mantle 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  has  fallen  upon  the  hon. 
Member,  I  must  admit  he  wears  it  with 
more  dignity,  and  I  congratulate  him 
upon  having  the  good  taste  to  dispense 
with  the  cap  and  bells.  In  opening  his 
speech  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Antrim  alluded  to  the  absence  of  Irish 
Members  from  these  Benches,  and  I 
thought  the  remark  came  with  very  bad 
taste  from  him,  looking  at  the  Benches 
opposite,  where  scarcely  any  of  the 
Orange  Party  who  are  fond  of  posing  as 
the  friends  of  the  tenants  are  to  be  found 
in  their  places.  The  hon.  Member  pro- 
tests strongly  against  what  he  calls  our 
attempt  to  puU  the  Act  of  1881  to 
pieces,  forgetting  that  his  own  Party 
did  that  by  the  Legislation  of  1887. 
Why,  if  they  were  satisfied  with  the 
settlement,  did  they  pull  the  Act  up  by 
the  roots  to  see  if  it  was  growing? 
The  hon.  Member  says  that  half  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  have  taken  advantage 
of  the  protection  of  the  Act,  and  that 
the  results  have  shown  that  the  Land 
Commissioners  have  discharged  their 
duty  fairly.  Now,  I  do  not  want  to  say 
an  offensive  word  against  landlords 
individually.  As  a  whole  they  have 
acted  cruelly,  but  I  also  know  that  the 
men  most  to  be  pitied  are  the  land- 
lords who  have  felt  disposed  to 
act  fairly  to  their  tenants,  disposed 
to  exact  fair,  rents  only,  but  who  have 
been  restrained  by  the  influence  of  other 
landlords  on  the  other  side  of  the  fence. 
I  have  always  contended  that  if  there  is 
any  class  other  than  tenants  who  shoidd 
advocate  further  land  reforms,  it  is  these 
landlords  who  are  disposed  to  act 
honestly.  As  the  Land  Act  is  now  ad- 
ministered, if  a  tenant  enters  the  Court 
with  a  rack-rent  he  leaves  the  Court 
still  rack-  rented ;  if  he  has  a  moderate 
rent  he  receives  the  same  reduction  as 
if  it  were  a  rack-rent.  Settlements  out 
of  Court  are  forced  upon  the  tenants  by 
landlords,  owing  to  the  fact  that  there 


are  outstanding  arrears,  and  these  settle- 
ments prove  conclusively  that  the  Land 
Act  is  wrongly  administered.  The  Sub- 
Commissioners  have  been  able  to  strike 
a  balance,  but  the  rack-rented  tenant 
remains  rack-rented  and  the  tenant 
under  a  moderate  rent  obtains  a  small 
reduction.  With  regard  to  another 
argument  that  has  been  brought  for- 
ward, the  hon.  Member  proved  con- 
clusively to  his  own  satisfaction  that 
tenants  were  bound  to  regard  the  settle- 
ments out'of  Court  as  satisfactory,  because 
in  Antrim  there  had  been  reductions  of 
30  per  cent  and  in  Down  of  38  per 
cent 

Mb.  MACARTNEY:    In    some  in- 
stances there  were. 

Mr.  PINKERTON:  I  am  prepared 
to  admit  30  per  cent  was  obtained  in 
some  cases,  but  this  reduction  did  not 
meet  the  necessities  of  the  case.  I  am 
fully  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
landlord  thought  that  sufficient  for 
the  day  was  the  evil  thereof,  and 
that  we  should  have  been  satisfied  with 
a  less  amount  of  reduction,  but  our 
objection  is  to  the  system  by  which  the 
Land  Act  is  put  in  force  by  men  alto- 
gether ignorant  of  agricultural  values. 
In  this  Return  furnished  to  us  we  find 
ex-military  officers,  ex-land  agents,  and 
others  appointed  as  Sub- Commissioners 
as  qualified  by  their  practical  knowledge 
of  the  value  of  land ;  but  I  assure  you 
that  they  are  simply  rack-rent  land 
agents.  How  can  you  possibly  ask 
tenant-farmers  to  place  confidence  in 
men  of  this  description  who  are  simply 
political  partisans  ?  Here  I  find  in  the 
list  Colonel  Magill  appointed  as  having 
'*a  practical  acquaintance  with  the 
value  of  land ! "  Mr.  M.  P.  Lynch, 
^^  a  barrister  -  at  -  law,  practical  farmer 
and  land-agent !  "  Mr.  John  Headed^ 
'*  landed  proprietor  and  practical 
farmer ;  "  Mr.  Jerome  Guiry,  '*  Justice 
of  the  Peace,  landed  proprietor 
and  practical  farmer; "  Mr.  John 
Golding,  ''practical  farmer  and  land 
agent;  Mr.  John  Cunningham, 
'^  practical  farmer  and  landag^nt;" 
Mr.  Andrew  Conyer,  ''Justice  of  the 
Peace,  landed  proprietor  and  practical 
farmer ;  "  Lieutenant  -  Colonel  Bayly, 
'^  Justice  of  the  Peace  and  land  agent ; " 
and  fiirther  on  we  have  the  name  of  the 
brother-in-law  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  to  whom  is  attributed, 
*  'practical  acquaintance  with  the  value  of 
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\ug    bi#     •rw    and     wMilMoiiig    lu« 
9mtiM.    It    {«    A    CiOfiimoii    tbiog   io 
ibi^  Nofib  £r/r  \mMm&§  to  i»Te  redoc' 
tlz/fM ;  \$ui  ^mm  am  wi^U  uod4»rttood  to 
b#  i^iditiimiil  u[Km  the  Ummai^n  obe- 
4tim<M»  to  tbtf»  wiwli^  of  ih«  landlord ;  but 
\t  tbi»  t^rriunt  U  foolbb  imou^b  to  nmni 
bU  U\Ai$\mn(imi(i*$  ttod  takt  bo«tile  action, 
tb#ti  tbMM»  ftAxuiiiimn  am  added  together 
and  brouf(bt  up  avalniit  bim.    [''No, 
no/M    1  <}an  tfive  oria[>ter  and  Teme  for 
it.    t  know  0?  a  cane  in  the  immediate 
neltfbboiirbood    of    Rallymonej  where 
the  landlord  yave  iL\Q  and  £20  reduo- 
tionN,    on    mmdition    that    the    tenant 
Nl|(U«id  an  agreement  to  take  a  judioial 
rent  and  not  go  into  Court ;  and  I  know 
of  a  Dane  whttre,  the  tenant  having  re- 
fu«ed  to  do  thin,  a  olaim  of  £100  for 
arrearN  wan  made  hy  means  of  adding 
up  the  £10  annual   roduotions  for  ten 
veam.    The  hon.  Member  may  express 
nU  sattHfautlon  with  suttloments  out  of 
Uourt  as  evidenoe   that   landlords  are 
prepared  to  act  fairlv  to  their  tenants, 
^\\l  all  I  oan  say  is  that  tenants  hold  a 
▼ery  ditTerent  opinion.    And  now,   in 
regarii  to  the  number  of  eviotions.    I 
do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
is  an  Antrim  landlord,  but,  at  any  rate, 
he  ia  an  Antrim  RemresentatiTe.    We 
know  ilmt  in  the  North  of  Ireland  there 
are  several  wa^s  of  turning  a  tenant 
out  without  having  reiHiurse  to  the  Court. 
If  a  tenant  is  unable  to  meet  his  rack 
rent  as  w  ell  as  the  j  ust  elaims  of  his  oredi- 
ttMre»  he  dinm  not  wait  until  he  is  evicted: 
he  attempts  to   sell  his   interest  and 
su^>h  is  the  strvmg  land-hunger  amonff 
the  )^>|de  that  there  are  those  found 
t\»  step  int\^  his  shiHi^»  and  mj  for  the 
)vrivilege  \xt   )vi^ing  a  raeVrent.     It 
iMii^  be  ^^vctt  a  desire  to  consolidate  his 
h\>Mia^    to    ev|uar^    his    hurm»    the 
aimi^n^tevue^^l  is  made ;  but  in  anj  case 
the   teuaat  wh\^  seUs    his  rt^ts  dis- 
ay^^eaMw    ^Ni^es   abrv>ad«  and   nis   cftse 
HH^viMr  a^^fMNore  in  the  pap«»s;   but  it 
¥My)r  be  Jusi  a»  ukucJh  a  ctMi»  of  noes 
ingiuslivv  as  it  h«  w^we  dis|vss«M9iN  bj 
Ik^  slt>^e^  ama  vM*  th#  law.    TlieM  are 
buiMil^Nb  v<t  i.*<aiM«»  tu  whkk  mea  hdive 
b^Nii^  tvbbe4  v^f  j\MQ  c£attti*»  for  ioifcov^^ 
iNNtMs^  ^wie^  lv>  ^  1^*^  v^  thiSir  sMayBs  L 

yi^SM  u|f«^  ihiSttt.  I  vv<tlll  p«>ijas  s»[ 
b^Mfcjbgeifa^  ^  vsisee^  wbisc^  ^sottaLt  r^hj^t 
feM#  lSN>et  ^4  al  ;ik  Ui^MttiuasI  raaiK  i>wiim  I 

V  tW   tNMt   dk*l   >MMA^   hAVtB^    b«i«a| 


their  daima,  and  thej  are  obliged  to 
take  what  thej  can  get  from  men  who, 
having  more  money  than  aeoae^  pay  aa 
exceptional  rent  for  holdings,  ^e  hott» 
Member  was,  no  doubt,  right  in  giving 
the  number  of  evictions  through  the 
actions  at  superior  Courts ;  but  we  have 
no  record  of  the  number  of  tenants 
turned  out  by  the  action  of  Supmior 
Courts.  

Mb.  MACARTNEY:  The  statement 
I  made  combined  all  evictions,  no  matter 
by  what  process. 

Me.  PINKEETON:    And  the  hon. 
Member  went  on  to  quote  the  opinion 
of  three  leading  firms  as  to  agricultural 
prospects ;  he  traced  the  sale  of  a  few 
more  yards  of  calico  by  Sir  J.  Amott,  or 
the  increase  of  sales  by  travellers  of  an 
EDRlish  firm  to  returning  Irish  pros- 
perity ;    but    I    challenge    the     hon» 
Member  to  go  to  any  division  in  the 
North  of  Ireland — to  go  even  to  the 
Oranffe  Hall  at  Ballymoney,  and  call  a 
meeting  of  tenant  farmers,  and  he  will 
not  find  ten  Conservative  farmers  rise  to 
support  the  view  he  has  propounded  to* 
day.      He  has  thrown  it  in  my  teeth 
that  I  was  unsuccessful  in  my  attempt 
to  get  returned  for  County  Antrim.    I 
did  not  succeed,  but  I  certainly  made  a 
better  fight  than  did  some  of  his  friends 
in  other  divisions.    I  did  not  occupy  a 
discreditable  position,  and  if  my  purse 
had  been  longer^possibly  I  might  have 
been  returned .     Undoubtedly  Conserva- 
tism in  the  North  of  Ireland  buikers 
after  the  man  with  the  long  Mrae  as  a 
Constitutional  representative  ucoadu- 
sion,  I  would  appeal  to  hMU  Mesnbers 
who  represent  Northern  osMfeitiMBetes 
to  examine  the  drcumstaMsafar  tksm- 
selves^  to  see  the  state  of  afikmltmes> 
to  see  the  position  of  the  teMuatSi.  aad  not 
to  be  led  astray  by  official  Belma  suad 
stat«Nnantspat  forward  in  tke  Isuidkrd 
interest.    Go  to  the  North  «f  Ireland^ 
go  to  the  centre  of  law  and  oritar  and 
call  an  op^  meelittg  of  the  pse|Jai  and 
I  am    prwaied   to  beeooae  a  Tibtml 
St  u  TOOL  cflua  brin^  M 


fironx  Cowaty  Antriaa  to  j«s&iiy  ^he 
tMtt  ^he  kos.  Member  baa  oakea  ttf^ 
^SLs  SOLICnOS  e£XC£LlL  nm 
IRfiLAXD  ,Mr.  "Mj^dms^  Pmh&r  ITna^ 
veni^^ :  I  haoeiwd  wtsbi  anwnrrii»  a» 
she  speeek  o£  th*  kiML  Geoj^iiraiaA  «hi» 
ha»  JTXdS  sas  «iii»wn^  ami  I  weitei  wd& 
sooni  isfitc«3C  for  tb>  :smis  whma  W 
wwtLi   agfcQ«iah   the  gwnantlac 
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-visions  of  the  Bill  we  are  now  dia-  , 
cussing,  and  show  its  relation  to : 
the  topics  he  was  bringing  under  the  | 
notice  of  the  House ;  but  that  period  ; 
did  not  arrive.  The  hon.  Oendeman  i 
vho  moved  the  Seoond  Beading  of  the  I 
Bill  has,  however,  stated  fully  and ' 
clearly  to  the  House  the  reasons 
lor  which  he  ashs  us  to  accept  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Bill.  At  the 
outset  of  his  remarks  be  reminded 
us  that  a  measure  such  as  this 
had  been  repeatedly  rejected  by  the 
House,  and  he  went  on  to  say  that  it 
was  an  explanatory  Bill  and  one  which 
carried  out  the  spirit  of  the  land  leq^s- 
IfttinJi  pasr^wi  from  1H7(I  to  1881,  Well, 
Sir,  I  desire  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that  the  statement  of  the  hoa.  Member 
was  absolutely  correct.  This  Bill,  or  a 
Bill  like  it,  has  been  often  rejected  by 
this  House.  And  who  has  it  been 
Tsjeoted  by  most  often  in  this  House  ? 
Why,  by  the  HUthore  of  the  legislation 
of  1870  and  1881,  and  they  have  re- 
jected it  on  the  ground  that  so  far  from 
its  being  a  Bill  carrying  out  the  objects 
ofthatlegislation.it  was  subversive  of 
its  main  principles;  and  by  no  hon. 
Member  was  that  proposition  more 
forcibly  maintained  than  by  the  hon. 
Qeotleman  the  Member  fortbe  BKdgeton 
Division  of  tJlasgow  iu  1884  when  this 
subject  was  under  diacusBion.  Well, 
again,  the  hon.  Hember  wbo  introduced 
the  Bill  recommended  it  to  the  House 
because  it  would  supply  a  plain  deGnition 
of  "  improvements  "  and  "  predecessors 
in  title."  I  believe  it  would;  but  we 
must  go  beyond  that  and  see  what,  as  a 
matter  of  justice  and  fair  play,  the 
{>racticat  el^l^jlA^e  very  clear  and  un- 
uitsta^enlj^^^HIk  '^"  socks  to  import 
got  Ireland  wouM 
■  'lobftt" - 
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ber  wbo  moved  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill  and  his  supporters.  Attention 
has  been  called  in  this  Debate  to  the  de- 
cision in  the  case  of  "  Adams  and 
Dunseath."  I  am  not  going  to  inflict 
upon  the  House  a  disquisition  upon  that 
decision,  nor  am  I  going  into  any  legal 
discussion  of  the  Bill,  but  I  may  say  that 
I  can  quite  understand  how  the  hon. 
Member  as  a  layman  approaching  that 
aase  found  himself  in  a  oonsiderable 
difficulty  from  the  facts  of  the  case.  Tet, 
I  do  think  that  the  main  principles 
which  have  beea  conclusively  establisned 
by  thatdeoision  can  be  popularly  stated, 
and  can  be  separated  from  the  compli- 
cated facta  nf  tho  ca.si;  nail  madu  perfectly 
iotellicrible  ;  and  that  they  are  fair  and 
just.  Whataretheniainpriuciplosof  the 
decision  ?  First  of  all,  what  teas  meant 
by  the  term  improvements,  under  the 
Act  of  1870  and  the  Act  of  1881,  as  in- 
terpreted by  the  deciaion  to  the  case  of 
"Adams  and  Dunseath,"  was  not  the 
improved  letting  value  of  the  land  in 
consequence  of  the  improvement,  but 
the  improvement  itself.  That  was  « 
clear  and  fundamental  principle,  and 
that  principle  is  directly  assailed  by  this 
Bill.  One  of  the  main  and  most  imyot- 
tant  points  iu  the  present  Bill  is  to  re- 
volutionize and  subvert  that  priDa|ila. 
and  to  establish  that  the  imjuroraiam'' 
which  is  to  be  the  property  of  tb*  %gp  - 
is    the    improved    letting  ▼&!»■  if " 

holding.     Now,  just  l«t  n ^^ 

question  as  a  uuittcr  titji 
play.     We  hav* 
of  landlord  i 

'OaaAip. 
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or  reasonable.     Where  a  tenant  has  a 
right  of  turbary  there  is  no  necessity  for 
the  Court  to  grant  him  such  right,  and 
where  he  has  no  such  right  he  ought  not 
to  get  it  merely  because  the  landlord  out 
of    liberality    has   previously    allowed 
him  to  enjoy  the  priyilege.     If  the  Bill 
were  to  become  law  it  would  prejudi- 
cially affect  the  good  landlord,  by  con- 
yerting  into   a    legal    obligation   that 
which  he  liad  conceded  as  a  matter  of 
generosity,  whilst  it  would  protect  the 
legal  rights  of  the  bad  landlord  who 
had  unreasonably  refused   the  use  of 
turbary    to    his    tenants.      The    mere 
statement   of   the  case   will,   I   think, 
fihow  that  the  proposal  of  the  Bill  is 
unfair  and  unjust  in  the  extreme.     A 
great  deal  has  been   said  with  regard 
to  the  case  of  ^*  Adams  v,  Dunseath," 
which  decided  that  the  enjoyment  by 
the  tenant  of  a  holding  with  its  im- 
provements, without  an  increase  of  rent, 
should  be  an  element  for  consideration 
in  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent.     Is  not  that 
perfectly  just  ?     Where  the  improvable 
value  of  land  is  extremely  great,  and 
where,  by  a  small  expenditure  of  labour 
or  money  by  tlie  tenant,  the  letting  value 
of  the  holding  is  very  greatly  increased, 
and  where,  after  such  increased  letting 
Talue  has  been  created,   the  landlord 
allows    the    tenant    to    continue  upon 
the   holding    at    the    old    rent,    ought 
not    the  forbearance  of    the    landlord 
in    not    increasing    such    rent    for    a 
number  of  years  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration,   and    regarded    as    in    the 
nature  of  compensation  allowed  to  the 
tenant  for  his  improvements?    If  this 
were  not  the  law  the  effect  would  be 
that  the  bad  landlord,  who  has  imme- 
diately increased  his    rent,   would   be 
placed  in  a  much  better  position  than 
the  good  landlord  who  has  .abstained 
from  raising  his  rent.     This  would  not 
he  just.     I  do  not  see  in  the  Bill  any- 
thing that  can  be  regarded  as  a  serious 
Attempt  to  deal  with  the   question  of 
arrears,  or  anything  that  can  be  con- 
sidered as  a  successful  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  long  leaseholds. 
It    only  purposes    to    deal  with  long 
leaseholds,  as  I  have  endeavoured  to 
show  the  House,  on  principles  which  are 
inconsistent  with  those  which  the  House 
has   adopted ;    and    in    remrd   to    all 
other  matters    of    detail  I  would  de- 
scribe the    Bill   as   a  review    of   the 
Irish  Land  Legislation  of  the  past  20 
years,  with  an  endeavour  carefully  to 

Mr.  Madden 


eliminate    from    previous    Land    Acts 
every  reasonable  provision  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  just  and  fair  rights  of  the 
landlord ;  and  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government    I    must,  therefore,   state 
that  they  will  feel  bound  to  oppose  it. 
♦Mr.  SHAW  LBFEVRB  CBradford) : 
The  Bill  before  the  House,  as  has  been 
very  properly  stated   by  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  consists  of  a  num- 
ber of  separate  and  important  questions, 
each  distinct  from  the  other,  ftnd   we 
cannot  say  that  there  is  any  distinctive 
line  of  principle  running  through  the 
whole  of  the  Bill.     The  measure,  how- 
ever, is  one   proposing  to  amend    the 
Land  Acts  of  1881  and  1887,  and  I  do 
not  think  that  either  those  sitting  on 
this  Bench,  or  still  less  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, can  be  considered  as  estopped  from 
raising  these  questions.     We  are  fully 
entitled     to     re-open    certain    of    the 
matters  dealt  with  in    the    Land    Act 
of    1881,    for    the    settlement  effected 
by  that  Act  has  been  altered  in  most 
respects  on  the  initiative  of    Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  by  the  Act  of  1887. 
Many  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  I  have 
already  voted  for,  in  the  shape  of  Amend- 
ments to  the  Act  of  1 887,  and  I  shall, 
therefore,  support  the  Bill,  though  with 
reservations  as  to  parts  of  it.     I  cannot 
but  think  that  the  mode  in  which  the 
Act  of  1887   was  passed  through  the 
House  was  a  very  unfortunate  one.    I 
fully  recognize  that  the  Act  was  a  veiy 
i«nportant  one,  and  has  produced  very 
great    good  to    the    tenants   of    Ire- 
land; but  if  the  Irish  Members  had 
been    consulted    by   the    Qt)vemment 
previous  to  its  introduction  or  during 
its  passing,  I  believe  it  might  have  been 
made  a  better    measure,    and    might, 
possibly,  have  proved  a  settlement  of 
the  question.      Whatever  Amendments 
were  made  in  the  Bill  were  not  made 
in  deference  to  the  remonstrances  and  the 
demands  of  the  Irish  Members,  but  in 
answer  to  the  demands  made  by  the 
Dissentient  Liberals,  and  for  the  par- 
pose  of  preventing  a  defeat  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    Now,  one  of  the  most  important 
questions  with  which  the  present  Bill 
deals  is  that  relating  to  improvements 
of  their  holdings  made  by  tenants.     I 
think  that  nobody  can  read  the  Judgment 
in  "  Adams  v,  Dunseath,"  and  compare 
it  with  the  speeches  made  in  this  House 
when  the  Land  Bill  of  1881  was  under 
discussion,  and  when  the  Amendment  in- 
serted in  the  House  of  Lords  came  down 
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^  this  House  for  consideratioii,  and 
refase  to  admit  that  the  deoinon  in 
**  Adams  «.  Dnnseath  "  was  directly  op- 
-posed  to  the  intentions  of  this  House. 
It  is  a  fact  which  corroborates  this  state- 
ment that  Lord  Ohancellor  Law,  who 
liad  been  doselj  concerned  in  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Bill  of  1881  through  the 
House,  dissented  from  the  Judgment  of 
the  majority  in  that  case,  and  was  of 
opinion  that  the  decision  would  necessi- 
tate amending  the  Act.  Some  Amend- 
ment of  the  law  is  clearly  required  in 
regard  to  that  important  point.  I  am 
not  prepared,  however,  to  say  that  the 
•clauses  dealing  with  it  in  the  present 
Bill  may  not  go  somewhat  too  far,  and 
they  certainly  will  have  to  be  very  care- 
fully considered  in  Committee,  if  the 
Bill  should  reach  that  stag^.  There 
must  be  compromise  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  persons  mainly  inte- 
rested— namely,  the  Representatives  of 
the  Irish  tenants  in  this  House,  and  I 
•cannot  but  think  that  if  the  Government 
will  go  into  Committee  with  the  idea  of 
tK>ming  to  a  final  conclusion  on  the  mat- 
ter, it  will  not  be  difficult  for  them  to 
oome  to  a  satisfactory  settlement.  I 
agree  with  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  that  the  Bill  as  now  drawn  does 
not  deal  conclusively  and  effectually  with 
the  bubiect  of  arrears,  because  it  only 
deals  with  arrears  of  judicial  rents.  That, 
however,  is  not  a  defect  in  principle,  and 
can  be  cured  in  Committee.  If  the  Land 
Act  of  1 88  7  had  been  passed  a  year  sooner, 
or  if,  when  passed,  it  had  dealt  with 
arrears,  the  country  would  have  been 
apared  all  those  g^evous  troubles  which 
have  sprung  up  in  Ireland  since  then. 
Almost  every  one  of  the  prosecutions  and 
convictions  under  the  Coercion  Act  can 
be  traced  directly  or  indirectly  to  disputes 
between  landlord  and  tenants  resulting 
from  evictions  for  non-pavment  of  arrears. 
I  may  illustrate  that  oy  referring  to 
the  case  of  the  Yandeleur  estate,  the 
disputes  with  regard  to  which,  I  have 
heard  with  pleasure,  are  likely  to  be 
settled  by  arbitration.  I  must  congra- 
tulate the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury 
(Mr.  Henniker  Heaton),  on  having  had 
the  good  fortune  to  induce  the  landlord 
to  refer  the  matter  to  arbitration.  The 
hon.  Member  has  been  more  fortunate 
than  I  was.  I  had  a  long  correspon- 
dence with  the  agent  of  the  estate  nearly 
a  year  ago  on  this  subject,  and  endea- 
Toured  in  vain  to  induce  him  to  agree 
to  arbitration.    If  that  course  had  tiien 


been  adopted,  all  the  grievous  troubles 
which  have  occurred  in  the  interval 
would  have  been  avoided.  The  main,  if 
not  the  only,  dispute  which  has  arisen  in 
that  case  is  as  to  the  arrears  of  rent 
which  have  grown  up  during  the  last 
three  or  four  vears.  The  Yandeleur 
case  is  after  all  only  one  of  the  many 
instances  of  disputes  of  the  same  kind. 
I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying  there  are 
something  like  80  or  40  disputes  similar 
to  that  on  the  Yandeleur  estate,  and 
what  I  have  to  suggest  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  is,  whether  it  would  not  be 
wise  in  the  interest  of  the  peace  of  Ire* 
land,  and  with  a  view  of  bringing  all 
these  disputes  to  a  conclusion  to  take  the 
opportunity  afforded  by  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
arrears.  I  am  the  more  disposed  to 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  this 
advice  in  consequence  of  the  new  policy 
which  has  been  lately  devised,  and  is  now 
being  carried  out  |in  Ireland  for  trans- 
planting Protestant  tenants  from  Ulster 
to  take  the  place  of  evicted  Catholic 
tenants  in  other  parts  of  Ireland,  a  policy 
which,  I  say,  is  fraueht  with  danger  to 
the  peace  of  Ireland,  a  policy  which  is 
likely  to  revive  religious  animosities  and 
ill-feeling  which  may  last  in  every 
district  where  it  is  tried  for  many  years, 
and  possibly  for  generations  to  come. 
Within  the  last  few  days  we  have  been 
told  that  Lord  Massareene  has  been  able 
to  persuade  something  like  20  Protestant 
tenants  to  come  from  North  Antrim  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  farms  on  his  estate 
in  Louth  from  which  Catholic  tenants 
have  been  evicted.  I  have  seen  an  ad- 
vertisement in  an  Antrim  paper  inviting 
Protestant  tenants,  as  Protestants,  to 
take  the  farms.  The  following  are  the 
terms  of  the  advertisement: — 

**  There  are  several  vacant  farms  to  be  let  in 
the  counties  of  Louth  and  Meath,  in  close 
proximity  to  the  important  seaport  and  market 
town  of  I>rog[heda.  >t  one  but  Protestants  need 
apply.  Special  advantages  are  offered  to  suit- 
able tenants.  For  particulars,  apply  to  Messrs. 
Dudgeon  and  Emmerson." 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  that  adver- 
tisement applies  to  the  Massereene  pro- 
perty, and  in  pursuance  of  that  adver- 
tisement several  tenants  from  Antrim 
have  been  persuaded  to  offer  themselves 
for  the  farms.  According  to  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  in  the  7Sme»  a  few  days 
ago,  they  are  to  be  allowed  to  enter 
at  rents  in  many  oases  much  less  than 
the  judicial  rents,  and  in  cases  where 
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judicial  rente  have  not  been  fixed  atwere  willing  to  reinstate  those  tenante  on 


something  like  25  per  cent  less  than 
the  increased  rente.  This  is  not  the 
first  time  in  the  history  of  Ireland 
that  a  policy  of  this  kind  has  been 
tried.  The  late  Mr.  A.  M.  Sul- 
livan, in  his  interesting  work  entitled 
**  Young  Ireland,"  shows  that  40  years 
ago  the  then  Lord  Lorton  proceeded  to 
dear  a  part  of  his  estate  in  county  Long- 
ford of  ite  Catholic  tenante,  and  to 
replace  them  by  Protestante.  County 
Longford,  previous  to  that  time,  had 
been  one  of  the  most  quiet  and  orderly 

Sarto  of  Ireland ;  but  the  character  of 
le  district  was  completely  changed  in 
consequence   of    the    action    of   Lord 
Lorton.    It  became  the  scene  of  most 
deplorable  evente,  of  outrages  and  mur- 
ders.   I  will  not  fully  stete  what  took 
place  lest  I  should  be  thoueht  to  pro- 
phesy what  may  now  result,  but  I  would 
advise  hon.  Members  to  read  the  account 
in  Mr.  Sullivan's  work,  where  the  evi- 
dence of  ,Lord  Lorton  himself,   in  an 
inquiry  in  the  House  of  Lords,  is  re- 
ported.     I    think    the    Chief    Secre- 
tory   would     act    wisely    if    he    ex- 
pressed   disapprobation    of    the    new 
policy    which    has    been    announced. 
The  question  of  arrears  has  been  a  great 
difficulty  in  the  settlement  of  many  of 
these  questions.     For  my  part,  I  have 
never  been  one  of  those  who  have  found 
any  fault  with  Captain  Vandeleur  in  his 
bond  fide  dispute  with  his  tenants— a  dis- 
pute in  which  each  party  believes  himself 
to  be  in  the  right.  In  such  disputes,  I  hold 
that  the  proper  mode  of  settling  it  is  by 
friendly  arbitration,  and  I  rejoice  that 
that  course  is  to  be  adopted  in  this  case. 
I  cannot  but  think  tluit  if  the  same 
course  were  adopted  in  all  other  dis- 
putes of  a  similar  character  which  arise 
in  Ireland,  the  same  good  resulte  might 
follow.    In  the  case  of  the  Yandeleur 
property*  imquestionably  the  result  of 
arbitration  will  be  peace  and  content 
among  the  tenantry,  and  the  moment 
the  evicted  tenante  are  replaced  in  their 
holding  there  will  be  an  end  to  all 
bickering,  and  there  will  be  no  necessity 

for  coercion,  evictions,  or  persecutions. 

The  same  resulte,  I  venture  to  suggest. 


the  same  terms  as  those  he  is  prepared 
te  give  to  the  other  tenants,  the  dis- 
pute  would  quickly  be  settled.    In  like 
manner,  if  Lord  Clanrioarde  were  pre- 
pared to  reinstate  the  evicted  tenants, 
and  give  them  the  same  abatement  of 
rent  which  he  is  willing  to  ^ve  to  tiie 
other  tenante,  I  believe  we  might  easily 
effect  a  settlement  of  the  question.  Peace 
and  content  would  be  restored  to  Ireland 
by  friendly  arbitration,  but  if  that  is  not 
resorted  te,  I  fear  we  shall  have  a  con- 
tinuation of   the  present  disputes,  to 
be  followed  by  further  evictions,  and  pro- 
bably  by  a  renewal  of  prosecutions  and 
evictions  under  the  Coercion  Act.      I 
have  myself  the  strongest  conviction  that 
these  disputes  can  on^  be  settled  either 
by  friendly  arbitration  between  the  two 
parties,  or  by  some  independent  autho- 
rity, under  the  powers  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament,   in   the   absence    of  friendly 
arbitrators.    I  believe  it  is  absolutely 
essential  for  the  peace  of  the  district 
where  these  disputes  occur,  that  there 
should  be  some  measure  in  the  direction 
of  dealing  with  the  arrears,  and  I  ven- 
ture, therefore,  to  hope  the  Government 
will  take  this  opportunity  afforded  by 
the  BiU  now  before  the  House  to  defu 
with  the  question.    I  believe  that  the 
arrears  may  be  very   easily  and  simplv 
dealt  with,  without  involving  any  nsx 
of  introducing  dangerous  principles  for 
the  future.    One  possible  course  would 
be  to  schedule  the  disputes  which  have 
occurred,  and  to  deal  individuallv  with 
them  under  the  Bill.    That  would,  per- 
haps,  avoid  the  necessity  of   dealing 
with  the  subject  of  arrears  by  some 
general  provision,  but  of  the  wisdom  and 
necessity  of  dealing  with  this  question, 
in  order  to  bring  these  disputes  to  an 
end,  and  to  restore  peace  and  quiet  to 
dislxicts  now  unfortunately  disturbed^  in 
consequence  of  these  troubles,  I  think 
very  ww  people  can  possibly  doubt.     I 
trust,  therefore,  that  the  Chief  Secretaxy, 
before  this  debate  closes,  will  be  able  to 
promise  that  the  Government  will  deal 
with  the  subject,  and  I  hope  that  ho 
will  further  express  an  opimon  against 
the  policy  now  being   pursued  on  the- 


would  follow  from  a  similar  policy  if  it  Massareene  property,  of  transplanting 
were  adopted  on  the  properties  of  Lord  Protestent  tenante  from  the  ISTorth  of 
Massareene  and  Lord  Clanricarde.  I  Ireland  to  the  evicted  farms  in  other 
believe  that  to  be  in  the  case  of  those  two  I  districte.    Everyone  who    knows   any- 


estates,  the  only  remaining  difficulty  to 
the  question  of  reinstatement  of  the 
evicted  tenante ;  and  if  Lord  Massareene 

Mr*  Shaw  Lefevre 


thing  about  Ireland,  and  who  is  familiar 
with  ite  circumstances,  will  admit  that 
a  policy  of  that  kind  can  only  endanger 
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the  peace  of  the  country,  and  is  in  the 
interests  neither  of  the  landlord  nor  of 
the  Gh>Temment. 

Mb.  OHANOE  (Kilkenny,  S.):  I 
qaite  admit  that  it  is  idle  at  the  present 
time  to  expect  that  either  the  Govern- 
ment or  the  House  would  accept  an  Irish 
Bill  of  any  kind,  but  I  have  no  doubt 
that  when  this  House  has  become  a 
little  older,  and  when,  perhaps,  a  couple 
of  dozen  important  bye-elections  have 
resulted  adversely  '  to  Ministers,  they 
will  readily  accept  a  Bill  of  the  character 
of  the  one  now  under  discussion,  and, 
perhaps,  it  may  be  introduced  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  But  this  Bill  and 
the  debate  serves  at  least  one  or  two 
purposes.  It  testd  the  truth  of  the 
representations  made  by  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  at  the  election 
of  1886,  when  they  said  that  thoueh 
they  could  not  agree  to  dismember  the 
Empire,  they  would  heartily  support  any 
measure  which  would  give  justice  and 
fairplay  to  the  Irish  tenants — that  in 
cases  where  it  was  proved  that  grievances 
existed,  some  remedy  would  be  applied, 
and  that  they  would  be  delighted  to 
accept  the  co-operation  of  the  Irish 
Members  in  the  settlement  of  the 
remedy.  Now,  this  debate  has  shown 
that  the  Government  are  by  no  means 
inclined  to  carry  out  the  pledges  which 
they  so  freely  made  in  1886.  They  have 
postponed,  indeed,  carrying  them  out 
for  two  years  longer  in,  perhaps,  the 
half-formed  belief  that  when  a  couple  of 
vears  have  passed  away,  they  may  not 
be  in  a  position  to  discuss  these  matters 
at  all.  This  Bill  has  been  met  by  two 
different  kinds  of  opposition.  The  first 
opposition — that  by  the  hon.  Member 
representing  one  of  the  divisions  of 
Antrim,  who  usually  speaks  for  the  ex- 
treme Orange  party  —  was,  undoubtedly, 
frank  and  plain.  The  hon.  Member 
went  through  a  long  series  of  statistics 
in  order  to  prove  to  the  House  that  the 
landlords  were  able  to  screw  out  of  the 
tenants  an  increased  proportion  of  rent 
last  year,  and  that,  as  the  harvests  this 
year  had  been  somewhat  better,  there  i 
was  hope  that  they  would  be  able  to  | 
screw  even  more  rent  out  of  the  tenants  \ 
this  year,  and  his  case  was  that  it  would 
be  unjust  to  interfere  with  the  landlord 
in  that  operation.  In  his  speech  he 
scarcely  dealt  with  the  Bill,  or  with  the 
imperfections  in  the  law  which  the  hon. ' 
Member  who  proposed  it  so  ably  pointed 
out.     What    ne    said    to   this   House 


I  was  practically,   "  I   won't  discuss  the^ 
justice  or  the  injustice  of  the  land  tri- 
Dunals  of  Ireland ;  I  told  the  House  we- 
were  lucky  in  screwing  a  little  more  rent, 
year  after  year,  out  of  the  tenants,  and 
I  beg  the  House  not  to  interfere  with 
us,  but  to  leave  us  in  a  dark  comer,  and 
to  let  us  screw  out  of  the  tenants  what- 
ever we  can."    But  the  opposition  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  was  some- 
what different ;  they  did  not  venture  in 
this  instance  to  give  notice  of  opposition 
to  this  Bill ;  they  contented  themselves- 
with  waiting  for  a  friendly  lead  from  an 
Orange  landlord ;  and,  having  eot  that* 
lead,  they  put  up  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman    the    Member    for    Dublin^ 
University,  not  to  discuss  the  principle- 
of  the  Bill,  but  to  enter  into  a  highly 
technical  and  quibbling  discussion  as  to- 
the  precise  phraseology  of  the  Bill,  a  dis- 
cussion which  when  the  hon.  and  learned! 
Gentleman  is  a  little  better  versed  in 
Parliamentary  usages,  he  will  know  he^ 
should  have  reserved  for  the  Committee. 
The  Bill  is  an  exceedingly  modest  one, 
and  it  does  not  deserve  the  attack  of  the- 
hon.   and  learned  Gentleman,  nor  his- 
assertion  that  it  has   practically  dislo- 
cated the  existing  law,  because  it  is  not 
intended  to  do  that.     On  the  contrary, 
it  is  calculated  to  render  the  law  both 
symmetrical  and  logical.     The  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman    never    made    the- 
assertion  that  the  Land  Court  of  Ireland 
was  either  logical  or  symmetrical,  and 
he  knows  perfectly  that  it  is  not.  There^ 
is  no  Member  of  this  House  who  is  more- 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  techni- 
calities and  crooked  ways  of  the  Acts  of 
1881  and  1887.     He  knows  that,  as  the 
result  of  the  Act  of  1887,    the  lease- 
holders have  been  handed  over  to  a  tri-^ 
bunal  appointed  under  the  Act  of  1881,. 
and  that  no  provision  has  been  made  to 
adjust  the    discrepancies    which   must 
naturally  arise  as  between  the  cases  of 
the  leaseholders  and  the  Irish  tenants. 
Now,  Sir,  the  first  object  of  this  Bill  is- 
one  which  I  think  ought  to  obtain  some 
sympathy,  even  from  the  Orange  Tory 
Conservative  Partv.     That  object  is  the- 
admission  of  leaseholders  to  the  benefits 
of  the  Land    Act.     Undoubtedly,   cer- 
tain classes  of  the  leaseholders  have- 
been  admitted  to  the  benefits  of  that 
Act,  and  I  quite  admit  it  is  impossible - 
to  say  that  it  is  just  to  admit  a  tenant 
holding  under  a  lease  having  98  years - 
to  run,  and  unjust  to  admit  one  holding^ 
under  a  lease  of  99  years.    Naturally^ 
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tho    hoTi.    And    Inarnod    Member    did  i  ment,  interpreted  the  Healy  Olauae  of 
not   takn  up  that   ponition,  for  which  the  Laud  Act,  1881,  simply  to  mean  that 
ho    known    thero    in     no   justification.  I  if  a  tenant  at  his  own  expanse  increased 
Ilo  npoke  Homowhat  inferontially  of  the  ;  the  annual  value  of  his  holding  by  £30 
oaso  of  the  tnnant  taking  land  for   the   or  £50,  he  should  be  rented  on  the  in- 
purpono  of  sub-lotting ;  but  lot  me  point '  creased  value,  and  should  only  be  exempt 
nut  that  tlio  difToronce  between  the  two  ,  from  rent  on  the  value  of  the  stones  and 
claMPs  of  tenants  is    simply  that  one  |  tiles  used  in  the  work,  and  he  afterwards 
tonnnt  hf)lds  from  year  to  year,  pays  a   humorously  asked  what  rent  could  be 
cprtain  rent,  and  in  ontitled  to  give  up  '  put  on  tiles  and  stones  in  such  a  case, 
hin  holding  at  the  ond  of  the  year,  while  '  The  seoond  proposition  was  this — that 
the  other  tnnant  pays  a  yearly  rack   under  the  law  as  it  stands  at  present  a 
rent,  and  is  under  the  additional  disad-  j  doctrine — more  worthily  found  perhaps 
vantage  of  not  being  able  to  shake  liim-    in  the  mouth  of  the  pickpocket  or  bur- 
self  free  fn>ni  the  tenar.c}'.  as  he  or  his  '  glar— is  set  up  by  the  Land  Acts  of  1870 
reprt'^nent stives   are  bound  to  pay   the  •  and  1881  that  if  a  man  improves  his  land 
rent  for  the  whole  torni,  and  there  is   and  enjoys  those   improvements  for  a 
abnolutely  no  {possibility  of  getting  out    given  number  of  years,  they  then  be- 
of  A  bad  bargain,  even  at  the  expense  of  come  the  landlord's  property.     Surely 
the  forfeiturt^  of  his  impn^vements  and    that  is  not  sound  doctrine.     I  am  certain 
inten^nt  in  the   farm.     It  would  seem,    the   hon.   and  learned  Q^ntleman  will 
tben^fore.  that  a  tenant  holding  under  a   agree  with  me  that  under  the  law  as  it 
long  leane  At  a  raok  rent  is  in  A  worse,    at  present  stands  the  presumption  in  the 
rAtUer  than  in  a  b«'tter.  position  than  a   case  of  the  leaseholder  is  that  the  im- 
tenant    holding    fmm    year    to    year,    provements  belong  to  the  landlord  and 
^Surely  the  d^vtrine  of  saorednew  of  cvMi-   not  to  him.     Every  Royal  Commission 
trAOt.  whioh  wa»  fv^nnerlv  in  suoh  hi^h    and  Select  (\>mmittee  which  ha  ssat  on 
favour  with   the    Houtte.  having   been    t!*e  subject  of  the  Irish  land  has  unani- 
abandone^i  by  the  Oonst»rva:ive  Party.    r.:ou*ly    n^ported    that    in    the    vast 
no  oa^  can  non-  be  made  out  tor  the   majority    of  eases   the     improvements 
^w'tUM.^n  of  ti'.e^e  iM^hoK'.er^  frv^ni  the   have  b«>en  made  by  the  tenanti,   and 
^er,e?^t*of  fV.e  \ot.     The  5e<vvv,d  niair.    y^t.    Sir.    the  hon.   and   leaned  (len- 
obSv^t  x\i  thi*  Uri  i*  to  J6;vure  for  the   tler.^.an   g>^t»    up    in    this    Hoose   and 
ter.ar.t  fwsviora  ftvv-.^  ^e'ir.g  r«*r»t«\i  or.  hi*   ifrave!y  ask$  us  to  perpetnatn  tiie  law. 
owr.  invoTv^reTr^v-r.t*      1  q;;;te  adtr.it  that    Tn??  la*t  p>int  withwhidi  this  Kll  deals 
it  ^nt-or.*.^   be   ;;'R;;;st  that  a  ter^arn  by    is  the  qaesdon  of  fixing  theTalne  of  the 
re*^^r.  ^^Tftr^'v^-.f  r,;aV!r.c*  **.rA*^"thro;;C"   ter.anfv.     I  a»n»«  that  at  least  some 
a  p-Ao^  o<  Ur*.;  at   ih<^  ^\r>er,s»e  of  a  tV«-    ho;!  MesiSics  in  this  Honse  are  tlieo- 
|v>r.T:d^  ^h.N;.,i  Se  \e.,i  to  y<»  er.tit;^  :o   r#»r:  *I*y  a^-* ^aainned  with  the  operatioii 
the  ^Kve  o:  the  "in^-^rwi^A,?  T^l;:e  of  :h«^    "kr,"«x  or.  the  ^-mIc  fisehangv  as  pur* 
)ar4\    )^Kt  thst  "lis  rot  vha?  «-^  a<^k     T^e    oh^sirg  a:  option.  Bat  tiie  Iriih  tenant, 
|v^?s•:^:,^r.  m-e  tsVf  r.r  -.^t  rh*;  :\^*  -Tjo.Rsrr;-    Vv  the  *aw,  "i$  in  a  vroone  posBtioB  liian 
^-^v.f  t^rftrt  ?.>:--v."i.i  ro!  "S^    >y  rea^aor.  ot    rhf   ^pwjslat**"  in  ynrAawn  at  oplioa. 
Vis  ,'«t.  ;r«ij.'sf:y  aro.  :hr!ft   :r»  a  tp,-*r?:'    tor  th^^andioirH  at  po^escait  is  allowed  to 
tv^«>:t^^r.  TVRf.  r\f  Tr/if   ^t:.;  jA^rnv^c^r:    t^k:  a  x-alue  v*t  tbe  tmanrr,  and  at  the 


r^par.t      It  :<  :.vf  t.'  ^f^M  *^**:  :^f  r.^.-:-    ero.  of  tMi.  twiiCv*.  or  fonneen  yean  llie 
«or  ir.    K^*nr>5  •     l^j;rTfS("»H"h   ^vft*^:^  rSf    r^rar.T  TT.mc  TiedeMii  at  ^le  priea.  evenif 


«->rrK)«8$    fefAT*    ->.  n    So*^r  rv^s  •^^^.  ^r.pw  bavf^  Te«edrf,  Tlmt snnlT  i^onld 

Thf,T.  ^^f  rbr:*^  nrr,    Tnr^r.v.r.c  ternr:  Sf  nr:  ar.  w>c  t/*.     I  need  not  ^aenss 

1    /^^    rot    •-•<v    •,'    fi':-v»;r<t    : rr;r>ro:v^:  :^r  c^km^:! or.  fC  arrears,  beeasse  en  that 

TPorVfti  to  "hf  r»:.ic^x  n-v^'    ii'rf  V  rh'^  r*Tr:  rhf  "Bi]'.  i*  wmpNr  a  iepi'int  ef  law 

'^^^is'OT. .  hv.'  ■:  !>   j«»    r^  f  ^r:I:T^«r.*'  .\r-  y»r'^'-sKin$  of    ih*  ^Modi   .&it  aJieadj 

o»m>s?:«ir.v  rh«»:  r»v  rV.ror  '.    h^rs.  ?k.\c^*>  T%a^8?»<*c  >r  Totrv  lfem)%(irs  idxbn  Home. 

>*etr.  'h^:  ?hf  r<»»*»«i:'  v^'xijir!  T^.^•  Sr  rer"!v,  Si::  1  wMjlr.  |%oinTonT  in  raMilnninL that, 

'%-huf  f  ^ f  v,M. .  ^\-*i  «'^-^-*j •  vr-  '  i: .* p-^v  »• » •  r  h^  «i «irroying  nn; n»T  Tents  and  aorean, 

fO'*^^^t\  :hf  v,>v  v--*:i    v'   'h:    ."^Mir;    >*«  ■*.  y  m-.  dw^troy  the  r<cy  f wmflntions  ef  Ae 

■thft*  bf  shMi».-;  Jv  -'M  r-v\  K^N^T    I -.s    jv  I'^Ur.   ^:   vVmpaipc:    and  ibatt  tkeogh 

nro'^'omevN    «!Pti     ftS  ■••■    »i  t     :»<i."»h     v  r:^^'  hon  and  hnn.  deoldenen  ome 

fh-^r  ♦on:  .'^ud !:•!>'  i^'^f*-**.!  ••.-»".  e**.*^!^   o:  »?     <}Sou:  Thi»  MinntiT  jiiwiiiar  wsr 

>it*  ,-».'»lieac»!«'  »*  •.    '^r  i^-^^vr-S  t.^r   'hr  :»^-»»1lflatM«i:    <«f   Inlnl, 

^^^.^^^v-^r      «.'»?v'  ""lis^vv  \i^^    'T  h:>i  M*d^  •*»l)ifl{:   W*    l**^?!^  ^^  ^ 
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justioe  to  the  tenants.  They  prefer 
rather  to  rely  on  the  Grimes  Act,  the 
Special  Commission,  and  Gentlemen  like 
JAr.  Plunket  and  Captain  Segrave. 

The   Honse   divided: — Ayes    168; 
Noes  229.— (Div.  list,  No.  71.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  put  off  for  six  months. 


the  Houi0. 


18ir 


TRUST  FUNDS   INVESTMENT    BILL.— 

[Bill  6.] 

Order  for  Committee  read  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Committee. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Besolutions  [9th  April^  reported. 

Class  I. 

(1.)  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £7,210,  be 
granted  to  Her  ]^Iaje8t7,  to  complete  the  sum 
neceseary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  oonrse  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  IMarch,  1890,  for  the 
Expenses  of   the    Erection  and   Maintenance 

giiclu(^g  Rents,  &c.}  of  Buildings  for  the 
epartment  of  Science  and  Alt." 

(2.)  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £8,847.  be 
grranted  to  Her  Maiesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the -Charge  wluch  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  cUiy  of  March,  1800,  for  the  Mainten- 
ance and  Repair  of  the  British  Museum  and 
Natural  History  Museum  Buildings,  for  Rents 
of  Premises,  Supply  of  Water,  Fuel,  &c.,  and 
other  Charges  attendant  thereon.*' 

(3.)  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £23,702,  be 
granted  to  Her  ^lajesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890,  for 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  including 
Rents  and  Furniture,  and  for  the  maintenance 
of  certain  Cemeteries  Abroad." 

(4.)  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £8,286,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  toe  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  en(Ung 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1890,  for  maintaining 
certain  Harbours,  <icc.,  under  the  Board  of 
Trade." 

Besolutions  agreed  to. 

RATING  OF  MACHINERY  BILL.— 
[Bill  No.  21.] 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

AGRICULTURAL    HOLDINGS    (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT  (1883)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

[Bill  No.  68.] 
As   amended   considered ;  read    the 
Third  l^e^  and  passed. 


PARTNERSHIP  BILL.    [Bill  No.  161]. 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  S.):  I  beg^ 
to  move  the  Second  Beading  of  this 
Bill. 

Dr.  TANNEB  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  object. 

Colonel  HILL :  I  appeal  to  the  hon% 
Member  to  allow  the  Bill  to  proceed. 

Dr.  TANNEB:  Let  it  be  promoted 
by  a  respectable  Member  of  this  side  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKEB:  Order^ 
order!  The  hon.  Member  must  be 
aware  that  he  is  guilty  of  a  gross  abuse 
of  the  Forms  of  the  House. 

Dr.  TANNEB:  I  said,  Sir,  let  the 
Bill  be  promoted  by  a  respectable  Mem- 
ber on  this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKEB :  Order, 
order ! 


THE  SUGAR  BOUNTIES  QUESTION. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  must  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's- 
Government  that  they  will  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House,  and  to  save  time 
in  the  debate  which  is  coming  on  to- 
morrow on  the  question  of  the  Sugar 
Bounties,  give  us  the  correspondence  for 
which  I  have  given  notice  to  move? 
The  correspondence  which  has  al- 
ready been  published  in  the  Blue 
Book  is  altogether  trivial  in  character. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
already  given  permission  for  the  corres- 
pondence to  be  published,  I  must  appeal 
to  him  to  have  it  circulated  and  thus 
save  a  good  deal  of  trouble  and  some 
acrimoDy  perhaps. 

♦Baron  H.  db  WOBMS  (Liverpool,  E. 
Toxteth) :  I  must  respectfully  decline  to 
accede  to  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  the  correspondence  is  not 
of  an  official  character.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  has  been  printed  in  pamphlet 
form  by  the  gentleman  to  whom  it  was 
addressed,  and  circulated  among  Mem- 
bers of  the  House. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  not  seen 
it. 

Motion  made,  That  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

Dr.  TANNEB :  I  wish  to  make  an 
explanation.  A  few  minutes  ago  I  ob- 
jected to  a  pseudo-Liberal  measure 
being  brought  forward  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  opposite,  and  I  wish  it  to 
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deal  of  mist  in  the  viciDitj  of  Frome 
and  Bath,  or  further  in  the  West  of 
England.  In  London  only  it  led  to  dark- 
ness, danger,  a  variety  of  accidents,  in- 
cluding a  collision  on  the  railway  between 
Victoria  and  Ludgate  Hill.  None  who 
arrived  that  day  in  the  Metropolis — it 
happened  to  myself — would  doubt  as  to 
the  necessity  of  passing  a  Bill  like  that 
before  your  Lordships.  There  is  a  quaint 
and  vehement  expression  of  the  late 
Mr.  Carlyle  which  has  also  recently 
appeared,  although  not  based  indeed 
on  his  experience  of  London — 

'*  Are  we  doomed  to  the  everlasting  corse  of 
choking  atmosphere  and  sulphurous  vapours 
which  it  is  taught  are  the  portion  of  devils, 
not  still  living  men  ?  I  vow  and  swear  that 
free  air  is  the  hirthright  of  every  free  man." 

My  Lords,  the  Bill  indeed  may  be  de- 
feated by  the  union  which  was  fatal  to 
it  in  1887,  and  which  I  am  not  able  to 
outnumber.  In  that  event  its  framers 
will  rely  for  ultimate  success  on  the 
mechanical  inventor,  who  knows  with 
what  facility  the  smoke  of  London  may  be 
obviated ;  the  painter,  to  whom  daylight 
is  indispensable  as  talent ;  the  ardiitect 
whose  greatest  works  are  marred  or 
thrown  into  obacurity ;  the  sculptor,  who 
foresees  the  blackness  of  the  marble 
which  he  handles.  They  will  rely  also 
on  the  whole  of  that  sex  who,  as  married 
women  and  young  ladies,  are  compelled 
to  pass  weeks  and  months  in  an  at- 
mosphere by  which  their  beauty  is 
deteriorated.  But  in  reading  the  Bill 
a  second  time  to-night,  the  House  will 
merely  go  back  to  its  original  position 
and  affirm  that  to  improve  the  air  of  the 
Metropolis  something  beyond  the  Ada 
of  L(»d  Palmeisioii  is  ealied  fat.  That 
name  reminds  me  I  shall  have  to  move 
without  the  &equentlv-afibrded  aid  of 
Lord  Mount  Temple,  wlio  has  now  dosed 
his  irreproachable  eaieer  of  viitue  and 
activitv.  I  am  obliged,  also«  to  lamcttt 
the  abeenee  of  the  Duke  of  Wcelminsliw, 
who  is  retained,  by  wune  indiwosi- 
tion,  in  the  c\Hinixy.  However,  1  am 
antboriaMl  to  mention  that  a  iMer  ha» 
reached  me  fKvooi  the  noble  I>«tke  to  ^ 
efiecA  that  his  opinhM  on  the  subjeH^— 
explained  to  the  Ho^^e  befete^t»  p«r* 
fvetly  unaltered;  that  he  te^sai^  tli^ 
Bill  as  a^c^neMiT^  K>  the  heahh  aiid  t^Ma^ 
fctt  of  the  K^wn  with  whWh  he  i«  iiK>>w 
eficta^y  c\vMiee»i4%  bevomd  the  welK 
known  tke  whkh  |«evtoiMl^v  atl*(^kM4 
him  to  it. 


Thk  lord   OHANOELLOE:   The- 
noble  Lord  has  referred  to  me  once  or- 
twice  in  the  course  of  his  observationB  y 
I  can  only  say  that  my  objectiona  to  a 
great  part  of  this  Bill  remain  imaltered, 
but  I  understand  from  those  who  repre- 
sent the  Department  of  the  Government 
which  particularly  deals  with  a  subject 
of  this  kind  that  they  would  rather  have- 
the  various  matters  considered  in  Com- 
mittee than  decided  summarily  by  re- 
jecting the  BilL    I  wiU  not  persist  in 
the  intention  I  originally  oonoeived  of 
moving  that  this  BiU  be  read  this  day 
six  months,  but  at  a  later  stage  of  the- 
Bill,  unless  the  objections  which  I  shall 
urge  are  removed  by  Amendments  ia 
Committee,  I  shall  certainly  move  the* 
rejection  of  the  measure. 

Earl  BROWNLO  W  :  I  feel  that  the^ 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Second 
Heading  of  the  Bill  has  a  veiy  strong^ 
argument  in  the  condition  of  the  Metro- 
polis yesterday  and  this  morning.  On 
reading  over  ike  Bill  I  find  thai  sevOTail 
clauses  which,  on  a  former  oecasion,  I 
pointed  out  to  the  House  as  objection- 
able have  been  removed,  add  therefore  I 
think  the  Bill  is  better  than  that  which 
was  brought  forward  by  the  noUe  Lord 
on  a  former  occasion.  The  paitieular 
provision,  however,  which  eanaed  the 
Bill  on  the  last  occasion  to  be  thrown 
out  still  remains — ^namely,  the  danae 
providing  that  private  houaea  ahonld  be 
mduded  in  the  operation  of  the  BSXL  I 
can  only  say  that  whea  the  BiU  goea 
into  Committee  it  will  be  frnpoaBihle  fn 
Her  Majes^a  Government  to  mepgrnk 
that  proviso  in  any  way.  At  the  aame 
time  th^e  are  in  the  BiU  otiher  points^ 
whieh,  I  think,  might  beeome  law.  I 
cannot  help  regieHing  Oat  the  aoble- 
Ijotd  prc^poaee  to  make  the  Yuutij  tiio 
keal  authority  for  the  puipoaa  of 
making  bye4awa.  It  appeaia  to  m»^ 
that  it  would  be  ftir  better  to  ha«e  the 

bye-la  wa  made  by  some  higher  anthorityt- 
«j^  the  CVMnty  OmmI,  the  Yestiiea 
oi^y  havtnit  power  to  adopt  tlMm  if 
thevc^hooMk 

Thi  KamL  or  MKATH:  I  am  ane 
.the  p«Uie  o«it»de  will  be  delighled 
!  with  the  attttwAe  whiA  the GuimaMMt 
*Ka^takeii«peiith>sBilL  Ittinkthe 
I  iMdKlW  wv^Vi  have  been  diaappninted 
jUtheKUhad  been  ifjectodtf Hu^alhT 
:  iMi^  the  ;i^eN«d  H#iadi^>  Aa  a  Member 
et  the  Uvfed^Mk  CVnua^  Omem1»  I  mw  be> 
'  allowed  te  «^  Amu  I  am  veiyi^  &aV 
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tinder  Clause  5,  power  is  given  to  the 
Oounty  Councils  to  alter  or  to  make  bye- 
daws.    I  am  also  glad  to  hear  from  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  that 
ihe    Government  will   agree   to   that, 
^because  there  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind 
^whatever  that,  until  the  Government 
-do  make  up  their  minds  in  one  way  or 
another  to   deal  with   privato  houses, 
we   shall  never  get  rid  of  the  great 
«moke    nuisance    in    the    Metropolis. 
After  all,  it  is  the  millions  of  chimneys 
belong^g  to  private  houses  that  create 
the  nuisance,  not  the  factory  chimneys. 
Lord  HEBSCHELL  :  I  should  like 
to  say  one  word  upon  a  point  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  called  attention. 
'Whatever    legislation    be    determined 
^pon  in  the  shape  of  bye-laws   to  be 
made,  I  think  that  those  bye-laws  ought 
iK)  be  made  by  one  body  for  the  entire 
Metropolis.     Nothing   could    be  more 
objectionable  than  that  there  should  be 
^lifferent  regulations  on  this  subject  for 
different  parts  of  the  Metropolis;  be- 
^cause,  in  one  parish  where  the  evil,  so 
far  as  it  was  strictly  local,  had  been 
Yemedied    at  great    sacrifice  and  ex- 
pense,   the  population    might    stil^  be 
under  the  burden  of  the  smoke  from  a 
neighbouring  parish.    It  seems  to  me 
ihat,  in  any  legislation  on  this  matter, 
:?that  should  be  one  cardinal  point. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  second  time. 

Lord  STRiTHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
Teferred  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
'House. 

LoBD  HEBSCHELL :  I  should  think 
this  was  distinctly  the  class  of  Bill  that 
should  be  referred  to  one  of  the  Stand- 
ing Committees. 

The  prime  MINISTER  ato  SEC- 
^HETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AEFAIBS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
burt)  :  I  think  the  general  feeling  of 
the  House  will  be  with  the  noble  Ix)rd 
(Lord  HerscheU)  that  this  Bill  should 
^  to  one  of  the  Standing  Committees, 
where  the  examination  into  ito  provi- 
sions will,  no  doubt,  be  severe  and 
isalntary. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  I  will  defer  to  what  seems  to  be 
the  general  opinion  of  your  Lordships, 
and  move  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a 
"Standing  Committee. 

Beaolntion  agreed  to. 


Bill  referred  to  Standing  Committee 
for  General  Bills. 

REFORMATORY    SCHOOLS    BILL.— 

(No.  36.) 
SECOND   READIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for    the    Second 
Keading  read. 

Earl  BROWNLOW:  I  ask  your 
Lordships  to  give  a  Second  Reading  to 
this  Bill,  which  is  founded  upon  the 
Report  of  a  Royal  Commission  which 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  con- 
dition of  certified  Reformatory  Schools, 
and  to  report  what  amendments  of  the 
law  were  expedient.  This  Commission 
was  a  very  strong  Commission,  presided 
over  by  Lord  Aberdare,  who  was  assisted 
by  a  very  strong  list  of  noble  Lords. 
They  took  a  great  deal  of  valuable  evi- 
dence, and  sent  in  a  very  full  and 
luminous  Report,  which  it  is  hardly 
necessary  to  say  has  been  exceedingly 
valuable  in  the  framing  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House.  At  the  present  time 
there  are  in  England  and  Scotland  56 
reformatory  schools.  Of  these  55  are 
established  entirely  by  voluntary  agen- 
cies,%nd  one — and  that  oneio  Scotland — 
was  established  by  the  Glasgow  Juvenile 
Delinquency  Board.  These  schools,  re- 
presenting a  national  and  philanthropic 
work,  though  established  by  voluntiu^ 
agencies,  are  entirely  under  the  sanction 
and  control  of  the  State.  This  condi- 
tion of  things  the  present  Bill  does 
not  propose  in  any  way  to  alter.  The 
object  of  reformatory  schools  is  to  place 
young  criminals  of  both  sexes  under 
such  careful  educational  restraint  as 
may  tond  to  wean  them  from  the  vicious 
courses  into  which  they  have  fallen  upon 
the  very  threshold  of  life,  very  often  not 
by  their  own  fault,  but  through  the  neg- 
lect and  carelessness  of  their  parents 
and  guardians.  The  Bill  does  not  in- 
volve any  great  change  of  principle  from 
the  existing  system.  In  the  Bill  intro- 
duced and  read  a  first  time  last  year, 
there  was  a  provision  in  Clause  3  that  the 
inspection  of  reformatory  schools  should 
remain  as  before  under  the  Reformatory 
School  Inspectors,  but  that  there  should 
be  a  further  concurrent  power  of  in- 
spection given  to  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spectors under  the  Education  Depart- 
ment. This  proposal  of  dual  inspection 
excited  such  opposition  on  the  part  of 
school  managers  and  others,  that  it  has 
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bmn  considered  tmadrisable  to  ineist 
upon  it.  There  therefore  remained  two 
alternatives,  one  to  leave  matters  as  the; 
are,  the  other,  to  hand  orer  these 
Beformatorj  Schools  entirely  to  tlie 
Inspectors  of  the  Education  Department. 
Now,  it  certainly  seems  undesirable  to 
remove  young  delinquents  altogether 
^m  the  control  of  the  Home  Office,  and 
the  Inspectors  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment have  no  experience  of  reforma- 
tories or  boarding  schools.  It  is  there- 
ft>re  proposed  that  these  sobools  shall 
remain  under  their  present  Inspectors. 
If,  however,  it  be  thought  that  a 
higher  standard  should  be  reached,  the 
Craremmeiit  will  be  glad  to  consider 
way  suggestions  in  Committee.  Clause 
9  deals  with  the  question  of  imprieon- 
nent.  Opinions  are  divided  as  to  whether 
children  ehould  always  be  imprisoned 
b*fore  being  sent  to  a  reformatory.  On 
Ae  one  hand  it  is  urged  that  the  school 
akonld  not  be  ooneidered  a  punishment, 
■nd  that  the  child  should  realise 
that  punishment  was  OTcr.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  is  urged  that  imprison- 
ment neoeesarily  has  an  injurions  effect 
on  the  ohild.  The  Bill  meets  the  difB- 
onlty  by  Testing  a  diaoretion  iC  the 
magistrate;  aftd  Clanses  10  and  11 
provide  for  the  inBiction  of  jpuDishments 
other  than  imprisonment.  It  is  provided 
that,  in  lieu  of  sending  a  joathf^l 
oftmder  to  a  reformatoiy  aehool,  the 
Oonrt  may — 

that  the  Touthful  offmiiler, 

nttif 


pound  :  (d)  order  the  pkieiit  to  pay  to  any  psT^ 
Km  tnjuTwl  by  the  offtmce  compensation  nol 
HWodinir  Ht»  pouodi :  (e)  ordar  the  parrat  to 
|1t«  wourity  for  the  gund  betuiTtoor  of  thi' 
yvHthlul  uSiiMw." 

No  oommitmant  to  a  rvformatory  school 
ii  to  be  made  of  children  undvr  W  years 
of  ag»,  unless  a  previous  conviction  is 
MOTM.  Thon,  power  is  {riven  to  the 
BMr<>taTy  of  $t<ite  to  order  tnediaohargo 
of  any  y«llth^^l  ot^ind^r  ttan  a  school. 
bat  it  is  ali^i  jirovidtHl  that— 


tion  er^nollr  «U><tt<<4  l«  VlM,  iw  itt  )^w 
•aaae*  ^  an  ^Wm  i<I  diafWit*  t>r  lh> 
Sawrtary  ut  Ktal<\  tw  utial),  JunM  >■ 
parit>d  y-^t  l«v>  vMr*  («\»u  1K>'  JMv  yt  h»  4t« 
•halM^  t««»i«>  »«^i«-t  t^«1^l.■^^>«.li^i^^H«•^»^'^ 
tad  in  Ut»  niM  S,>h*jHle  tv>  1KI>  .\v1.  awJ  it 


notion,  be  liable,  in  addition  to  any  other 
panishment,  to  be  otdered  by  the  Court  to  be 
sent  back  to  the  Mme  or  another  osrtifled 
reformatory  aehool,  and  to  be  there  detainad 
for  any  peiiod  which  the  Court  may  think  fit, 
not  exceeding  tiro  years  from  the  aipiiation  of 
the  ori^nal  period  of  detention." 

This  provision  will  obviously  be  <^ 
especial  value  in  the  ease  of  girla. 
Clause  20  provides  that  where  a  youth- 
ful offender  has  conduoted  himself  weU 
be  may  be,  with  bis  own  oooaent, 
apprenticed  to  any  trade,  calling,  or 
aervioe  (which  wonld  iniclade  enlist- 
ment  in  the  Army)  or  be  dispoaad  of' 
by  emigration,  notwithstanding  that  hi». 
period  of  detention  has  not  ex^zed. 
Clause  34  provides  for  a  oontribntioit 
by  the  Treasury  to  the  various  expenses, 
including  the  expense  of  emigiatioa. 
Ooun^  and  Borough  Oonnoils  uo  dbo 
to  contribute.  The  only  other  {woviuon. 
which  it  is  necessary  to  mention  to  your 
Lordships  is  that  in  Olaoae  27,  wHidt. 
will  enact  that — 

"He  parent  of  a  yonQifnl  offindar  detatnsd 
in  a  certJBod  refomatorf  idUKd  ahsll  be  pri- 
ntarily  liable  to  pay  for  hn  aoppott  and  mainte— 
nance  therein," 

At  the  present  time  the  parent  ia  only 
made  liable  for  a  sum  not  axoeediag  5s. 
a  week ;  but,  if  it  be  olearlypm>rad  that 
the  parent  can  affitrd  it.  there  can  be  no 
reason  why  the  parent  shoold  not  be 
made  liable  for  the  whole  cost  of  main- 
tenanoe  of  the  child.  I  have  endea- 
voured, my  Lords,  as  bri^y  aa  poasbls, 
to  1^  before  you  the  rainmpal  changes 
propoeed  by  the  Bill.  It  is  not  a  vei? 
oomplieated  measure.  It  ismnohahorter 
and  simpler  than  the  Bill  which  will 
ahortty  be  before  yoor  Loid^upe  deal- 
ing with  indostrial  a^kotda.  I  now 
au  yoor  Lordships  to  give  the  Bill  a- 
Second  Sewliur. 

L>tmD  ABBBI)AB£ :  The  noble  Lord 
is  quite  right  in  Mjing  that  thia  Bill  is, 
in  the  main,  a  Ckmaolidation  Bill.  '  I 
lathor  regret  that  the  isocKniBendatioa 
of  the  OommiauoB  in  favour  of  innm> 
tion  by  the  Bdnoatioa  Dmrtmant  oiu 
nol  bMa  adopted.  The  noble  Tiaoovit 
opposito,  who  haa  filled  the  oBoe  of 
Uttue  9a<»t«iy,  nuat  know  how  diffi- 
Mill  it  is  to  get  a  good  adeetlon  of 
sctuxJmMlew  for  relonnatory  sohoola. 
Th*   CNnamissioa   conaidered  that  &»• 
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only  wa^  of  oyercoming  that  difficulty 
was  by  ^ving  the  appointment  of  masters 
to  the  Education  Department,  and  giving 
the  inspection  of  the  teaching,  so  far  as 
it  was  not  technical,  to  the  Education 
Department  also.  They  were  of  opinion 
that  the  friction  arising  from  the  dual 
inspection  would  not  be  so  great  as  was 
apprehended  by  some.  When  the  Royal 
Commission  was  appointed,  there  was  a 
general  impression  that  a  great  many 
children  were  sent  to  reformatories 
who  ought  to  be  sent  to  industrial 
schools,  and  to  industrial  schools  who 
ought  to  be  sent  to  reformatories. 
A  great  effort  has  been  made  to  reduce 
the  number  sent  to  reformatory  schools. 
With  respect  to  boys  under  12,  who,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  magistrates,  have  been 
leading  criminal  lives,  and  the  record  of 
whose  conduct  is  well  known,  I  do  not 
think  that  such  boys  are  proper  subjects 
for  industrial  schools.  But  I  remember 
well  that  Mr.  Baker,  one  of  the  greatest 
authorities  on  this  subject,  stated  before 
the  Royal  Commission  that  offenders  of 
that  class  have  not  only  diminished  ib 
number,  but  were  also  exhibiting  less 
atrocity  of  character.  They  were  alto- 
gether more  manageable.  The  num- 
ber of  reformatories  has  b€en  les- 
sened by  two  since  last  year,  while 
industrial  schools  have  greatly  in- 
creased. That  is  encouraging.  The 
boys  who  should  be  sent  to  reforma* 
tories  are  boys  of  hardened  character. 
The  enforcement  of  payment  by  the 
parents  in  England,  and  espeoiddy  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland,  has  had  a  very 
beneficial  influence.  In  Scotland  the 
Returns  show  that  there  are  a  number 
of  defaulters.  In  a  prosperous  country 
like  Scotland  there  is  no  reason  why 
parents  should  not  be  obliged  to  pay.  I 
am  anxious  to  interest  the  County 
Council  as  a  contributory  in  the'matter. 
As  the  noble  Lord  has  said,  there  are  a 
number  of  matters  which  will  require 
oareful  discussion  in  Committee,  and,  no 
doubt,  when  that  stage  is  reached  it  wiU 
be  found  possible  to  improve  the  Bill 
in  many  remMCts. 

*LoRD  NORTON :  The  measure  now 
before  us  deals  only  with  reformatory 
schools,  but  the  other  half  of  the  sub- 
ject relating  to  industrial  schools,  pro- 
mised after  Easter,  was  before  the 
House  last  Session,  and  we  know,  there- 
fore, that  both  Bills  are  almost  in  the 
same  words.    There  is  no  difference  be- 


tween the  schools  provided  by  each :  the 
only  difference  is  between  the  classes  of 
children  sent  to  some  or  other  of  them. 
The  second  clause  of  the  Bill  before 
the  House  enables  a  Secretary  of  State 
to  increase  and  multiply  the  classifica- 
tion of  the  subjects  of  these  schools, 
and    a    conference   of    managers    has 
suggested  no  less   than  four  kinds  of 
reformatories  —  for  incorrigibles  ;    for 
offenders  who  have  been  in   prisons ; 
for  those  who  have  not ;   and  for  very 
immoral  girls.      Two  more  classes  of 
reformatories    have    been    suggested — 
for  troublesome  cases  from  other  schools ; 
and  for    truants.    Finer  psychological 
distinctions  have  also  been  suggested, 
such  is  the  tendency  to  multiply  insti- 
tutions by  those  who  are  deeply  and 
scientifically  interested.     But,  after  all, 
the   treatment    of  children   in  similar 
schools  must  be  much   the  same,  and 
though   convicted    children    should  be 
separated,  no  one  can  see  any  difference 
practically  in  the  treatment  of  them  at 
a    reformatory    or    of     others    at    an 
industrial      school.      It    is     a      mere 
fancy,  even  if  it  were  desirable,    that 
any  school  should  be    made   specially 
correctional     during    a    child's     whole 
education.    A   penal    school    is  a  hor- 
rible idea.  Medicine  cannot  be  mixed 
with  dietary  during  all  childhood.     In 
the  (Government's  view  that  children  in 
both  reformatory  and  industrial  schools 
should  be  educated  in  a  distinct  Police  and 
Home  Office  Department  of  Education, 
these  two  Bills,  should  be  one,  only  indi- 
cating the  description  of  children  to  be 
kept  separately  in  each  denomination  of 
the  schools  alike  provided  for  both.     I 
have  a  Bill  standing   also  for  Second 
Reading  which  deals  with  both,  but  my 
Bill  proposes  to  put  all  schools  under 
the  l£)hool  Department.      The  children 
convicted  of  a  crime  are,  after  suitable 
and  adequate  punishment,  proposed  to 
be      sent    separately    to    reformatory 
schools ;  children  found  begging,  home- 
less, or  thrown  in  company  with  thieves 
are  proposed  to  be  sent  to  industrial 
schools.     The  Gh>vemment  division  of 
the  subject  into  two  Bills  will  give  this 
advantage — that  the  industrial    school 
half  cannot,  at  all  events,  be  any  longer 
divorced    from    our    National    School 
Department    under    anv    decent     pre- 
tence whatever.    To  educate  homeless 
and    neglected  children   penally  must 
cease  to  be  a  scandal  to  this  country* 
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COMMISSIONEas  FOR  OATHS  BILL 
(No.  a) 

AmendmentB  reported  Caccordinp  to 
order) :  Bill  to  be  read  3'  on  Tumda; 
the  30th  inqt. 

THE  LOCAL    QOVEBNMENT    ACT, 

1888.— QUESTION. 
Tmb  Eabl  of  BELMOfiE,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  54th,  57th,  and  87th 
Bectione  of  the  Local  Govemment  A.ct, 
IBBB;  and  toaBkHerMajeatj'eCFoverQ- 
inent  whether  parties  aggrieved  by 
orders  of  the  Local  Gtoremment  Board, 
made  or  confirmed  under  either  the  fi4th 
or  57th  sections,  may  petition  Parlia- 
ment, and  be  heard  before  a  Select 
Committee,  in  the  manner  provided  by 
the  87th  section  for  cases  to  which  it 
applies,  said :  My  object  in  putting  this 
question  is  not  so  much  to  get  from  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Balfour  of  Burley) 
on  interpretation  of  the  clauses  men- 
tioned in  the  question,  as  to  elicit  &om 
him  what  is  the  policy  which  Her 
Majesty's  Cbvemment  is  of  opinion 
ought  to  be  pursued  with  those  Orders  of 
the  Local  Quvemment  Board  which  are 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House. 
•Lord  BALFOUR:  I  think  I  can 
reply  to  this  question  in  a  very  few 
words.  Tour  Lordships,  on  referring 
to  Sections  54  and  57  of  the  Act,  will 
see  that  they  deal  with  important  sub- 
ieots,  such  as  the  alteration  of  the 
boundaries  of  the  county  and  making 
new  county  boroughs.  But  other  mat- 
ters referred  to,  such  as  the  number  of 
wards  and  electoral  districts,  are  of  less 
importance,  and  the  policy  of  the  Act  is 
to  deal  with  these  different  matters 
cording  to  the  different  degrees  of  their 
importuce.  In  regard  to  some  of  them 
it  is  pronded  by  Section  54  that,  while 
the  County  Counuil  and  the  Local 
Qovernment  Board  may  agree  ou  what 
is  desirable  to  be  done,  and  may  embody 
their  decisiooa  in  a  Provisional  Order,  the 
policy  of  which  is  to  regard  those 
matters  as  of  such  intrinsic  importancee 
that  they  must  be  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment in  the  form  of  Bills  conGrmiog 
Provisional  Ordera.  Section  87  provides 
that  those  Provisional  Ordem  should  be 
dealt  with  in  the  same  way,  In  every 
raspeot,  as  other  Provisional  Orden 
are  dealt  with  when  they  are  brought 
before  Parliament — namely,  that  V 
opposed,  they  should  he  referred  to 


Select  Oommittee,  aud  that  the  parties 
should  be  heard  by  counsel.  This  applies 
only  to  the  first  four  sub-sections,  «,  i, 
e,  and  i.  In  legozd  to  the  snb-eeotion» 
«  and  /,  they  have  refereuce  to  matteia 
of  much  leas  importance,  and  npoa 
them  the  decision  of  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment  Board  is  final.  Seotion  $7 
relates  to  different  classes  of  Babjeota^ 
In  regard  to  some  of  them  the- 
decision  of  the  County  Council  and 
the  Local  Oovemment  Board  taken  to- 
gether is  final ;  and,  in  the  firqt  two 
or  three  classes,  a  Report  has  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  if  a  certain  cumber  of 
electors  oppose.  But  in  regard  to  these 
matters,  all  that  is  done  ia  that  the- 
Local  Government  Board  makes  a 
Report  to  both  Houses  of  Farliammt 
of  what  has  been  done,  and  leaves  the- 
opponents,  should  there  be  any,  to  take 
such  steps  in  either  House  as  thej  may 
think  fit.  What  those  stops  wonLd  h» 
would  depend  upon  the  oiranniitanoes  in 
each  case ;  but  I  think  I  am  not  going 
too  far  in  saying  that  it  would  probably 
have  to  be  by  Motion  diaap|woving  the- 
action  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
There  is,  therefore,  no  analogy  btttw«en 
the  procedure  under  the  fi7th  seotion  snf 
the  Tramways  Act  to  whioh  the  noble 
Lord  has  referred. 

THE   EDUCATION  OODK,    ISB>. 

QVKSTIOHS.      OBSKaVAXIOm. 

*Tbz  Lobd  Bishop  of  LONDON,  f» 
rising  to  ask  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council  whether  it  would  be  posuble 
to  insert  words  in  Artiols  86  (j£\  of  the 
new  Code  which  wiU  make  it  olesr  that 
the  requirement  of  100  oabie  feet  cf 
intomai  space  and  10  sqnsre  fM  of 
internal  area,  for  each  child  in  average 
attendance,  will  either  not  be  applied  to 
existing  Bcliodla  or  will  odIj-  be  applied 
in  extreme  cases,  said:  I  should  not  lilcR 
it  to  be  supposed  that,  in  asking  iti« 
questioQ,  I  intend  to  imply  ihat  lli«  *■■ 
varnment  has  any  in  ten  tin  n  (4  piiujiu; 
severe  presaureontbev-n"'^'"^""  - 
and  I  should  like  to  adil  '!:■,.  ■ 
yet  id  time  thorou^i  ! 
Ood»  and  the  > 
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before  giving  kd  opinion  as  to  the  w&; 
they  would  work.  I  am  gladtheOoTem- 
ment  hai  giren  us  two  montfai  instead  of 
the  ttatutoryone  month  during  which  the 
Code  might  be  considered  in  ParUament. 
No  doDDt  the  GoTemment  has  paid 
regard  to  one  of  the  fundamental  re- 
commendations of  the  late  CommiBsion 
of  InquiTT  into  Education — viz.,  that 
both  the  Board  schools  and  the  volun- 
tary schoola  should  be  considered  as 
constituting  au  essential  part  of  the 
educational  provision  for  the  country. 
There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  there 
is  any  deeire  on  the  part  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  to  hurt  the  voluntary  schools  in 
any  way,  but  there  is  a  great  deal  in 
the  Code  which  affects  them  very  much. 
I  hope  I  may  be  permitted,  after  putting 
this  question  to-night,  to  reserve  to  my- 
self the  liberty  of  saying  something  at 
a  later  stage  about  the  general  working 
of  the  Code.  I  think  it  is  impouible  tu 
exaggerate  the  importance  of  a  great 
many  of  the  changes.  They  grow  under 
one's  eye  as  onecoasiden  them,  and  the 
Government  will  probably  find  that  it  it> 
really  of  value  to  the  Department  tha: 
they  should  know  by  some  public  dij»- 
cuBsion  what  would  be  the  etlect  o!  & 
great  many  of  these  proposals 
the  particular  queetiuu  wliieL  I  • 
now  has  been  pressed  U|i 
very     much,     beoaus*    it     it  .    t: . 

the   very  first  things  that  wig         ik 
minda  of   the  maaagvn    oJ    m  p: 

idiools.  Tha  8Sth  articM  oJ  i  .  .^■ 
Code  is  so  worded  as  to  giv*:  p 
ft  power  to  the  lJ*pwVH««:  b- 
npm  100  oabic  feet  ol  Mt^ki 
ftad  '"T™ *— *-*-iMai  ^ 
piuildsd    for 


accommo-i  ir--:t  :^  ::it  v.-..-.     »  •■■-•■ 
BO  oppr«e:T»  i,'.  ;Tt:-:,-»-  '         -  '■'" 
seriously  wi^  -^  ^i»Bfc.  yr.i,:::  . 
recognizing    :'l.*   v-j.=i.:6r;    v.;.' ■:> 
part  of  the  prorisi-j^  for  tii>    tsiif* 
of  the  nation.     I  siial'.  w  «:■.     '.• 
fore,  if  the  Presidei.:  t-i  "i'       ■'•■ 
able  to  give  some  asBuraii'.-t :-:.'  :: 
not   the  intentioii  of  Tiiv  tjir^mr! 
and  to    saj'  alsu   whetiicr   :'    n  '. 
possible   to   iniiert    words  wiii-'    « 
make  it  quite  dear  tha:  ini^  r^'''*'- 
is  not  to  be  applied  to  exis::r"  •="■ 
or  would  only  be  appiied :;"  t't  ■■-  ■ 
cases.     1  do  not  think  :~  v  _ 
cult  tu  proviiie  Buiu  wtiTZ-    ■:■  ■• 
a  real  desire  Vi  ineen  i^-: 
sure  it  wuuid  n>a«-r  t  '^""'  "* 
euce  in  the  wa^- 1^  v^ 
generally  nKcard:  _   ::  :  - 
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xnendation  of  all  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
fiions — 


fluperfioial  feet 
accommodation 


^<That  the  100  cubic  and   10 

^ehould     be     the     minimum 

provided  for  each  child  in  average  attendance 

in  aU  school  buildings  in  future  to  be  erected." 

At  page  63  they  remark  that : — 

'*  Saperfloial  area  is  but  a  rough  approximation 
to  the  actual  accommodation  of  a  school,  and 
that  the  truer  criterion,  especiallj  in  schools  for 
-elder  children,  is  to  be  found  in  the  amount  of 
seat  room  provided.  We  think  that  the  demand 
for  increased  accommodation  for  each  child  in 
Uhose  buildings  in  which  it  has  been  hitherto 
calculated  at  eight  square  feet  per  child  should 
be  measured  rather  bj  the  need  of  more  seat 
room  than  bj  the  simple  calculation  of  superficial 
.area.  The  proper  measure  of  a  school* s  aocom- 
jnodation  should  be  the  seat  iupplj." 

So  long  as  there  is  adequate  room  for 
'the  children  in  average  attendance, 
existing  schools  need  not  fear  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Department  on  the 
ground  or  want  of  space.  No  raid 
upon  schools  heretofore  sanctioned  was 
ever  contemplated,  and  there  are  many 
reasons  why  it  would  he  unjust.  They 
need  not  he  apprehensive  of  any  undue 
pressure. 

The  Earl  of  HAEROWBY  :  It  is 
impossihle  to  say  even  two  or  three 
"words  on  the  suhject  of  the  New  Oode 
without  expressing  one*s  great  sense  of 
the  difficulty  of  the  subject.  No  one 
knows  better  than  I  do  the  extreme  com- 
plexity and  difficulty  of  these  educa- 
tional questions.  A  JBill  in  Parliament 
is  bad  enough,  but  a  Code  is  always  more 
difficulty  because  it  is  full  of  details  of  the 
most  complex  kind.  I  do  not  purpose 
at  this  moment  to  go  into  the  question 
of  the  Code.  If  it  were  always  to  be 
administered  by  my  noble  Friend  I 
should  feel  perfectly  confident  that  all 
was  right,  but  it  may  at  some  time  have 
to  be  administered  by  someone  very 
different.  The  point  I  wish  to  press  upon 
noble  Lords  is  this — that  the  Code  pro- 
poses greater  changes  than  have  been 
made  in  our  system  of  education 
during  the  last  twenty  years.  I  am 
utterly  unprepared  at  present  to  give 
any  opinion  as  to  how  this  Oode  will 
work.  It  fails  to  embodv  many  of  the 
importcmt  modifications  of  the  existing 
fsystem  which  have  been  recommended 
by  the  Eoyal  Commission,  so  that  the 
<]Jode  cannot  be  described  as  the  Code 
of  the  Comoiission.  The  Commission 
expressly  state  that  their  reoommenda- 

Fiscount  Cranhrook 


tions  can  only  be  taken  as  part  of  an 
entire    scheme.      I    acknowledge    the 
skUl,  labour,  and  goodwill  to  the  cause 
of   education  with  which  the  Code  is 
framed ;    but  at    present    one  cannot 
express  an  opinion  as  to  its  educational 
effect.    I  can  not,  however,  help  think- 
ing that  if  the  excellent  example  of  Mr. 
Mundella,  which  inspired  the  confidenoe 
even  of  his  opponents,  had  been  fol- 
lowed,  it    would    have   been  a    wise, 
generous,  and  considerate  course.    In 
1881,  when  changes  small  and  insigni- 
cant  compared  with  those  of  the  present 
Code  were  introduced,  Mr.  Mundella 
allowed  the  proposed  Code  to  lie  on  the 
Table  for  a  whole  Session  in  order  that 
a  basis  of  general  agreement  might  be 
found.    I  remember    that   there    was 
hardly    anything    in    Mr.    Mundella's 
career  as  Vice  President  that  met  with 
more  general  assent  and  applause  than 
that  action.    It  is  worth  oonddering,  in 
so  grave  a  matter  as  this,  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  to  follow  a  pre- 
cedent so  wise  and  generous,  bd!ore  the 
Government   are   finally  oommitted  to 
the  great  and  yital  changes  which  are 
embodied  in  this  Code. 
♦Earl  FORTESCUE:    The   more   I 
have  looked  into  the  Code  sinoe  the 
discussion  the  other  day,  the  more  I 
have  been  struck  with  the  great  magni- 
tude of  the  alterations— many  of  which. 
I  think,  very  great  improTements — and 
the  more  I  have  felt  that  it  requires 
very    careful  discussion    as   a   whole, 
because  of  the  working  of  the  different 
alterations   in    conjunction    with  each 
other.   I  trust  that  before  the  expiration 
of  Uie  two  months  which  have  to  elapee 
after  the  Code  is  nlaced  on  the  TaUe, 
before  it  acquired  the  foree  of   law, 
there  will  be  time  for  fuU  diaonanon 
which,  in  your  Lordships'  House,  ouffht 
to  take  place  soon  after  theBeoeea.  The 
working  of  the  Code   in  the  oounti^ 
would  be  greatly  facilitated  by  pubbe 
attention  out-of-doors   beii^  oalbd  to 
the  various  proyisions  which,  at  SxBi 
sight,  can  hardly  be  adequate^  under- 
stood in  their  fun  *^    --- 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarteK  before  8eve& 

o'dook,  to  Taeaday  the  80th  instuit, 

a  quarter  past  Four  o^doek. 
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HOUSE   OF   OOlfUONS, 
Htwriday,  Uth  April,  1889. 


MB.  SPEAKEB'S  INDISPOSITION. 

The  Houae  beinff  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  Eoose  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
owing  to  the  oontinuanee  of  his  indis- 
poflition. 

WfaereupoQ  Hr.  Oourtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  WajH  and  Ueans,  proceeded  to 
the  Table;  and,  after  Frayera,  took  the 
Chair  ae  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order. 

TOWN  HOLDINOS. 
Ordered,  That  the  Reports  and 
Minutes  of  Evidence  taken  before  the 
Select  Committee  on  Tomi  Holdings  in 
Sessions  1886,  1887,  and  1888  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Select  Committee  on  Town 
Holdings.— (ifr.  Zmm  Fry.) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  aneed  to  the  National 
Debt  Bedemption  Bill,  Army  (Annual) 
Bill,  Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  Provisioiul  Order  Bill, 
without  Amendment. 

ROYAL  ASSENT. 

Uessage  to  attend  the  Lords  Oom- 
mi  sai  oners ; — 

The  House  went; — and  being  re- 
turned;— 

Mr.  Deputy  Sfkakkb  reported  the 
Boyal  Assent  to  the  Army  J^nual  Aet, 
1889;  National  Debt  Bedemption  Act, 
1869;  Drainage  and  Ii^rovement  of 
Lands  Supplemental  (Ireland)  Act, 
IB89. 


QUE8TI0N8. 


SCOTLAND— SEVERE  SENTENCE  FOB 
HAWKING. 
Mb.  BBADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his 
attention  had  bMK  drawn  to  a  eonvio- 
tion,  by  Shniff  Hamilton,  in  the  Edin- 
burgh Sheriff  Snmmary  Court,  on  9th 
Manifa,  of  five  boya,  charged  with 
having,  without  leave,  hawked  news- 


papers for  sale  on  the  North  British 
Railway  Station ;  whether  three  of  the 
boys,  who  had  been  previously  convicted 
of  similar  treapasa,  were  sentenced  to- 
six  stripes  with  a  birch  rod,  and  the 
remaining  two  lads  to  two  stripes ;  and- 
whether  these  sentences  of  flogging  for 
such  simple  trespass  were  authorized  by 
law? 
•Thi  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBKaTBOH,  Buteshire) :  I  have  in- 
quired into  this  case,  and  have  ascer- 
tained that  the  facts  areas  stated  by  tbe- 
hoD.  Member.  The  offence  was  the 
contravention  of  a  byelaw  issued  under 
the  Act  8  and  9  Yiot.  c.  33.  The  proper 
penalty  would  have  been  a  fine,  but  the 
Act  provides  that,  failing  recovery  of  the 
&ne,  imprisonment  shall  follow.  As  the 
boys  could  not  have  paid  a  fine,  the 
presiding  Sheriff  was  anxious  to  avoid 
a  sentence  leading  to  imprisonment,  and 
therefore  ordered  whipping.  In  so 
doing,  however,  he  overlooked  the  terms 
of  the  Statutes  which  authorize  whip- 
ping, for  they  allow  it  only  as  a  substi- 
tute for  a  sentence  of  imprisonment, 
and  not  as  a  substitute  for  a  pecuniary 
penalty,  even  although  imprisonment 
may  be  the  consequence  of  non-pay- 
ment. I  have  no  doubt  that  this  dis- 
tinction will  be  attended  to  in  future. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA.— FOHESHOfiE- 
RIGHTS  AT   ALBANY. 

Sib  GEOBGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  petitiona  have  been  received' 
&om  inhabitants  of  the  town  of  Albany, 
Western  Australia,  praying  that  the 
present  and  prospective  right  of  access 
to  the  foreshore  of  the  harbour  may  be 
preserved  to  them  as  against  threatened' 
encroaohments  of  a  railway  in  course  of 
oonstmotion  by  the  Western  Australian 
Land  Company ;  and  whether  effectual 
measures  have  been,  or  will  be  taken, 
to  prevent  the  Company  acquiring  a 
monopoly  of  acoess  to  the  foreshore  of 
the  harbour,  and  thereby  depriving  the- 
inhabitants  of  public  rights  of  high 
value  in  the  future  ? 

Thb  under  SEOBETABT  ot 
STATE  K>B  THB  COLONIES  (Baron 
Hkhbt  db  Wobms,  Liverpool,  Toxteth) :. 
Two  Petitions  on  this  subject  have  been 
received  and  are  being  carefnllv  con- 
sidered. I  am  unable  to  state  what  in- 
stmotions  the  Bemtary  of  State  will  be- 
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into  the  oause  of  the  delay  in  making 
known  the  result  ? 

Mb.  BRODEICK  :  The  facts  are  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member.  The  result 
of  the  examination  will  be  communicated 
to  candidates  to-day  and  published  as 
soon  as  the  list  is  printed.  This  being 
a  strictly  competitive  examination,  it 
was  necessary  to  give  the  examiners 
sufficient  time  to  do  justice  to  the  candi- 
dates. I  may  add  that  the  result  of 
this  examination  has  rarely  been  pub- 
lished before  the  15th  of  April. 

THE  PUBLIC  EXECUTIONER. 

Sir  EDMUND  LEOHMERE  (Wor- 
cestershire, Bewdley)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  had  received  any  present- 
ments made  to  Her  Majesty's  Judges 
by  grand  juries  of  counties  and  cities 
during  the  recent  assizes,  in  reference 
to  the  expediency  of  placing  the  public 
executioner  under  the  control  of  the 
Home  Office ;  whether  he  had  received 
copies  of  resolutions  adopted  by  County 
Magistrates  at  the  last  Epiphany  Quarter 
Sessions  on  the  same  subject ;  whether 
he  would  enumerate  the  counties  and 
cities  fh>m  which  such  presentments  and 
resolutions  have  been  received;  and, 
whether  he  would,  at  the  same  time, 
communicate  to  the  House  the  opinions, 
if  any,  conveyed  to  him  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Judges  thereon  f 

Mr.  Mim^HEWS  :  The  answer  to 
the  first  two  paragraphs  is  in  the  affir- 
mative. I  have  received  such  present- 
ments from  the  counties  of  Surrey, 
Dorset,  Westmoreland,  Leicester,  Wor- 
cester, Lincoln,  Oloucester,  Durham, 
Devon,  Nottingham,  York,  Monmouth, 
Hereford,  Derby,  Salop,  and  Olamor- 
gan.  I  have  received  resolutions  of 
magistrates  from  the  counties  of  Wor- 
cester and  Monmouth.  These  present- 
ments were  forwarded  to  me  without 
any  exprM«iv>n  of  opinion  by  the  learned 
Judges  except  in  the  <«se  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Justices  who  thought  the  sugmsled 
^ange  a  very  ri^ht  and  rational  oa<s 
and  <M  Mr,  Ju»t4<^  iVenman,  who  thoiight 
that  the  carrying  out  of  executions  had 
better  not  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Qo-^ 
Tsmmentn 

Miu  SUMM  KKS  ,UiHldei«fietaN  ask^ 
the  Seorelary  of  ^ate  fi>r  ihe  HtMine 
Diepaitttevit  Vhelher  He  wiU  take  switi 


steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  bring- 
about  the  extension  to  England  ana 
Scotland  of  the  modifications  in  the* 
Prison  Bules  which  have  been  proposed 
by  the  Prisons  Board  in  Lreland  and 
sanctioned  by  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tha^ 
Lord  Lieutenant  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Legislation  will 
be  necessary  in  order  to  extend  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  the  modifications  of 
Prison  Rules  which  have  been  proposed 
for  Lreland.  Before  proposing  any  such 
legislation  to  the  House,  I  shall  await 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  Inquux 
into  this  subject  instituted  by  my  right 
hon.  Friena  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland. 

THE  AUXILIARY  FORCES. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  Stato 
for  War  whether,  having  regard  to  the* 
fact  that  officers  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces 
have  been  invited  to  go  up  for  examina* 
tion  in  subjects  obligatory  on  officers  of 
the  Regular  Forces — namely,  taotios,. 
fortification,  reconnaissance,  and  law, 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  such 
officers  as  accepted  Uie  invitation  beings 
allowed  to  attend  the  garrison  classes, 
in  the  same  way  as  officers  of  the  Auxi* 
liary  Forces  are  allowed  to  be  attached 
to  Line  Regiments,  in  order  to  leam 
drill  and  interior  economy? 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  The  number  of 
officers  who  can  attend  a  ganison  class 
is  limited  to  the  number  that  oan  be 
efficiently  instructed  bytiie  Steff  Officer 
appointed  tot  that  purpose,  nrsferenoe 
must,  of  course,  be  given  to  Regular 
Officers ;  but  when  there  are  not  enoo^ 
Regular  Officers  to  fill  a  class  these  inU 
be  no  objection  to  the  vifianmes  bemg 
filled  by  officers  of  the  AnxiKaiyForoes. 

^[ORRIS'S  TUBES. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  000KB  asked  the 
Seeretarj  of  State  for  War  whether  h^ 
oould  gtve  the  names  of  the  MiUtia 
battaliuM  who  used  Monisms  lobes  at 
their  last  tndning ;  can  he  stato  iriiy, 
by  Army  Order  22  of  Jannaiy  IW% 
n.  ^  the  issae  of  Monis's  tnbse  to  the 
Militia  has  been  lestiictsd  to  •^a  limited 
nenber  of  battaUona,'*  aad  e«  whivt 
ptineiple  ^m  pattkmlar  battaHoM  are 
selected  Cdr  the  issae  of  Motm'a  tnbea ; 
ar»  the  <yJoaeh  of  ibe  ICUtie  bettalionB 
t^  whom  tbe  tubes  are  iasned  oidsrad  te 
«Metbem,ertelbeirnesoptioMl;  hxm 
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wxy,  and,  if  bo,  what  alterations  been 
made  in  the  dietribntion  of  the  prize 
money  for  shootine  in  the  Militia,  as 
iras  snggested  by  nim  in  reply  to  a 

Seetion  on  this  subject  put  to  him  last 
ssion ;  and  whether  he  will  consent  to 
give  a  Return  showing  the  number  of 
teoniits  who  fired  their  recruit's  course 
only,  and  the  number  of  recruits  who 
ftred  both  their  recruit's  and  their 
trained  man's  course,  and  the  names 
tut  the  battalions  in  which  this  occurred  ? 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  The  3rd  BattaHon 
Essex  Regiment,  and  the  3rd  Battalion 
-King's  Own  Scottish  Borderers  used  the 
'Morris  tubes  during  the  last  training; 
and  the  3rd  and  5th  Battalions  of  the 
Boyal  Fusiliers  and  the  4th  Battalion 
of  the  Oxfordshire  Regiment  used  them 
for  the  training  of  their  recruits.  The 
issue  was  restricted  to  such  stations  as 
were  provided  with  galleries  for  the  use 
of  the  Morris  tube;  where  issued  the 
use  of  the  tube  is  obligatory.  Altera- 
tions have  been  made  in  the  distribution 
of  the  prize  money  for  good  shooting  in 
the  Militia,  by  reducing  the  value  of  the 
prizes  given  to  the  best  shots  of  each 
battalion  and  each  company,  and  giving 
a  prize  of  5s.  to*  the  best  shot  of  each 
section.  The  revised  Annual  Musketry 
Return,  which  will  be  rendered  by  the 
Militia  this  year,  will  give  the  particulars 
as  to  the  musketry  practice  of  recruits 
asked  for  by  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  ISAACSON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney) :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  use 
of  Morris's  tubes  has  been  found  to  be 
a  step  in  the  direction  of  economy,  and 
wUl  the  Secretary  of  State  do  every- 
thing in  his  power  to  encourage  the  use 
of  them? 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  quite  willing  to  encourage  the 
use  of  Morris's  tubes  where  open  ranges 
cannot  be  found,  with  a  view  to  im- 
proving the  shooting  of  the  Army. 

IRELAND— COMMISSION  ON  PRISON 
fREATMENT. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  he  can  now  communicate  the  names  of 
the  Oommissioners  to  inquire  into  prison 
treatment,  and  the  terms  of  the  direc- 
tions npon  which  they  are  to  act; 
whether  he  will  state  what  operation  the 
new  rales  are  intended  to  have,  and 
wiiatinfttraetkms  have  been  or  are  to  be 
given  to  the  prison  officers  to  guide  them 

VOL.  OOOXXXY.    [thibd  ssbiss.] 


in  the  administration  of  these  rules; 
and  whether  any  rule  will  be  framed  to 
modify  the  existing  prison  regulations 
in  regard  to  the  obligation  to  perform 
certain  menial  tasks  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  greaUy 
refi;ret  that  I  cannot,  even  yet,  give  a 
full  answer  to  the  right  hon.  G-entleman 
with  regard  to  the  names  of  the  G«)m- 
missioners ;  but  I  have  the  satisfaction 
of  being  able  to  announce  that  just 
before  coming  to  the  House  I  heard 
that  Lord  Aberdare  has  accepted  the 
Chairmanship.  The  general  object  of 
the  new  rules  is  to  revert  to  the  original 
intentions  of  Parliament  with  regard  to 
prison  dress  and  hair  clipping,  and  to 
restrict  compulsion  on  these  points  to 
cases  where  sanitary  considerations  make 
their  imposition  necessary  or  desirable. 
No  distinction  will  be  made  between 
different  classes  of  offences,  nor  will  any 
change  be  made  in  that  part  of  prison 
discipline  which  is  intended  to  be  puni- 
tive in  its  effects.  With  regard  to  the 
last  paragraph,  I  understand  that  under 
the  existing  law  any  non-hard  labour 
prisoner  who  is  prepared  to  pay  the  cost 
of  his  own  food  may  avoid  the  work  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  what  the  number 
of  the  contemplated  Commissioners 
would  be? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  the  Com- 
missioners  would  consist  of  five  Members^ 
Lord  Aberdare  being  Chairman,  and 
there  being  three  Representatives  of  the 
English,  Scotch,  and  Irish  Prisons  Board. 
The  fifth  Member  had  not  yet  bpen 
chosen. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  in  answer  to  a  question  from 
me  that  the  Commission  would  consist 
of  others  besides  Members  of  the  Prison 
Boards. 

♦Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  What  4he 
hon.  Member  asked  me  was  whether 
nobody,  other  than  those  conneoled 
with  the  Irish  Prisons  Department^ 
would  be  selected,  and,  as  1  said  in 
reply,  that  has  not  been  the  ease.  There 
wm  only  be  one  Representative  of  the 
Irish  Prisons  Department.  \ 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  Will  the  Oommissiini 
consist  of  persons  interested  in  earrying 
out  the  Prison  Rules  ? 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  will  be 
tteoessary  to  have  official  knowledge  On 
(the  Oommission. 
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MR.   E.  HARRINGTON,  M.P. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
wbetlier  the  '*  remission  of  hard  labour  " 
bv  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  in  the  case,  of 
Mr.  Edward  Harrington,  M.P.,  has 
made  no  change  in  his  occupation,  and 
has  deprived  him  of  four  ounces  of 
bread  and  half  a  pint  of  milk  daily? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  There  is  a 
change  in  Mr.  Harrington's  diet,  though 
not  to  the  extent  stated  in  the  question. 
An  average  of  3  l-7oz.  bread,  4-7oz. 
potatoes,  and  \  pint  of  milk  is  the  real 
amount.  The  benefit  to  Mr.  Harrington 
will  not  accrue  until  the  work  of  pre- 
paring his  defence  terminates,  which 
will,  I  presume,  be  soon.  The  prison 
doctor  will,  of  course,  see  that  Mr. 
Harrington  has  all  the  nourishment 
necessary  for  health. 

Mr.  SHAWLEFEVRE  (Bradford* 
Central) :  How  long  did  Mr.  Harring- 
ton undergo  the  sentence  of  hard 
labour? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  was  de- 
cided that  three  months  of  the  six 
months'  hard  labour  to  which  Mr.  E. 
Harrington  was  sentenced  should  be 
remitted. 

EVICTIONS    IN  DONEGAL. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,S.^  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  in  the  Gweedore  and  Claughanely 
districts  of  the  oounty  of  Donegal,  the 
decrees  obtained  by  landlords  for  eject- 
ment for  non-payment  of  rent  last 
Satnrdi^,  together  with  the  decrees 
preTiously  obtoined«  bring  up  the  total 
number  of  families  affected  to  121,  and 
that^  since  last  autumn,  the  great 
majority  of  these  fSamilies,  including 
all  the  families  on  the  townlands  of 
Olashereoo  and  Ourransport,  on  the 
Olpherta  estate,  hare  been  subsisting 
on  Indian  meal;  whether  representa- 
tions hare  reached  him  that  the  seed 
potatoes  are  not  onlr  deficient  in  quan- 
tity to  crop  the  lanJs,  but  are  unusually 
small:  and  whether  the  QoTeniment 
will  employ  the  forces  of  the  Crown  to 
trict  the  people  of  these  districts  fVom 
their  houses,  or  take  means  to  sare  them 
from  death  by  starration?  ' 

•Mm.    A.  J.   BALFOUR:    The  a^- j 
ctabulanr  authorities   report   that   the  J 


decrees  obtained  by  landlords  in  the 
G-weedore  and  Claughanely  districts  for 
ejectments  for  non-payment  of  rent 
amount  to  a  total  of  96.  It  is  not  the 
case  that  the  great  majority  of  these 
families,  including  all  the  ramilies  on 
the  townlands  of  Glasherooo  and  Cor- 
ransport,  have  been  subsisting  on  Indian 
meal  since  last  autumn.  Some  of  the 
poorer  doubtless  have.  Their  families 
usually  use  Indian  meal  from  February 
and  March  till  the  potato  crop  is  ready 
for  use.  They  commenced  to  use  the 
meal  sooner  this  year,  owincr  to  the 
smaller  supply  of  potatoes.  The  looal 
markets  are  well  stocked  with  seed  po> 
tatoes  varying  from  4d.  to  fid.  a  stcme. 
The  potatoes  of  last  year  were  small. 
There  is  no  prospect  of  starvation^  so 
far  as  can  be  ascertained ;  nor  are  there 
likely  to  be  any  oases  of  individual  dis- 
tress which  could  not  be  at  once  dealt 
with  under  the  ordinary  Poor  Law. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  question.  WiU  the 
forces  of  the  Crown  be  employed  in 
carrying  out  these  evictions? 

«Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  shall  in  this, 
as  in  every  other  case,  use  the  forces  of 
the  Crown  in  support  of  the  offioers  of 
the  law. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  have  xeoeived  a 
letter  from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Monaghan  (Mr.  P.  O'Brien} 
in  which  he 


«<  Seren  families  have  been  efioted  without 
redstance.  There  were  no  potatoes  or  any  other 
food  found  in  any  of  the  houses.  In  one  oaae 
the  door  was  smashed  in  without  a  wanant.  A 
woman  with  a  baby  in  her  arms  was  struck  in 
the  face  by  an  emergency  man.  Wood  also 
struck  the  woman  in  my  pweence.  Lispeotoir 
Law  and  a  force  of  poUce  uoajriit  up  a  batter- 
ing xam  from  Letterkenny.    fte  evielioBs  are. 


May  I  ask  if  this  battering  tarn  was 
brought  up  by  the  polioefor  the  purpose 
of  seOr-defenoe? 

«MiL  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  If  tihe  battl- 
ing ram  was  brought  up  at  all,  it  was 
brought  up  for  the  purpose  of  self- 
defence, 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  As  this  battering 
ram  is  provided  out  of  the  publio  l^ds 
voted  by  Parliament^  wiU  the  rif^t  hoa. 
Gentleman  lay  a  model  of  it  on  the 
Table  for  the  information  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  Order, 
order! 


:221  2%0  8h$riff  Ckrk  {April  11,  1889 J  cf  I'orfar9h%re. 


222 


ZULULAND— SENTENCE  OF 
FLOGGING. 

Mr.  WALTER  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the 
Colonial  Office  had  received  any  report 
from  Sir  A.  Havelock  respecting  the  case 
of  a  Zululand  Magistrate  who,  in 
December  last,  inflicted  the  punishment 
of  25  lashes  in  three  instances  upon 
Zulus  for  the  offence  of  continuing  to 
^plant  in  their  maize  gardens  after  the 
gardens  had  been  given  to  Zibabu,  and 
whose  action  in  flogging  these  men  the 
Besident  Commissioner  was  reluctantly 
^compelled  to  pronounce  illegal  ;  and 
whether  the  offending  Magistrate  had 
been  still  left  in  authority  in  Zululand  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  This  case 
igiras  reported  on  the  17th  January  by 
the  Governor,  who  stated  that  he  was 
then  making  arrangements  for  relieving 
the  Magistrate  in  question,  who  was 
acting  temporarily  in  the  absence  of  the 
regular  Magistrate.  There  is  no  ground 
for  the  allegation  that  the  Resident 
Commissioner  acted  with  reluctance; 
the  records  of  the  case  show  that  he 
dealt  with  the  matter  promptly  and  on 
'his  own  initiative. 

THE    SUFFRAGAN   BISHOP    OF 
LONDON. 

Mb.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  the 
Bishop  of  Manborough,  Suffragan  to 
the  Bishop  of  London,  and  holding  pre- 
ferment to  the  value  of  £1,400  per 
annum  in  the  diocese  of  London,  also 
draws  £1,000  per  annum  as  Canon  of 
Exeter  Cathedral,  and  refuses  to  give 
up  the  latter  preferment  notwithstanding 
an  engagement  to  that  effect ;  whether 
the  Bishop  of  Marlborough's  duties,  as 
•Canon  of  Exeter,  are  only  discharged 
by  deputy ;  and  whether  this  proceed- 
uig>  by  which  funds  applicable  to  the 
work  of  the  diocese  of  Exeter  are 
retained  by  a  gentleman  whose  ministra- 
tions have  been  retained  for  the  diocese 
of  London,  is  a  contravention  of  the 
Floralities  Act  ? 
*Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Bishop  of  Marlborough  that  he  has 
resigned  the  Canonry  of  Exeter.  The 
Bishop  of  London  informs  me  that,  by 
26  Henry  TOl.^  c.  14,  the  only  Act 


which  regulates  the  appointment,  duties, 
and  privileges  of  sufiragan  bishops,  a 
suffragan  is  empowered  to  hold  two 
benefices,  and  it  is  clear  that  it  was 
intended  that  provision  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  suffragan  should  be  made  in 
this  way.     It  is  further  declared  that — 

'*  Residence  of  the  sufifragan  in  the  diocese 
where  ho  is  commissioned  shall  serve  him  for 
his  residence  as  sufficiently  as  if  he  were  resi- 
dent in  any  other  his  benefice." 

The  Bishop  of  Marlborough  is,  there- 
fore, legally  entitled  to  hold  both  his 
rectory  in  London  and  his  canonry  in 
Exeter.  It  is  not  the  fact  that  the 
Bishop  made  any  engagement  to  resign 
his  canonry. 

Mb.  SEALE-HAYNE  :  Is  it  proper 
that  the  funds  of  one  diocese  should  be 
applied  to  work  done  in  another  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  given 
the  hon.  Member  the  words  of  the 
Statute  which  apply  to  the  matter. 

THE  SHERIFF  CLERK  OF  FORFAR- 

SHIRB. 

Mr.  OALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rolloz)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  by  the  con- 
ditions of  his  appointment  the  Chief 
CHerk  for  Forfarshire,  Mr.  Thomas 
Oongleton,  is  obliged  to  devote  his 
whole  time  to  the  duties  of  Sheriff  Clerk ; 
whether,  in  point  of  fact,  he  also  acts  as 
Clerk  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Burgh 
of  Newport ;  whether  he  recently  acted  as 
Presiding  Officer  at  the  election  of 
Commissioners  for  that  burgh ;  and 
whether  the  performance  of  these  out- 
side duties  are  compatible  with  the 
terms  of  Mr.  Congleton's  appointment. 
♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Until  I 
received  notice  of  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  I  was  not  aware  of  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Congleton  acted  as  Clerk  to  the 
Newport  Police  Commissioners.  I  have 
satisfied  myself  that  he  has  only  done  so 
through  a  misunderstanding  of  the  terms 
of  his  appointment,  which  prohibit  him 
horn,  holding  any  other  office  of  emolu- 
ment, though  it  does  not  specify  that 
he  is  to  give  his  whole  time  to  the  office, 
as  is  stated  in  the  question.  On  being 
made  aware  that  the  holding  of  this 
office  is  not  compatible  with  the  terms 
of  his  appointment  as  Sheriff  Clerk,  Mr. 
Congleton  at  once  intimated  his  intention 
of  giving  up  the  office  of  Clerk  to  the 
Conunissioners  of  Newport. 
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willing  to  enter  into,  the  tenants  cannot 
make  it,  or  else  they  will  lose  their 
money. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  But  if  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  indi- 
cate their  readiness  to  hand  over  the 
money  from  what  is  called  the  ''war 
chest"  in  the  event  of  a  settlement, 
what  difficulty  is  there  in  taking  steps 
to  secure  an  agreement  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  the  landlord  is  desirous  of 
making  a  settlement  on  fair  terms, 
but  the  negotiations  should  be  conducted 
with  him  and  not  with  me. 

GOLD  COAST— THE  MURDER  OF  MR. 
DALRYMPLE. 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvernment  has  received 
from  the  jurors  at  Accra,  before  whom 
the  Tavieve  Chief,  Bella  Cobina,  and 
Napad  Seheb  were  tried  and  acquitted 
last  August,  on  a  charge  of  inciting, 
moving,  and  procuring  certain  persons 
unknown  to  murder  Assistant  Inspector 
Dalrymple,  at  Tavieve,  in  the  previous 
May,  a  memorial,  pointing  out  that,  in 
the  Oold  Coast  Qovemnunt  OoMtte^  the 
GK>vemor  is  reported  as  having  stated 
that  these  two  prisoners,  and  a  third, 
Akoto  Mamlay, 

'*had  been  acquitted  of  the  charges  laid 
against  them,  of  being  connected  with  the 
murders  of  Mr.  Dalrjrmple  and  Uie  Chavis,  and 
that  this  had  taken  place  in  spite  of  the  eri- 
dence,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Queen's  Ad- 
vocate ;" 

whether,  before  sanctioning  the  Ordi* 
nance  of  the  Legislative  Council  of  the 
Oold  Coast,  under  which  the  three 
persons  named  are  now  imprisoned  at 
tUmina  Castle,  Her  Majes^'s  Govern- 
ment  had  access  to  the  Minutes  of  the 
trial  of  last  August,  in  which  two  of  the 

Srieoners  were  concerned,  and,  as  regards 
tie  third  prisoner,  Akoto  Mamlay, 
whether  the  charges  against  her  have 
ever  been  submitt^  to  a  Court  of  Law ; 
and,  whether  the  Ot>vemment  will  lay 
before  Parliament  the  Minutes  of  the 
trial  of  Uat  August,  the  tiovemorV 
Report  therei>n,  and  any  other  eorre* 
spondenoe  that  has  taken  plaoe  with 
reference  t^>  these  atfairs  ? 

Baron  H.  t^K  Wi>KM8:  In  answer 
to  nvy  hon«  Friend  I  have  to  m^  that  a 
copy  of  the  memorial — whioh  has  been 


sent  through  the  Governor — ^has  been^ 
received  direct  from  the  Foreman  of  the- 
Jury,   but  no    action  has   been    taken, 
upon  it  pending  its  receipt  from  the- 
G-overnor  with  his  report,  wbich  may  be- 
shortly  expected.    In  reply  to  the  seoondi 
question,  when  the  Ordinance  was  sanc- 
tioned Her  Majesty's  (Government  were 
aware  that  the  two  first  named  prisoners 
had  been  acquitted  of  being  accessories' 
before  the  fact  to  the  murder  of  Mr. 
Dalrymple,  and  that,  in  the  face  of  that 
acquittal,   the   indictment    aeainst  the- 
three  prisoners  for  the  murder  of  the^ 
Chiavis  was  not  proceeded  with.    As  I 
stated  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  St.  Austell  division  on  the  8th  in- 
stant, **  it  was  considered  necessary  for 
the    public   safety  that  these  persons- 
should  not  be    allowed  to   return    to- 
Tavieve,''  and  the  Ordinance  providing 
for  their  detention  as  political  prisoners 
was  therefore    passea  and  sanctioned. 
Under  the  circumstances  there  would  be* 
no  advantage  in  presenting  the  papers- 
to  Parliament,  and  their  publication  ia^ 
the    Colony    is  undesiraDle.    I   shall, 
however,  be  glad  to  give  information 
on  any  particular  ^int  to    my    hon*. 
Friend  if  he  deeiree  it. 


INDIA— THE  CRAWFORD  CASE. 

Mb.   J.  M.   MACLEAN  (Oldham): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Under  SeoretaiT  of^ 
State   for  India  if   it  is  proposed  to- 
publish  the  decision  in  the  Orawfordi 
case  simultaneously  in  England  and  in 
India? 

«Thb     UNDEB     SBOBEEABY     of 
STATE   FOB  INDIA    (Sir   J.  Qobst^ 
(Chatham):    The  deroatdi    oontaining: 
the  decision  ol  the  Seetetanr  of  State^ 
in    Council    on     the    Orawfiitd    case, 
beine  due  in  Bombay  on  the  15th  iost,. 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  on  Tuesday 
next,   toffether  with  other  pwen,  in* 
dudmg  the  report  of  the  Oommisrion. 

BARRY  LINKS  ARTILLERY  RAKQE. 

Dm.   CAMERON  (Glasgow  Oollege) 
for  Mr.  Babcejlt  (FoifunAire) :  I  beg. 
to  ask  the  Seeretaiy  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  QoFemment  has  been  aUe 
to  secure  the  Bany  links  for  artilleiEy' 
pradke? 

Ma.  BRODBIOK:  The  Qofenment 
has  not  yet  been  able  to  seenrs  the. 
Baity  Links  for  aiiilleiy  praetioei  but  I 
am  informed  that  an  airangeoMnt  hm»* 
been  made  with  Lord  DaUuMuie'a  tototft. 
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of  the  Bill  until  I  am  assured  that  such 
an    expectation   is    not    likely    to    be 


by  which  the  Scottish  National  Artillery 
AiBsociation  will  be  permitted  to  hold 
their  meeting  on  Barry  Links  this  year. 


HER  MAJESTY'S  LEGATION  AT 
BELGRADE. 

Mb.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) :  I  have  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  it  is  intended  to  convert  Her 
Majesty's  Legation  at  Belgrade  into  a 
Consulate  General ;  and,  if  so,  for  what 
reason  ? 

♦SirJ.FERGUSSON:  No,  Sir.  There 
is  no  such  intention  as  that  stated  in  the 
question. 

WOMEN'S  SUFFRAGE  BILL. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,W.):  I  wish,  Sir,  to  ask  the  honourable 
Member  for  Hanley  whether  he  intends 
to  proceed  with  the  Women's  Suffrage 
Bill  this  Session ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  eodeayour  to  secure  a  day  for 
its  discussion,  or  engage  not  to  take  it 
except  at  a  time  when  it  may  be  fully 
debated  ? 

Mr.  wood  all  (Hanley) :  I  have  to 
thank  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  cour- 
tesy in  giving  me  private  notice  of  this 
question.  Tbe  House  is  aware  that, 
availing  myself  of  the  position  obtained 
in  the  ballot,  I  put  down  the  Women's 
Suffrage  Bill  for  Second  Reading  on 
Wednesday  next.  The  Leader  of  the 
the  House,  in  the  exercise  of  his  discre- 
tion, has  intimated  his  intention  to 
follow  the  general  usage  in  regard  to 
the  Easter  Holidays,  rather  than  to 
act  upon  the  precedent  he  himself  esta- 
blished so  recently  as  1887.  I  do  not 
propose  to  challenge  this  decision  by 

Sutting  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a 
ivision  on  the  Motion  for  Adjournment. 
And  I  have  no  hesitation  in  giving  the 
assurance  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, whose  solicitude  in  regard  to  the  Bill 
has  been  evidenced  by  his  vigilant  and 
persistent  hostility.  There  is,  however, 
no  chance  of  making  any  further  progress 
with  the  question  this  Session  in  what  re- 
mains of  private  Members'  time.  But 
after  the  recent  declaration  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  favour  of  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  women,  I  am  not  without  hope 
that  the  Government  will  endeavour  to 

five  effect  to  the  opinion  of  Lord  Salis- 
ui^  by  affording  me  some  facilities  for 
taking  the  opinion  of  the  House.  I  pro- 
pose, therefore,  to  defer  the  withdrawal 


realized. 

CHANNEL  ISLANDS— THE  CRIMINAL 
LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT,  1886. 

Mr.  WALTER  MCLAREN  (Cheshire, 
Orewe) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  of 
1855  has  been  adopted  in  the  OhaDuel 
Islands ;  and,  if  not,  what  are  the  reasons 
which  have  prevented  its  adoption  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  No,  Sir;  this 
Act  has  not  been  adopted  in  the  Channel 
Islands.  The  Act  does  not  in  terms 
apply  to  these  islands;  In  G-uemsey 
the  Governor  in  1885  called  the  attention 
of  the  Royal  Court  to  the  Act,  and  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  consider  it, 
but  has  not  as  yet  reported.  The  Gh)ver- 
Dor  of  Jersey  does  not  inform  me  of  the 
reasons  which  have  delayed  or  prevented 
its  adoption  in  that  island. 

IRELAND— THE  ftATHFARNHAM  MAN- 
SLAUGHTER  CASE. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
evidence  in  the  case  of  Charles  Freckle- 
ton,  an  emergency  man  and  gamekeeper, 
tried  in  Dublin  on  Friday  and  Saturday 
of  last  week  for  murder,  from  which  it 
appears  that  Freckleton,  in  a  public 
house  at  Ratbfarnham,  in  the  county  of 
Dublin,  deliberately  fired  three  shots 
at  three  different  persons  in  succession, 
killing  one  man  on  the  spot,  and  wound- 
ing one  young  girl  so  seriously  that  for 
several  weeks  her  life  was  despaired  of ; 
whether  he  has  considered  the  observa- 
tions of  the  presiding  Judge,  Mr. 
Justice  Murphy,  in  which  he  expressed 
the  opinion  that  the  crime  of  Freckleton 
was  both  unprovoked  and  without  any 
justification  whatsoever,  and  declared 
"that  there  was  no  casein  the  books 
that  would  suggest  that  in  a  case  of  ihis 
kind  the  Judge  should  suggest  that  the 
jury  should  reduce  the  crime  from 
murder  to  manslauehter ; "  whether  the 
jury  found  Freckleton  guilty,-  not  of 
murder,  but  of  manslaughter;  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that,  in  the  empannelling  of 
this  jury,  the  representatives  of  the 
Crown  did  not  order  any  jurors  to  stand 
aside,  while  the  prisoner  challenged  20 
jurors,  all    but  four   of   whom    were 
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miralty  if  it  be  true  that  considerable 
alterations  have  been  made  in  the  officers' 
quarters  in  the  ironclad  Victoria  since 
she  was  delivered  by  the  contractors; 
and,  if  so,  what  amount  has  been  ex- 
pended in  these  alterations,  and  why 
they  were  necessary  ? 

The  FIE8T  LORD  of  thb  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  Geo.  Hamilton, 
Middlesex,  Ealing) :  After  it  had  been 
determined  to  employ  the  Victoria 
as  the  flagship  on  the  Mediterranean 
station,  and  after  the  admiral  who  will 
command  that  station  bad  been  selected, 
the  position  of  the  captain's,  com- 
mander's, secretary's,  and  other  cabins 
was  rearranc^ed,  and  some  additional 
cabins  were  built,  it  being  thought  de- 
sirable to  accommodate  the  captain  and 
commander  on  the  weather  deck.  The 
cost,  including  all  the  cod  sequent  sub- 
ordinate changes,  will  be  about  £1,100. 

THE  NAVAL  MANCEUVRES. 

Mr.  JOICEY  (Durham,  Ohester-le- 
Street)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  the  Naval  Manoeu- 
Yres  will  take  place  this  year ;  and,  if 
so,  when? 

Lord  Q.  HAMILTON :  It  is  intended 
that  the  Naval  Manoeuvres  shall  take 

Slace  again  this  year,   but  the  actual 
ate  of  their  commencement  has  not  yet 
been  fixed. 

IRELAND— PROSECUTION  OF  MR. 
CONLAN. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
County,  Ossory):  I  wish  to  ask  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether 
he  can  cite  the  terms  of  the  notices,  for 
publishing  which  Mr.  Conlan,  proprietor 
of  the  Cariow  Nationaltst^  is  now  in 
prison  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  It  appears  from  the 
report  of  the  proceedings  in  Mr.  Conlan's 
case  that  the  following  passages,  among 
others,  were  relied  on  on  the  part  of  the 
prosecution  : — The  Chairman  said  he 
would  turn  to  the  subject  of  the  coming 
evictions — 

**  T  aak  how  many  Neill  Doogans  will  there  be 
on  the  eaiate ;  will  the  tenants  barricade  their 
houaee  P  Of  course  it  means  six  months* 
imprisonment,  but  one  house  defended  as  Doo- 
gan's  or  0*Donnell's  is  worth  more  to  the  cause 
than  the  quiet  eviction  of  5,000  people.  There 
was  a  mistake  in  the  policy  carried  out  at  the 
former  eviction  here,  and  the  people  that  went 
out  may  be  open  to  the  taunt  that  they  did 
nothing  themselves.    Mr.  Moore;   They  went 

Jir.  Joict^ 


as  far  as  they  were  asked  to  go.  The  Chair-^ 
man  :  Exactly  ;  though,  as  I  said  before,  it  wa» 
a  great  mistake  to  go  out  so  quietly." 

Again,  the  Chairman — 

"  referred  to  the  fact  of  the  children  from  th» 
square  and  the  locality  around  associating  with 
the  emergency  children,  and  said  it  was  a 
shame." 

The  Chairman  also  referred  to  the  fact 

of  the — 

"  Campaigners,  or  a  good  many  of  them,  deal* 
ing  in  the  one  shop  with  the  emergency  men ; 
it  was  monsttous  that  after  eight  years  of  agi- 
tation and  speech-making  people  would  not 
have  spirit  enough  to  act  from  their  own  sense 
of  right.  If  their  leaders  were  cognizant  of 
the  fact  that  Campaigners  and  emergency  men 
stood  shoulder  to  shoulder  in  Mrs.  Evan's  shop- 
they  would  simply  cut  off  their  supplies,  and 
very  justly." 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD:  This  i» 
a  very  grave  matter,  and  I  must,  Sir, 
with  your  permission,  press  it  a  little. 
Does  the  hon.  and  learned  GenUeman 
recollect  that  on  Friday  week  h» 
told  the  House  Mr.  Conlan  was  not 
imprisoned  for  publishing  the  proceed- 
ings of  an  unsuppressed  branch  of  tho 
National  League  but  for  publishing  an 
incitement  to  break  the  law,  and  that 
last  Thursday  he  told  the  House  he  was 
imprisoned  for  publishing  notices,  th» 
character  of  which  he  did  not  define. 
Are  we  now  to  understand  if  the  sugges- 
tion implied  in  my  original  question  was- 
,  correct,  and  that  Mr.  Conlan  was  im- 
prisoned for  publishing  a  speech  made 
by  another  person  at  the  usual 
fortnightly  meeting  of  an  unsuppreeaed 
branch  of  the  League,  the  report  having^ 
been  published  as  an  ordinary  item  of 
news,  and  with  the  discharge  of  ICr. 
Conlan's  duty  as  a  public  joomaliat  ? 

«Mb.  madden  :  I  stated  oorrectly 
on  a  former  occasion  that  Mr.  OonlaxL 
was  ordered  to  find  sureties  to  keep 
the  peace  for  certain  publicationB- 
which  in  the  summonses  were  called 
notices,  and  which  the  Mag^tratea  held 
amounted  to  an  incitement  to  break  the 
law. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  Did  not  the  hon.  andl 
learned  Gentleman  say  Mr.  Conlan  was 
imprisoned  lor  publishing,  not  only  the^ 
report  of  the  meeting,  but  also  the 
notices  ? 

«Mr.   MADDEN:    I  said  that  theee< 
notices   were  embodied  in  the  report, 
but  that  did  not  make  them  legal. 

Mr.  8ELAW  LEFEVBE  (Bradford)  : 
Was  the  proceeding  under  the  Statute  o£ 
Edward  m.? 
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*Mb.  madden  :  The  summons  was 
apparently  founded  on  the  statute  re- 
ferred to ;  but,  as  I  have  already  pointed 
out  the  Magistrates  have  jurisdiotion 
in  such  a  case  under  the  Uommission 
of  the  Peace,  and  I  believe  their  order 
was  made  in  virtue  of  that  jurisdiotion. 

THE  MARITIME  CONFERENCE. 

Mb.  oh ANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  what  is  the  present 
position  of  the  communications  with 
the  United  States  Government  as  to  the 
proposed  International  Maritime  Con- 
ference; and,  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  disastrous  frequency  of  maritime 
collisions  in  the  past  year,  and  to  the 
fact  that  the  Departmental  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
sent  in  their  Heport  as  to  alterations  in 
the  International  Signal  Oode,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  make  repre- 
sentations to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, and,  if  necessary,  to  other  Gk>- 
vemmentSy  with  a  view  of  holding  the 
Maritime  Conference  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment  ? 

♦Sib  J.  PEBGUSSON:  We  have 
been  informed  by  the  United  States 
Chargi  a'  Afftniree  that  the  Maritime 
Conference  will  meet  on  the  16th  of 
October,  and  that  the  pro^^ramme  is 
being  drawn  up  by  the  United  States 
Delegates.  It  will,  when  receiTed,  be 
ooDsidered  by  Her  Maies^s  Govern- 
ment. It  woold,  therefore,  be  prema- 
ture to  present  Papers  to  Pariiamenl 

Mb.  P.  A.  CHA!nNING  :  May  I  ask 
whether  in  the  present  position  of  the 
negotiationa,  it  would  be  possible  for 
the  Ooveniment  to  snggest  on  the  part 
of  this  coimtnr  any  fnruier  sabject  for 
eoneiii^witKWi  7 

♦Snt  J.  PEBGUSSON :  Certainly,  Kr. 
Ajs  soon  as  th«  pirograoime  is  reoeived. 
Her  Majet^s  OOTemmant  ean  offer 
«&y  raggesteMM  whieh  may  seem  de- 
sirable. 


OlOHALtniO  AT  8EA. 

Mb.  OHANNINO(NarChampton«  E.) : 
I  by  to  ask  th«  XVendent  of  the  Board 
of  liade  whether  he  will  lay  npon  the 
XaUe  #r  th«  Hooee  the  Interim  Beport 
of  the  OiMMsitlee  i^poisted  in  1887  to 
nnasiilsi'  the  yieetion  of  Signalling  at 

*8b  MICTrAKTi  HIDK8  BEACH: 
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Mr.  PICKERSGILL(Bethnai  Green): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miridty  whether  the  expenditure  of 
£1,361  for  illuminating  the  Fleet  at 
the  Jubilee  Review  was  incurred  by  the 
Admiralty  without  authority;  whether 
the  Admiralty  subsequently  applied  to 
the  Treasury  to  approve  the  expendi- 
ture; and  whether  the  Treasury  de- 
clined to  assume  any  responsibility  for 
it? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  The 
facts  are  as  represented  in  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member.  Full  pardculare 
will  be  found  in  the  Report  of  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  on  the  Navy 
Appropriation  Account  for  the  year 
1887-88.  As  the  official  correspondence 
on  the  subject  has  come  in  the  ordinary^ 
course  under  the  review  of  the  PubUo 
Accounts  Committee,  any  explanation 
now  of  the  circumstances  which  led  the 
Admiralty  to  incur  this  expenditure- 
would  be  out  of  place. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Serre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
Lord  Knutsford  has  expressed  hi^  ap- 
proval of  a  proposed  Customs  Union 
between    the    Cape,    Natal,    and     the 
Orange  Free   State,  under  which  it  is 
provided    that    Natal    sugar    shall   be 
charged  in  the  other  two  States  with  a 
duty  of  6s.  8d.  per  cwt.,  while  all  rather 
sugar  imported  into  the  Union  shall  be 
charged  12s.  6d.  per  cwt. ;  whether  this 
arrangementisincon^istent  with  Article  4 
of  the   Sagar  Convention,  which  pro- 
vides that    "Her  Britannic  Majeflty'e 
Government  agree  not  to  impose  dif- 
ferential duties  on  cane  or  beet  sugar 
imported  from  countries,  provinces  be- 
yond   the  seas,    Colonies,    or    foreign 
possessions  taking  part  in  the  Conven- 
tion";  and,   does    the    Colonial  Office^ 
intend  to  take  any  steps  to  reconcile  the 
Sugar  Convention    with    the  Custome 
Union? 

«Baeov  H.  de  WORMS :  The  pro- 
posed South  African  Customs  Union  is 
between  the  Cape  Colony  and  the 
Orange  Free  State  only.  Natal,  as  we  now 
understand,  haviujg^  refused  to  join  it; 
and  the  provision  in  the  Bill  establish- 
ing the  Customs  Union— whereby  Natal 
sugar  wotdd  have  received  difPerential^ 
treatment  in  the  manner  stated  in  the 
question— is  to  be  omitted.     It  is  not 
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necessfiury,  therefore,  to  conBider  whether 
the  Customs  Union,  in  its  earlier  form, 
would  have  been  inoonsistent  with 
Article  4  of  the  Sugar  Oonvention,  or  to 
take  any  steps  to  reconcile  two  arrange- 
'ments  which  do  not  conflict. 

ADMIRALTY-EXPENDITUBE. 

Mr.  PIGKERSOILL  (Bethnal  Qteen> 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  strictures  passed  by 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General 
upon  the  unauthorized  expenditure  in 
the  year  ended  Slst  March,  1888,  of 
over  £14(),000  on  Naval  stores,  and 
particularly  to  the  statements  that  this 
expenditure  appears  to  be,  '*  in  point 
of  law,  an  act  of  misappropriation," 
and  that  the  action  of  the  Admiralty 
has  been  **  mainly,  if  not  wholly,  deter- 
mined by  the  desire  to  expend  surpluses 
rather  than  surrender  them  to  the  Ex- 
chequer ;"  whether  the  House  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  its  opinion 
u^n  this  expenditure ;  and  whether  he 
will  give  to  the  House  an  assurance  that 
similar  ''acta  of  misappropriation" 
shall  not  occur  in  future  ? 

Lord  Q.  HAMILTON :  The  Report 
of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General 
on  the  expenditure  on  Naval  stores  in 
1888  of  over  £140,000  is  now  being 
considered  by  the  Public  Accounts  Com* 
mittee,  which  will  no  doubt  report  to 
the  House  on  the  subject.  Stores  were 
purchased  prior  to  Uie  Slst  of  Miurch, 
1888,  in  excess  of  the  value  authorized 
by  the  Estimates,  and  paid  for  out  of 
savings  obtained  on  other  Votes.  These 
purchases  were  reported  to  the  Trea- 
sury, as  is  customary,  before  the  close 
of  the  financial  year ;  but  as  the  Trea- 
sury did  not  express  their  concurrence 
with  the  action  of  the  Admiral^  before 
the  Slst  of  March,  as  requirea  under 
the  terms  of  the  Appropriation  Act,  the 
■payments  so  made  were  questioned  bv 
the  Comptroller  and  Aumtor  General. 
No  doubt  the  House  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  Heport  of  the 
Public  Acoounts  Committee  on  the 
matter.  Arrangements  will  be  made  to 
insure  the  necessary  communications  as 
to  excess  payments  being  sent  at  an 
earlier  date  in  the  financial  year  to  the 
Treasury  for  their  consideration  and 
sanction. 

Ma.  BAERAN  (York,  W JEL,  Otley) : 
At  what  date  did  the  Admiraltj  oom* 


munioate  with  the  Treasury  as  regards 
spending  this  money? 

Loan  G.  HAMILTON*.  About  the 
usual  time,  the  28th  of  March. 

Mb.  PIOKEESOILL  :  Did  not  th* 
Treasury  complain  that  the  Admiraligr 
had  not  made  this  application  until  th^ 
had  aotuaUyincurred  the  expenditure  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  do  not  un- 
derstand that  such  is  the  case.  The 
complaint  of  the  Treasury  was  that  the 
request  from  the  Admiralty  was  not  pot 
forward  in  sufficient  time. 

INDIA-REPORT  ON  BOMBAY 
FACTORIES. 

Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  if  the  Beport  of  Mr.  Drew  am 
the  working  of  the  Bombay  Faetociia 
has  been  yet  reoeiyed  at  the  India  Offio»$ 
and,  if  so,  will  it  be  printed  and  cirsii- 
lated  to  Members  of  Uie  House  P 

Sin  J.  GOBST:  U  the  hon»  Hembic 
will  move  for  the  Beport  by  Mr.  Draw 
and  the  other  Beports  obtauied  by  the 
GK>yemment  of  India,  in  r^ply  to  the 
inquiries  of  the  Secretary  of  Slate^.ra^ 
speoting  the  Indian  Faotofy  Act,  they 
will  be  given  as  an  unopposed  Betum* 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldhaia): 
Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  publiah  tke 
despatch  of  the  QoTemor  (General  of 
India  on  this  subject  ? 

Sib  J.  G0B8T:  I  will  if  I  ean,  but 
until  the  Secretary  of  State  baa  detan* 
mined  what  to  do  in  the  matter  I  oanaal 
promise. 

THE    CRAWFORD    OOMSQBSION. 

Mb.  OAINE  (Banow-in-Funiaas}:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Seorateiy  of  Steli 
for  India  if  it  is  true  thai  mxaim  of  iha 
judicial  officers  who  hare  .nnntwwl  to 
corrupt  praoticQB  in  eonnaolioa  with  tba 
Crawfoia  CommiMion,  whOeaupaadaA 
from  the  exeroiae  of  soma  of  tiisir  jvdi^ 
foial  funotionsy  are  slill  maintainad  la 
their  appointmentSy  and  oontiaaa  to 
exercise  judicial  powar  in  t&wSL  aoito ; 
and,  if  oonTenient,  will  ha  stoto  to  the 
House  what  is  &•  eizttot  posilwi  of 
these  ooRu^offieen  widi  rsgwd  to  tto 
ezeroise  otthaurpnbliedvliea? 

Sib  J.  GOBST :  On  Falmaij  7tfi| 
the  Seorotaiy  of  Stoto  tohgrnnhad  to 
theOoveramentofBoiriwyaaiollowii  ■ 

"  I  await  fall  infocmtiQa  w  to  toofti  toCp|« 
•ay  optoloa  nyMl^  Wft  f  ^ 
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lured ;  and  what  sum  is.  paid  for  their 
use? 

♦The  iBTRST  COlOttSSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  D.  R.  Plunkbt.  Dublin 
CTniTersity) :  The  number  of  lamps  in 
use  in  the  building  is  between  60O 
and  700.  Of  these  only  24  are  the 
property  of  the  Qovemment,  and  the 
remainder  belong  to  the  contractors. 
The  contractors  are  Messrs.  Patrick  & 
Co.,  of  10,  Minbank  Street,  who  keep, 
in  order  to  meet  exigencies,  a  large 
stock  within  the  building.  For  instance, 
46  additional  lamps  had  to  be  suddenly 
supplied  for  the  use  of  Oommittees  during 
the  fog  of  yesterday.  The  charges  made 
by  the  contractors  cover  the  hiring  of  the^ 
lamps,  the  supply  of  oil,  and  the  cost  of 
lighting  and  trimming  the  lamps,  includ- 
ing the  pay  of  the  staff  of  attendants- 
who  constantly  inspect  the  lamps.  The 
charges  for  such  lighting  are  as  follows  : 
— Argand  lamps,  lid.  each  lighting; 
moderators,  8d.  each  lighting;  smaller 
lamps  at  rates  varying  down  to  3d.  each 
lighting.  A  record  is  carefully  kept 
each  day  of  the  number  of  lightings. 
The  total  number  of  lightings  last  year 
was  60,443. 

Mb.  M.  KENNY  (Tyrone):  May  I 
aek  whether  the  oil  used  costs  7s.  a 
gallon  ? 

*Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  off  hand  whether  it  does. 

Mb.  W.  M' ARTHUR :  What  I  am 
anxious  to  get  at  is  whether  the  same 
charge  is  made  for  lamps  that  are  used 
for  a  short  time  as  for  lamps  that  are 
used  the  whole  evening. 

Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester,. 
Cirencester) :  How  often  is  this  contract 
put  out  to  public  competition  ? 

♦Mb.  PLtJNKET :  I  believe  the  gen- 
tlemen who  supply  us  have  been 
supplying  us  for  a  great  number  of 
years.  The  question  of  this  contract 
was  carefully  gone  into  last  year  with  the 
view  of  seeing  whether  any  reduction 
coald  be  ma&.  Some  reduction,  al- 
though not  a  large  one,  was  obtained. 
I  trust  that  in  the  rature  there  will  be  no 
need  for  such  contracts,  owing  to  the 
introduction  of  the  electric  light. 


e'xdrdting  jadicial  functions  pending  considera- 
tioii  of  aue." 

To    this   he    received    the    following 

reply : — 

**  Magistrates  who  hare  acknowledged  having 
purchaMd  their  offices  suspended  nom  exer- 
cising judicial  functions  during  consideration  of 
report.*' 

On  the  9th  of  April,  after  considering 
the  papers  which  he  had  received  from 
the  Government  of  Bombay  in  reference 
to  the  incriminated  magpistrates,  the 
Secretary  of  State  telegraphed  as 
follows : — 

"As  to  incriminated  magistrates,  general 
rule  must  be  that  those  who  have  given  bribes 
must  be  deprived  of  magisterial  functions,  and 
mnst  leave  it  to  you  to  discriminate  between 
eases;  but  I  appreciate  importance  of  pledges 
given  by  Qovemment,  and  also  leave  it  to  you 
to  provide  such  compensation  for  individuals 
as  you  may  think  necessary.  Prompt  action  is 
essential.  Tou  are  at  liberty  to  make  known 
my  views  if  you 'think  advisable.  'Have  all 
who  confessed  corruption  been  suspended  ?  See 
my  telegifun  7th  February." 

POSTCARDS. 
Mb.  TOWNSEND  fWarwickshire, 
Stratford- on- Avon) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  will  be 
in  a  position  to  promise  shortly  to  reduce 
the  cost  of  inland  post  cards  to  one 
halfpenny  each,  with  power  to  purchase  a 
single  card  for  that  sum,  as  a  boon  to 
the  poor  man  ;  also  to  use  for  the  pur- 
pose thicker  cardboard,  as  the  very  thin 
quality  now  sold  at  7d.  per  dozen  renders 
such  postcards  a  most  unsafe  means  of 
correspondence  ? 
»Mb.  EAIKES:  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  Iteport  of  the 
Select  Conmiittee  on  Bevenue  Estimates, 
which  sat  in  1888,  in  which  he  will  find 
it  stated  that  there  is  a  loss  on*  all  half- 
ptony  bttsiness  of  the  Post  Office ;  and 
in  view  of  the  feeling  evinced  by  that 
Oommittee  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
right  or  reasonable  to  increase  that  loss 
by  adopting  the  first  suggestion  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  The  question  of  the 
quality  of  the  card  is  now  under  con- 
sideration. 

OIL  LAMPS  IN  THE  H0TJ6E. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  M' ARTHUR  (Com- 
wall,  St.  Austell) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Wofks  whether  he 
will  dtate  the  number  of  oil  lamps  pro- 
vided fbr  in  the  Estimate  of  £2,000 
latelypa^sed  hy  the  House ;  how  many 
of  them  are  hired ;  from  whom  are  they 
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Mb.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  is  aware 
that  no  teleg^phic  connection  has  yet 
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been  made  with  the  Post  Office,  Waring 
Street,  Belfast;  and  whether  he  will 
fitate  when  the  office  will  be  open  for  the 
despatch  of  telegrams  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  (in  the  temporary 
absence  of  Mr.  Haikes)  :  In  reply  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say 
that  after  answering  the  question  which 
he  put  to  me  on  the  1 1th  ultimo,  I  gave 
instructions  for  an  extension  of  the 
Telegraph  to  the  Post  Office  in  Waring 
Street  to  be  carried  out  early  in  the 
present  financial  year.  The  office,  how- 
ever, cannot  be  opened  for  the  despatch 
of  telegrams  until  the  necessary  wire 
and  fittings  have  been  provided. 

THE  LOSS  OF  THE  SULTAN, 

Sib  FREDERICK  MAPPIN  (York, 
W.R.,  Hallamshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether, 
inasmuch  as  the  charge  of  default  has 
been  partly  proved  against  Captain 
Ernest  Rice  that  he  committed  an  error 
of  judgment  in  running  the  Sultan  so 
close  to  the  five  fathom  line  on  an  un- 
even and  rocky  bottom,  and  the  same 
Officer  was  tried  by  court-martial  for 
stranding  H.M.S.  IriSy  under  his  com- 
mand, on  the  Avola  shore,  off  Cape 
Augusta,  on  the  17th  February,  1882, 
he  would  state  to  the  House  what  steps 
the  Government  intend  to  take  to  secure 
the  safe  navigation  of  Her  Majesty's 
fihips  in  the  future? 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  Every  pre- 
caution to  ensure  the  safe  navigation  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships  is,  and  always  has 
been,  taken,  and  any  further  security 
against  accident  that  experience  can  sag- 
l^est  is  from  time  to  time  adopted.  The 
lew  casualties  which  have  occurred  among 
Her  Majesty's  ships  while  employed  on 
every  conceivable  service  in  all  parts  of 
the  world  speak  well  for  the  precautions 
observed  and  the  navigating  skill  of 
their  captain  and  officers.  The  British 
Navy  ie  the  only  naval  service  which,  as 
a  rule»  dispenses  with  the  services  of  pilots 
in  local  waters.  I  regret,  therefore,  that, 
under  cover  of  a  Parliamentary  ques- 
tion, the  hon.  Baronet  should  have  made 
80  unfair  a  reflection  upon  the  capacity 
and  skill  of  a  distinguished  service, 
which  is  all  the  more  ill-timed  as,  during 
the  last  few  days,  the  display  of  those 
very  qualities  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  insinuates  the  Navy  do  not 
possess     saved     Her    Migeaty's    ship 

Mr,  Sextan 


Calliope  from  a  catastrophe  which  befell 
all  the  warships  of  other  nations  with 
whom  she  was  in  company. 

Sib  F.  MAPPIN  :  May  I  ask 
whether,  in  consequence  of  these  de- 
faults, the  Admiralty  will  consider  the 
desirableness  of  dismissing  Captain 
Ernest  Rice  from  Her  Majesty's  service  ? 

No  answer  was  given. 

CIVIL  ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mr.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  North) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  is  now  in  a  position  to 
name  the  date  at  which  the  Bill  and 
Treasury  Minute  relating  to  the  Reports 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Esta- 
blishments, which  were  promised  on  the 
7th  of  last  month  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  shortly,  will  be  submitted  to  the 
House  for  consideration  ? 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  regret  I  am 
not  yet  in  a  position  to  name  the  exact 
date  at  which  the  Bill  and  Treasury 
Minute  relating  to  the  reports  of  the 
Civil  Establishments  Commission  will  be 
submitted  to  the  House  for  consideration. 
The  questions  raised  in  the  Reports  are 
so  important  as  to  require  much  time 
for  consideration;  but  no  unnecessary 
delay  shall  take  place  in  dealing  with 
them. 

THE  TRADE  Am)  LAW  STANDING 
COMiaTTEES. 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasoiy 
whether  the  Standing  Committees  oh 
Trade  and  Law  are  to  be  asked  to  under- 
take the  consideration  of  any  Bills  other 
than  those  introduced  by  the  Ctovem- 
ment? 

«Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  not  aware 
that  in  1882,  when  Standing  Committees 
were  first  created,  or  in  1888,  when  the 
question  was  again  discussed,  any  pledfte 
was  given  that  Private  Memb^rr  Bifia 
should  not  be  referred  to  these  Com- 
mittees. I  think  it  would  be  inadvisable 
to  lay  down  any  specific  ruling  on  the 
question,  as  it  is  often  the  case  that  a 
private  Bill  so  nearly  approaches  the 
object  sought  to  be  obtained  hj  a  Go- 
vernment Bill  that  time  is  saved  by  re- 
ferring them  both  to  the  same  Com- 
mittee. At  the  same  time,  I  do  not 
think  that  Private  Bills  should,  as 
a  rule,  go  to  the  Standing  Commit- 
tees. 
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BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 


♦Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
^whether  he  is  aware  that  on  the  3rd 
April,  1882,  the  Leader  of  the  House 
-stated    that    the    Gt)vernment    would 

'*  continue  to  do  their  best  to  carry  out 
what  is  an  understanding,  namely,  that 
on  Friday  night  the  Goyemment  shall 
do  its  best  to  keep  a  House " ;  and 
whether  any  modification  of  this  under- 
etanding  has  been  subsequently  made 
with  the  consent  of  the  House  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  1882. 
I  should  hesitate  very  greatly  indeed  to 
•depart  from  any  tiudition  which  be- 
longs to  the  House,  or  from  any  Rule 
laid  down  by  a  Minister  who  held  the 
office  of  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
But  the  circumstances  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  refers  were  explained 
in  answer  to  a  question  which  he  put 
the  other  night.  I  do  not  think  that  I 
could  depart  from  the  answer  then 
given,  which  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
circumstances  in  which  the  Count  was 
moved  on  Friday  last,  and  on  the  previous 
Friday,  were  such  as  not  to  appear  to 
me  to  make  it  imperative  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  endeavour  to  Keep  a 
House  against  what  was  apparently  the 
wish  of  the  great  majority  of  hon. 
Members. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  referred  to  what  Lord 
Falmerston  said  when  he  obtained  from 
the  House  the  concession  of  Friday 
nights  in  lieu  of  the  former  procedure 
of  moving  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  on  Friday  night,  and  for  which 
the  Government  were  bound  to  keep  a 
House  in  order  that  the  Motion  might 
be  carried? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  not 
referred  to  what  Lord  Falmerston  said. 
I  have  sought,  as  far  as  I  could,  to  con- 
sult the  convenience  of  the  House,  re- 
membering always  its  traditions  and  its 
usages ;  and  I  am  not  aware  that  it  is 
imperative  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  keep  a  House  for  the  discussion 
•of  Motions  against  the  apparent  wish  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  have  the  goodness  to 


refer  to  the  declaration  of  Lord  Fal- 
merston, and  then  consider  how  far,  on 
reflection,  that  declaration  bears  on  the 
case  ?  I  would  by  no  means  undertake 
to  set  aside  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  just  said  with  respect  to  a  case 
which  I  take  to  be  quite  exceptional — 
namely,  when  there  is  a  general  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  House  that  it  should 
not  continue  to  sit.  But  apart  from  that 
case,  I  must  say  that  there  is  no  matter 
connected  with  the  usages  of  the  House, 
the  unwritten  rules  of  the  House,  more 
clear  than  the  general  obligation  of  the 
Government,  inconvenient  as  I  know  it 
is  to  them,  to  keep  a  House  on  Friday 
night. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  ;  I  will  certainly 
refer  to  the  statement  of  Lord  Falmer- 
ston, and  recur  to  the  subject  at  a  future 
time. 

THE    CASE    OF   JANE    NICHOLLS. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Fancras,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  with  reference  to  tihe 
case  of  Jane  Nicholls,  who  in  May, 
1886,  was  tried  at  Taunton  for  the 
murder  of  her  infant  child,  and,  being 
convicted  of  manslaughter  only,  was 
sentenced  to  20  years'  penal  servitude, 
whether,  in  June,  1887,  a  petition  was 
presented  to  him  asking  for  remission  of 
the  sentence,  and  whether  Mr.  Justice 
Day,  who  tried  the  case,  recommended 
the  immediate  release  of  the  convict ; 
and,  if  so,  if  he  could  explain  to  the 
House  why  he  declined,  in  his  answer 
to  the  petition,  to  interfere  with  the 
sentence ;  whether,  in  January,  1888,  he 
received  a  second  petition,  to  which  he 
made  the  same  answer  without  referring 
to  the  learned  Judge ;  and  if,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  will  reconsider  his 
decision . 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  communi- 
cations between  Judges  and  the  Home 
Office  in  criminal  cases  are  confidential, 
and  I  do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  state 
the  character  and  effect  of  Mr. 
Justice  Day's  observations  on  the 
case  of  Jane  Nicholls.  It  was  a 
case  in  which  the  jury  took  a  merciful 
view  of  the  offence  in  finding  a 
verdict  of  manslaughter  only.  I 
received  two  petitions  in  favour  of  the 
prisoner  at  the  dates  named.  It  would 
have  been  contrary  to  all  precedent  to 
discharge  the  prisoner  so  soon  after  a 
sentence  of  20  years'  penal  servitude  had 
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Tentilators  mi«  aboat  to  be  provided: 
but  I  expect  the  greatest  improTement 
fir>un  the  intxodactian  of  the  electric 
light  thiv>ughout  the  building,  which 
wul  take  p!ace  as  Axtn  as  the  neceeeair 
amxifemeji^B  can  be  made.  Erervefibrt 
is  made  to  secuK  the  best  possible  rea- 
tilativ^n.  There  maj  be  particular  times 
when  the  number  of  officers  on  dutr 
«rc^e«^s  the  ordinarr  staff,  but  no  pains 
are  spared  to  prNaerre  the  health  of  the 
officers  esga^M. 

osxtral  telegraph  office— 

Mr^   COXTBEAKE  :  I  b<^  to  aa^ 


I 


Trade  if  the  Railway  Companies  of  ihm 
United  Kingdom  hare  all  furnished  the 
information  required  bj  a  rule  of  the 
Board  of  Trade^-namelj,  that  they 
should  **  state  as  far  as  practicable  the 
existing  terminal  charges  in  respect  off 
the  soTeral  classes  of  traffic,  showing  in 
each  case  the  anthoritr  for  making  tlie 
charge:*'  and,  if  they  haTo  done  so» 
where  is  the  information  to  be  found  ? 

Sia  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH : 
The  statements  of  the  Bailwaj  Com- 
panies as  to  terminal  charges  are  with  the 
.  statements  as  to  existing  maximum  rates. 
'  These  statements  are  not  in  erery  in- 
,  stance  combined  with  the  proposed 
the  Pos$=:ia$ser  Geaeral  whether  the  classi^caiion  and  schedule  of  mazimnm 
orMMTcest  in  the  salaries  of  deiks  in  ;  rates,  but  are  contained  in  sepamto 
&e  Oratral  Telegraph  Offices  prior  to  dcicuments;.  which  the  Bailwaj  Oom« 
Axsil  l^SS.  was  d:ie  to  an  env^T  for  panies.  did  not  in  the  first  instsmis, 
which  the  TreasuTy  was  rMfonsible,  sapplj  to  persons  applring.  A  circular, 
asd  rot  to  fortzi^tlT  parments :  horerer.  as  I  hare  alrciadT  explained, 
whsohtt  ir  the  !,4T5  o^v-^ors  are  in-  was  sent  to  the  (Vrnf^nieft.  and  Ihflj 
c^33^  a  cctt»deni^^e  z^smber  of  pxoba-  hare  n.-«w  uiidertakeai  to  sa|^7  tits 
taooNffs  wh^'«  do  riN^Te  foxtci^htlT  par-  sapplesertaiy  <sate!:zie9t 
meKta.  and  adxii:Lisszat;re  offion«  who 

uerar  hare  be«L  inohided  in  a  p«£:2on  ^EK  ALASKA  FTX  OOSIPAXT, 

fKOL  the  aadr  K>2t  :  wheoher  the  laaxi-        Mfc.  GOFKLKT  $u»deriand;  :  I  beg 
iLniL    salaix  a:    pn«»e£t    vwecTei    bv    to  ask  the  Fnier  S^icTrtaiT  of 
n<iKr>r  two^tiirds  c*f  the  *5a£  is  £>i\    ForN|m   A^rs  whether  it  : 
whidb  »  the  maritLxna  ssilarT  v\f  aKiA  of   that  the  TTritvc  ^ar^  Giwta  snift 
&e  cd&occs  ii  oth«'  branc^^Mw  whc^  are    f«assed  an  A.^  d^ 
paSd  mmthhr :  aitd  how  masT  s^ar^rss    >ea  to  be  a  (u.>M%i  sea  is  all  snvs  ths 
wo(c3d  be  Moesftszy  to  o^itain  the  de-    Aisska  Pur  Cs^ttpaar,  and  a 
seme  a!hc?aDCtt  T     '  mShiSciictt  has  Seui  ne^rai^ 

♦Mil    31AIXIS :     Ir    replr    to    h»:.    H<c  Ma^T^F   *>or* 
ti»  Mcarbep.  I  ha^e  to  seasie  d^a:  the    Feno^ri:    P:^w^a»;    and    ■  htchia    it 

TO    whioh    his    qne«3«:    wrert  that  the  Osnadiaa  G< 
Witt  !>*■<    due  lo   ax    «tw    ft»   itteasds  uexx  ishit^ 


wU«tL    tte    T^sasc^  was   tMnp.'micb^e  ^  ia7ecwKa::3or  rf  taw 

Aa&^mjrtt  the   :,4T?  offioies  ic<tt:2.>ned  »3atire  :o  :h*  Atlantic 

it  iLT  twSr  ti»  the  hom.  Men:bee-V  cwis-  -f  •^.   ^hat  xmssctvs    H 

tiaL  'rtf  aie  S^ih  li^ico.  th<ce  a»  ir-  ftorfmtwxt  iz:T)n»£  is  ad«fa 

<i^5e2  :f^^  ^cxiosDM<^:7aph:$3s  and  pr)>-  wrw^sp  of  rr^-ircrrn 

basaoMcs  whc  hare  nos  yet  reaohe£  the  th^  rfwmt  T?mi-t  o?^ 

ivdnt  wh<c«  ax  axrnaZ  rase  of  paymsxt  •^^    J     FKKiti  :S^«X  : 

mras.  bn:  nr  adsbixiiQrasiox  o^ftocnt  a»  «<w:t^  msm^c  Vt  the  Oi 

iiMvndeS     Pr^r  teDs^raphiias o«T  of  :.4??«  r^L:tse£  :s:;fcTsf^  ooes  nic 

are  a  a  snajs  of  sa^a:^  the   tnaxsctxit  ^s^aratiox  of  :jie  aa 

«f  which  is  £:Ar  a  year,  asii  i»o:  £^^  a  ^netssifc.  bat  soap^ 

m  yeicr.    Tlie  pemM«Z  tr  ^^pe^ct  i^  ^e  ^wiais   ^«o!Me  and  smdr  is 

>  payaivnt  of  y«t?>r  salas^eii  doa:T.?«m?  of  the  T^idM  ^ 
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«inili  ii<4. 1  «^r?e5  lo  say  W  snWaSned,    ^ratew  o:  IW.r;nc  Sea     It 
^viA  duq^  the  wh^je  of  the  o&^cs   iwt  o^  :he  v^snadiax 

a    M^TjsR    lii^  ^lat   ^he  nsoct  iish;Ti|:  J<saswi  as 


te   ^ 


Mil    CAT>ni     ^T^rww  ^r-T«T 

4ia.^  ^^  -  -■>-^-   —    ^^  ^^.^ 
ise  ZTwiSMesR  os  me 


lahhi^ier  it;  the  ^'^ntwiri 
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States  have   entered  depends  on  the 
dedsion  of  the  Senate. 

EMIGRATION  TO  THE  ARGENTINE 

REPUBLIC. 
Me.  BEADLAUGH  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  give  the 
House  any  information  conceminK  the 
emigrants  to  the  Argentine  HepubHc  ? 

*SiE  J.  FERGUS80N:  We  have 
heard  from  Buenos  Ayres  that  about 
1,000  Irish  emigrants  arrived  there  in 
February,  all  of  whom  have  settled ;  700 
English  arrived  on  the  drd  inst ;  all  ex- 
cept seven  families  are  employed.  Eight 
hundred  English  are  expected  to  arrive 
to-morrow.  Arrangements  to  obtain 
•employment  for  them  are  being  made. 
In  consequence  of  the  large  number  of 
persons  emigrating  to  the  Argentine 
Bepublio,  arrangementshave  been  made 
by  which  their  departure  will  be 
known,  so  that  her  Majesty's  Minister 
may  give  them  any  assistance  on  their 
arrival  of  which  they  may  stand  in 
need. 

IRELAND- THE   LORD   LIEUTENANT- 
IMPRISONMENT  OP  MR.  O'BRIEN. 
Mr.  SEXTON  :    I  have  to  ask  the 
Ohief  Secretary  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Lord 
Londonderry,  and  the  Lieutenant  Gover- 
nor of  West  Munster,  Colonel  Turner, 
have  intimated  their  desire  to  resign ; 
whether  he  can  confirm  the  statement 
^hat  the  County  Court  Judge  of  Kerry 
has  practically  cancelled  me  sentence 
which  the  Removable  Magistrates  have 
inflicted    on    Mr.    W.    O'Brien;     and 
-whether  he  has  done  this  in  consequence 
of  the  Trustees  of  the  Kenmare  estates 
having  refused  to  refer  their  disputes 
with  the  tenants  to  arbitration  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  have  not 
yet  received  a  full  report  of  what  has 
occurred,  but,  as  far  as  I  am  informed, 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  is  under  a 
mistake.  Judge  Ourran  has  distinctly 
stated  that  the  Kesident  Magistrates  have 
only  done  their  duty  in  the  course  they 
have  taken  with  reeard  to  Mr.  O'Brien. 
I  b^eve  I  was  right  in  saying  on  tlie 
nrevioDui  di^  that  the  verdict  of  the 
learned  Judge  had  no  reference  to  the 
action  taken  by  the  Trustees  of  the 
Kenmare  estate.  I  believe  there  is 
no  fbundat|on  for  th^  rumour  with 
regard  to  Colonel  Turner.    As  to  the 


Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  he  origin* 
ally  took  the  office  for  two  years,  and 
under  pressure  from  the  Government  he 
consented,  at  great  personal  inconveni- 
ence, to  extend  his  term  of  office.  We 
have  no  right  to  suppose  that  he  will' 
continue  to  do  that,  but  he  has  not  sent 
in  his  resignation. 

Mb.  sexton  :  With  reference  to 
Judge  Ourran,  may  I  ask  whether  the 
upshot  of  the  matter  was  not  that  the 
Judge  inflicted  no  sentence  with  regard 
to  the  appeal  before  him  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  is  a  correct  statement.  The 
County  Court  Judge  reduced  the  sentence 
by  two  months,  and  left  the  remainder 
of  the  sentence  untouched. 


THE  CONDITION  OF  DONEGAL- 
MOTION  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal/.  S.) :  I 
rise,  Sir,  to  ask  the  leave  of  the  House 
to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House, 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a  definite 
matter  of  urgent  public  importance — 
namely,  the  perilous  aggravation  of  the 
destitution  of  the  people  of  the  county 
of  Donegal,  and  the  danger  to  the  pul!« 
lie  peace  arising  from  the  combined 
action  of  the  Government  and  the  land- 
lords. 

Leave  was  given,  and 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  The 
matter  upon  which  I  move  the  Adjourn- 
ment is  indeed  of  urgent  public  import- 
ance. No  minor  political  issues  would 
have  induced  me  to  take  such  a  step.  It 
is  because  I  believe  that  the  effect  of  the 
Motion  will  be  to  direct  public  attention 
to  the  condition  of  Donegal,  and  many 
hundreds,  perhaps  thousands,  of  lives 
may  be  involved.  In  the  county  of 
Donegal  the  people,  even  in  their  best 
times^-even  in  what  are  prosperous 
times  for  Ireland  generally — are  never 
tolerably  well  off.  The  Chief  Secretary 
to-day  answered  my  question,  with  the 
little  official  information  supplied  him, 
that  the  inhabitants  of  Donegal  had 
commenced  to  live  on  Indian  meal  some- 
what earlier  in  the  present  year  than 
usual.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  hon.  Members  do  not  know  the 
Shysical  and  mental  discomforts  of  a  low 
ietary  of  this  kind.  At  the  best  of 
times  the  people  of  Donegal  are  under-* 
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fed.  In  prosperous  seasons,  with  fine 
hanrests,  they  manage  to  eke  oat  their 
existence  by  little  additions  to  their 
usual  famine  diet;  but  in  times  of 
famine  and  distress,  if  ever  there 
was  a  land  that  could  be  said  to 
be  under  the  shadow  of  death,  it 
is  Donegal  as  it  is  to-day.  Very 
briefly  I  will  lay  before  the  House  some 
few  facts  described  in  letters  I  have 
received,  to  show  the  actual  state  of 
destitution  in  the  country,  and  then  I 
will  show  the  special  circumstances  that 
aggravate  that  destitution.  We  must 
remember  Donegal  is  in  a  remote  comer 
of  Ireland,  shut  out  from  means  of 
intercommunication  with  other  counties, 
with  no  railways,  except  on  the  outskirts 
of  the  county.  It  is  wild,  moor-like,  and 
barren,  and  the  potato  crop  is  the  sole 
means  of  subsistence  for  the  inhabitants, 
and  when  the  potato  crop  fails  the 
people  are  at  famine's  door.  Many  will 
recollect,  and  most  of  us  will  have  read 
of,  the  social  condition  of  Ireland  at  the 
time  of  the  great  potato  disease  of  1845. 
Donegal  is  at  this  instant  in  the  same 
physical  condition  as  were  the  people  of 
Ireland  then,  threatened  with  the  self- 
same danger.  I  will  not  ask  the  House 
to  simply  accept  my  statement.  I  appeal 
to  eridence.  we  must  all  respect  that 
of  the  Irish  priesthood.  The  Irish 
priesthood — ^I  say  it  with  not  the  less 
feeling  of  admiration  because  I  worship 
at  a  different  altar — have  ever  main- 
tained a  conspicuous  part  in  Irish 
history,  but  in  Donegal  the  Irish  priest 
bears  a  still  more  conspicuous  part ;  he 
is  the  sole  defence  of  the  people, 
their  sole  guardian,  their  sole  protector. 
Low  down  in  the  scale  of  social 
position,  ignorant^ for  no  education  has 
reached  them — under-fed  always  from 
various  physical  and  landlord  reasons — 
the  only  educated  person  the  Donegal 
peasant  has  in  whom  to  place  confidence 
and  find  sympathy  is  the  Irish  parish 
priest.  It  is  the  priest  who  advises  the 
people  in  difficulties,  who  reconciles 
their  disputes,  who  protects  them  in 
danger,  who  consoles  them  in  sickness 
and  adversity,  who  is  a  tower  of  strength 
to  all.  The  Bishop  of  Baphoe — a  great 
part  of  whose  diocese  consists  of  the 
county  of  Donegal,  and  includes  my  con- 
stituency—Dr.  O'Donnell,  wrote  to  me  a 
letter  inclosing  one  sent  to  himself  in  the 
cpnfidence  that  exists  between  the  parish 
priest  and  his  Diocesan,  by  the  Rev. 

Mr.  Mae  Neill 


Patrick  Logue,  of  Kilcar,  in  iheNovihem 
Division  of  Donegal.    I  will  read  the- 
House  a  few  extracts  from  this  letter, 
which  is  dated  from  Kilcar,  Maidi  1 1 — 

''  Relatiye  to  yonr  Lordship's  JngniTias,  Ii 
can  8af elj  say  that  the  oonditiLOii  of  Vbib  people 
in  this  parish — Kilcar,  a  large  extensive  moun- 
tainous parish— is  much  the  same  as  in  1880. 
The  potato  crop  has  been  as  had  a  faame  ut 
the  last  autumn  as  in  the  antnmn  of  1879. 
Some  are  buying  Indian  meal  since  Christmas 
in  order  to  preserve  the  seed.  Othen  are 
coming  to  me  for  the  last  fortnight  asking  lor  a 
trifle  to  buy  meal,  saying  they  are  eating  tiie 
seeds.  They  will  get  notUng  on  credit,  as  their 
shopkeepers  here  are  struggling  themaelTes 
and  cannot  afford  to  give.  I  firmly  befiere^ 
that  not  more  than  hidf  the  people  of  this- 
parish  will  have  sufficient  seed." 

And  now  I  turn  to  another  paeeage— it- 
illustrates  so  thoroughly  what  the  pariah 
priest  is  to  these  poor  people,  how  he- 
is  guardian  and  comforter,  and  seeks  to- 
prevent  aggravation  of  the  distress. 
Father  Logue  goes  on — 

''  I  may,  perhaps,  mention  that  for  the  last 
few  days  Mr.  Mnsgrave's  (landlord's)  pcocess 
server  is  going  through  the  parish  accompanied 
by  two  of  the  Royal  Irish  serving  ejectment 
processes.  Looking  at  all  these  things,  I  am 
afraid,  my  Lord,  that  the  situation  of  the  poor- 
people  wUl  be  a  sad  one." 

Now,  if  the  House  will  allow  me,  I  will 
read  an  extract  from  a  letter  in  which 
the  foregoing  letter  was  inoloeeck 
to  me  by  the  Bishop.  It  is 
dated  Letterkenny,  12th  March.  After 
referring  to  the  letter  from  Father 
Logue,  describing  the  condition  of 
Kilcar,  Dr.  O'Donnell  says — 

"  Glencolumkille,  the  neighbouring  parish ». 
is  still  worse  off.    In  West  Donegal,  G-wee* 
dore"— 

Father  M'Fadden's  parish,  it  will  be 
remembered — 

"  the  Two  Rosses  parishes,  and  several  other 
districts  are  in  the  same  plight." 

He  gods  oa  to  say — 

'<  It  would  be  useful  to  find  out  whether  the- 
inhabitants  of  these  parishes  are  not  without 
seed  for  the  coming  spring,  and  in  many  m-^ 
stances  without  the  prospect  of  food.  In  any" 
case  I  thought  it  right  to  make  the  tme  state 
of  affairs  known  to  you,  as  representing  Soa^ 
Donegal — 

and  then  oomee  the  first  faint  ittdication 
from  the  Bishop  of  the  organisation 
making  the  distress  worse,  bad  as  it  ia 
in  itself — 

*<Oweedore,"  says  the  Bishop  of  Baphoe» 
*M8  still  treated  as  if  the  natives  were 
savages." 
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[An  hon.  Mbmbbb  :  "  Hottentots !  "] 
Now,  I  oome  to  another  letter  from  a 
gentleman  who  was  sentenced  in  my 
^resence--or,  rather,  I  witnessed  the 
mook  trial.  The  sentence  was  pro- 
nounced next  day,  although  we  idl  knew 
^hat  it  was  to  be  as  well  as  the  Castle. 
I  refer  to  the  Bev.  Father  Stephens, 
one  of  the  most  devoted  men  1  ever 
came  across  in  the  course  of  my  life. 
I  say  of  Father  Stephens,  without  hesi- 
tation, that  I  believe,  if  he  could  ad- 
vance the  good  of  these  poor,  poverty- 
stricken,  half-starved,  thinly-dad  crea- 
tores,  he  would  cheerfully  lay  down  his 
life  for  them.  He  regards  his  own  life 
and  comfort  as  nothing  compared  with 
their  social  and  spiritual  needs,  and 
ihis  man  has  got  six  months'  imprison- 
ment, for,  of  course,  the  sentidnce  will  be 
enforced  by  the  County  Court.  Father 
Stephens  wrote  to  me  on  the  21st 
March,  and  he  says  in  his  letter — 

**  One  yery  strong  point  in  connection  with 
the  state  of  the  district  iBthia:  that  at  the  trial 
of  Mr.  John  Kelly,  for  conspiracy  with  Father 
McFadden  at  fiunbeg— ^  " 

This  was  the  first  occasion  on  which 
Father  McFadden  was  prosecated,  when 
he  got  two  months'  imprisonment,  and 
immediately  afterwards  went  through 
the  length  of  England,  receiving  every- 
where honours  of  which  any  Cabinet 
Minister  might  have  been  proud. 

'*  At  the  trial  of  Father  McFadden  in  con- 
nection with  the  Olphert  Estate  struggle, 
Sergt.  Kenny,  of  Falcarragh,  one  of  the  Grown 
witnesses,  swore  in  cross-examination  that  he 
had  been  stationed  in  Uiis  district  of  Falcarragh 
for  the  lait  14  years,  and  that  he  never  knew 
the  potato  crop  during  all  that  time  to  be  as 
bad  as  this  year.*' 


Father  Stephens  tells 

"This  statement  is  to  be  found  in  the  de- 
^positions  m  Mr.  Kelly's  triaL" 

Then  he  gives  a  deplorable  account  of 
the  struggle  of  the  people,  especially  in 
the  two  townlands  wnere  events  are 
proceeding,  which  I  made  the  subject  of 
queetions  to-day.  In  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Falcarragh,  says  the  rev. 
gentleman — 

''There  are  two  townlands  where,  as  the 
Chief  Secretary  admitted  to-day,  the  inhabi- 
tants have  been  living  on  Indian  meal  for  the 
last  two  months ;  they  are  the  townlands  most 
affM^ed  by  the  (potato  disease  this  year,  and 
thc^  are  now  afraid  to  plough  their  land,  being 
hi  daily  expectation  of  eviclion." 

And  now  they  have  fallen  victims  to 
ihe     pirooeedings     of     the     crowbar 


brigade.     I  have  here  another    letter 

from    Father    Logue,    the    gentleman 

who  wrote  to  his  Bishop  in  confidence, 

and    whose   letter  I  would    not  have 

repeated  without  leave  if  it  had  not 

been  referred  to  in  the  more  extended 

report  of  the  state  of  his  parish  he  makes 

to  me.    The  House  will  bear  with  these 

details  on  account  of  the  gravity  of  the  . 

circumstances.     It  is  far  better  to  hear 

the    words  of  these  people  than  any 

amount  of  declamation  from  me.    This 

is  the  further    letter  from    the    Rev. 

Patrick  Logue,  dated  Mandi  22 — 

''I  have  seen  your  question  to  the  Cbief 
Secretary  relative  to  the  Messrs.  Musg^ve's 
process  server,  and  I  have  read  the  answers  of 
Mr.  Madden." 

It  was  the  Solicitor  General  who  an- 
swered my  question — 

'*This  process  server  (Byrne)  may  have 
come  into  the  parish  on  a  car,  but  during  the 
days  of  his  duties  in  Kilcar  no  car  was  em- 
ployed by  him  or  the  Royal  Irish.  I  have  seen 
Byrne  more  than  once  walk  through  the  parish 
with  a  policeman  at  each  side  of  lum." 

Here  comes  a  remonstrance  from  the 

parish  priest  anxious  that  a  slur  should 

not  be  cast  on  the  reputation    of  his 

parish. — 

*'I  am  in  a  position  to  say  that  if  Byrne 
were  serving  processes  in  this  parish  for  a 
hundred  years  not  a  hair  of  his  head  would  be 
touched,  not  an  angry  word  would  be  said  to 
him,  and  well  he  knows  this.  I  may  tell  yon 
the  poor  people  are  quite  mad,  disgusted  with 
the  proceedings,  as  they  say  it  will  bring  a  bad 
name  on  the  parish,  at  all  times  so  peaceful 
under  sufficient  provocation." 

Then  comes  his  statement  as  to  the  dis* 
tress  existing — 

**  I  have  been  through  the  parish  for  the  past 
fortnight,  and  found  out  more  fully  the^  cir- 
cumstances of  the  people,  and  I  can  say  with  a 
safe  conscience  that  the  reports  I  have  sent  to 
the  Bishop  are  underrated.  Many  of  the  people 
are  eating  the  potato  seed,  and  some  are  oonung 
to  me  for  a  little  money  to  buy  Indian  meal, 
that  they  may  save,  at  least,  a  little  seed.  I 
did  not  imagine  that  they  were  in  such  circum* 
stances  until  I  had  gone  amongst  them  and 
lound  out  the  sad  realities.  I  repeat  it,  this 
year  is  just  as  bad  as  79-80.  They  have  no 
credit.  I  cannot  see  how  they  wiU  be  able  to 
struggle  through  until  August  without  aid  from 
some  quurter,  and  from  the  Government  quarter 
we  need  not,  I  suppose,  expect  much." 


No;  except,  perhaps,  a  battering  ram. 
Then  I  have  another  report  from  another 
parish  priest.  These  devoted  men  have 
in  their  hands,  I  say — distinctly  speak- 
ing, from  my  own  knowledge — the  lives 
and  destinies  of  these  poor  people — they 
are  their  only  protection  against  the  iron 
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liwd  of  arbitrary  power.  This  gentle- 
maQ  writes  from  another  parish  in  the 
^if^not.  It  is  from  the  Bev.  Peter 
ifiJij,  the  parish  priest  of  Dunphanagy. 
He  writes  on  March  22,  and  says : — 

<<  I  have  before  me  in  the  Freeman  of  March 
27  your  question  re  failure  of  potato  crop  in 
Gweedore.  I  wish  this  question  could  be  put  in 
Buch  a  way  as  would  compel  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  give  his  authority  for  denying  that  the 
potato  crop  of  last  year  has  not  been  so  great  a 
ailure  in  Donegal  as  it  was  in  1879." 

I  ask  attention  to  these  statements  in 
contrast  to  the  o£Glcial  information  which 
lightly  passes  over  this  horrible  distress, 
but  which  comes  to  us  who  know  the 
reality,  who  have  seen  the  scenes  of 
misery  in  former  days,  with  terrible 
emphasis.  ''The  fact  is,"  continues 
my  correspondent — 

'<It  is  universally  admitted  to  have  been 
worse.  This  applies  to  the  entire  coast  line 
and  the  mountuns.  In  a  former  question 
several  parishes  were  named  as  sn£fering  pecu- 
liarly this  year  from  failure  of  potatoes  last 
season.  Many  parishes  not  named  are  quite  as 
badly  off  in  this  respect  as  the  ones  named — for 
instance,  Clondahnky  or  Dunfannaghy  parish.  I 
have  been  engaged  for  several  weeks  back  at 
the  half-yearly  visitation  of  Uiis  parish,  and  I 
find  that  quite  a  large  number  of  the  peasant 
occupiers  have  little  or  no  seed  potatoes  or  oats ; 
and,  speakine  generally,  the  quality  of  potatoes 
saved  up  under  great  difGculties  for  seed  are  of 
a  very  inferior  quality.  This  holds  for  all  the 
parishes  around  the  seaboard." 

The  Chief  Secretary  has  never  been  to 
Donegal,  but  let  him  look  and  see  what 
**  all  the  parishes  around  the  seabourd  " 
means — 

"  I  think  it  is  to  be  greatly  regretted  that 
this  matter  has  not  been  urged  more  than  it 
has  been  on  the  attention  of  the  Gk>vemment. 
But  with  us  locally  in  these  parts," 

and  here  comes  in  the  aggravation — 
here  comes  in  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
n^ent,  who,  instead  of  playing  the  part 
of  Good  Samaritans,  rub  salt  and  vme- 
ffar  into  the  wounds  and  help  the 
landlords  to  take  advantage  of  this 
distress — 

"  with  us  locally  in  these  parts  other  things 
forced  themselves  on  us  too  much  " — 

he  refers  to  the  prosecutions  of  Father 
U'Fadden  and  Father  Stephens— 

*Ho  admit  of  fuller  attention  to  this  one. 
It  is  now  too  late  to  do  anything  in  the  way  of 
having  seed  provided  for  the  poor  people,  and 
the  consequences,  I  must  believe,  wiU  be  very 
s«dous.  Mr.  fialfour  could  have  been  an- 
swered on  the  former  occasion  when  the  failure 
of  the  potato  crop  was  brought  up,  and  when 
he  denied  it,  by  referrinc^  him  to  the  sworn 
testimony  of   Sergeant  Kenny,    R.I.G..   Fal- 

Mr.  Mae  N$%ll 


carragh,    at     Mr.     John     Kelly's    trial    « 
Bunbeg."— 

This  evidence  I  have  given  in  my  se» 
ferenoe  to  the  letter  from  Father 
Stephens.  This  man  swore  against  his- 
own  interest,  for  it  is  the  interest  of  the 
Government  to  put  the  best  faoe  pos- 
sible on  these  matters,  and  there  is  not 
a  man  of  the  Constabulary,  from  the^ 
Sub-Oonstable  up  to  the  Inspector 
General  who  does  not  gpive  evidence  widx 
his  eye  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  Be- 
spect  for  truth  compelled  -him  to  make 
a  statement  which  the  Government  will 
not,  however,  accept.  Further,  Father 
Kelly  writes : — 

<<  Shane  0*DonneU,  of  Falcarragh,  who  \» 
poor  rate  collector  in  his  own  and  Gweedore 
parishes,  holds  that  there  has  not  been  so  com« 
plete  a  failure  of  potatoes  since  1S47." 

And  now  oomes  another  contradiction  to^ 
the  statement  which  a  gav  Oastle  oflGLoiaif 
who  does  not  care,  put  mto  the  mouth 
of  the  Chief  Secretary — 

*'  Ordinary  seed  potatoes  are  now  betog  8ol<|' 
for  6d.  a  stone.*  Usually  they  do  not  f etdb  more 
than  3d.  or  2^.  or  2d." 

Sixpence  is  then  a  famine  {nrioe,  and 
be  it  observed  that  the  people  do  not 
usually  buy  seed  potatoes  at  all,  so  that 
to  pay  even  2d.  means  severe  saoriflea 
to  them. 

"If  the  people  were  able  to  buy  aeecf' 
potatoes  in  sufficient  quantities  for  their  lands, 
thare  would  be  nearly  enough  to  be  had  la  all 
these  parishes  at  any  money.  I  never  knew 
the  people  in  any  puiah  I  have  been  in^^and  I 
have  been  over  the  greater  part  of  the  coontry— > 
so  far  run  down  at  they  are  here  «t  preseat. 
Their  shop  debts  would  be  equal  to  a  yeai^a 
produce  of  their  holdings  all  round,  and  the 
same  may  be  said  of  Si  the  parish  in  th(f 
poorer  parts  of  the  country." 

In  fact,  these  wretched  holding^}  whioi^ 
create  horror  in  the  minds  of  people  whf> 
see  them  for  the  first  time,  are  precisely^ 
of  that  class  of  holdings  that  conie 
under  those  which  Sir  James  Oaird  said 
at  the  best  of  times  could  pay  no 
rent  at  all.  They  would  pay  no  rent  at  a& 
or  far  less  rent,  but  that  it  is  collected 
by  the  Castle  officials.  The  Ohi^ 
Secretary  gpives  the  answers  supplied  ta 
him  by  persons  who  are  irresponsible  to 
us  but  he  might  ask — the  thought  mi^]^ 
occur  to  him — parish  priests  to  give  him 
in^rmation  upon  which  he  might 
rely.  It  is  no  pleasure  to  lite 
Irish  Party — for  Uiis  question  is  raised 
by  the  Paoiy ;  I  would  not  make  thU 
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ICoiioii  oa  mj  own  responsibility  —  to 
parade  the  misfortunes  of  our  people ;  it 
IS  a  most  humiliating  thing,  and  we 
would  not  do  it  except  as  a  last  resource. 
On  the  near  approach  of  the  famine  of 
1845  we  had  Government  denials  just 
as    we    hare    them   now.    The    Chief 
Secretary,  I  dare  say,  sometimes  reads 
the  Dublin  Evening   Mail.    In  1845   it 
had  the  same  political  views  as  now, 
and    on    Nov.   3    the  Dublin    Ev&nmg 
Mml  made  a  statement  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  might  have  repeated  to-day — 
"  The    potato    crop    far    exceeds   the 
average,   and    apprehensions    are    un- 
founded."    At  that  time  too,  wp,  had 
Mr.  Stanley — he  was  called    Scorpion 
Stanley,  and  became  famous  afterwards 
as  Lord  Derby-— declaring  that  appre- 
hensions of  potato  famine  were  base- 
less. There  was  like  wise  a  man  of  genius 
hovering  round  the  skirts  of  the  Con- 
servative Party,  Jbut  giving  them  a  prod 
now  and  then,  though  their  friend  on  an 
emergency — Lord     George     Bentinok. 
He  said  the  famine  was  a  gross  dilusion. 
This   was  the  view  of  the  Press  and 
Government  of  that  day,  but  the  g^ss 
delusion  cost  Ireland  in  deaths  alone  the 
loss  of  a  million  souls.    Landlords  exer- 
cised their  harsh  rights  then,  and  people 
who  were  not  destroyed  outright  were 
shipped  off  in  thousands  to  America  and 
elsewhere.     Public  opinion  is  too  strong 
for  that  now,  and  it  is  to  public  opinion 
we  appeal  from  the  GK>vemment,  with 
an     unvarnished    statement    of    facts. 
When  a  deputation  from  Achill  in  the 
days   of    1845    waited    upon    Sir     R. 
Bouse  at  Dublin  Castle,  and  urged  their 
claims  for  assifitance,  the  gaunt  looks 
of  the  members  of  the  deputation  sup- 
porting the  appeal,  they  were  met  with 
a  refusal  oa   the  grounds  of  political 
economy,  and  with  a  reference  to  the 
writings  of  Edmund  Burke.     Would  a 
Parliament    in    Dublin,    even    though 
composed    of  landlords,   have    allowed 
the  people  to  starve  ?    And  now  I  have 
to    refer  to  the    aggravating    circum- 
stances of  this  destitution  I  have  de- 
scribed in  the  words  of  parish  priests. 
The  poverty  now  prevailing  in  Donegal 
is  aggravated  by  the  Government  strik- 
ing down  the  natural    leaders  of  the 
people,  terrorizing  the  peasantry,  and 
Iendin|^  the  forces  of  the  Crown  to  carry 
out  unjust  evictions.    Gweedore  is  pro- 
bably  the    most    destitute     parish    in 
Irehmd,  and  it  has  been  subjected  to 


needless  trouble  and  oruelty  by  the  €^* 
cnmstances    attending    the    arrest    qi 
Father  M'Eadden.    I  believe  the  r\^^ 
hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Divi^ 
sion  would  admit  that  during  the  two 
years  he  held  the  office  of  Irish  Secre* 
tary  not  a  single  difficulty  occurred  i^ 
the  whole  county  of  Donegal,  while  he 
carried    out    a  coercion  rigims    under 
Lord    Spencer.      It    was    a   crimeless 
county.     What  is  it  now  ?    Dragooned 
by  police,  military,  and  resident  magi- 
strates.   I  do  not  regard  these  last  aa 
judicial,  but  as  executive  functionaries. 
AH  this  has  arisen  from  circumstances 
in  connection  with  the  arrest  of  Father 
M^Fadden.      First     let     us    consider 
what  Father  M'Fadden  was  arrested  for. 
They  have  arrested  him  now  on  a  dharge 
of  murder,  and  they  are  going  to  keep 
him  in  gaol  until  July  next,  that  they 
can  have  a  free  hand  to  exterminate  hie 
parishioners.     That  is  the  real  reason 
why  he  has  been  remanded.    But  what 
was  his  arrest  for  ?    It  was  for  giving 
counsel,    in  his  capacity  of   a   parirai 
priest,  such  as  any  Christian  and  just 
man  ought  to  have  given — namely,  that 
the  poor   people  ought  to  continue  to 
retain   their    houses— or    rather  their 
wretched  miserable  hovels— for  they  are 
places  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
would  be  very  sorry  to  put  his  dog  in. 
if  he  has  one.    The  rev.  gentleman  had 
been  arrested  before.    He  was  too  good 
a  man  to  escape  arrest,  and  he  regards 
bis  imprisonment  as  a  high  honour.  And 
so  did  the  English  people  among  whom 
he  went  after  bis  last  imprisonment,  and 
who  received  him  with  joy  and  acclama- 
tion.    Father   M*Fadden  was   arrested 
on  the  last  occasion  on  a  Sunday,  in  th^ 
very  midst  of  his  congregation,    and 
wearing     his  priestly  vestments.     The 
congregation    consisted    of   some    500 
persons,  and  yet  only  six  policemen  were 
sent  to  arrest  the  priest.    I  am  extremely 
sorry    for    Martin's  death,  and  we  all 
regret  it  most  deeply,  but  as  this  is  a 
case  involving  the  lives  of  the  people,  I 
am  constrained  to  say  that  Martin  was 
known  to  be  an   excitable  man.     The 
arrest  was  made    under  circumstances 
which  were  described  to  me  by  Father 
M*Fadden  himself  whilst  I  was  sitting 
beside  him  in  Court.    Father  M*Fadden 
laughed  at  and  ridiculed  the  idea  of  hia 
being  charged  with  murder.     He  said 
he  was  quite  expecting  arrest,  but  not  oa 
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find  far  d»  ymjiaiB  «i 

;ibe   rc^v-     ^mtifm»KL  ajLt   z<x    of  tii«  sigsjkUioig.     I  hart  aheai  haara 

ribtsnti'i     'w^myz     xq    v    Yzjl   khz    ftud.  o&nx  Mi^qpfiAaoiDs  uid  exphaaauna 

'  ^    brrwc    ^ftc  *  ^     Fubar    M  Taidec  M«diiur  from    DaUia  Ctedr  :   bat   I 

88^^   vbfn   ^v*w  sb«>  wiSTkjJi.  xni,    m  nfrr&t  bfiftrd  Kuih  kl  expiuiKSiaii  *»  luX 

i«cr^"9fiX}:  hrfii^rti:  ^:   i:r   twr    or  tkrw  l>iifca«.     It  znnfa  have    bean  tbbbewI 

BucuTiv  SkfCAmr&irds     l^KTCix  rlqcL?  tb«-  vith  ft  bursa  of  l&nciaBr  Inr  HflAd  Obb- 

?t«^   ptmijmnia.  Vr  Uif  cnli&r  r^f  Lu-  p.iftX  icaliif'  ILkbciD^r,   vbo  itbs  one  of  libe 

it  &  ^flr^  w.va{»f  nuUiDflr.  kxc  &:    tb»  bfirMi§  of  th&x  rnnidtniT.    and  v^  iwi 

wunf   rimf   drf^v  'tiT»  ^witrL   &ii£   tiru:-  beiem  jn'omatad  froan  i^  nm^k  off  Mr- 

d»b^    i:   pT*f^r    ii>  hf^uL.      A   wfiiziu;.  .peuii  co.  aoooimt  of  ii.     I  &id  i^  oMe 

«win^  Ttirf  rirt.iBDRf-.  riifihAC  ir  rifCirMiL  %:•  l»t  thi&.     A  nua  saiiwd    Airrlniy 

tb(  rvf.    TfiT-hfc  ^  Fa^odt  die  Lif  i>ftA  Mlla^^iflr  vss  vmlkiug'  in  xbe  iJMriig 

Xf  outf^Tf^L  lift:      Idfirr.n.  «-«$  «rJIl  riru.-  of    G-ir«edarc  xhrn^    iraefeF    sber   ite 
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disnin^  thf  fa^nrc  AonibBr  w:iz&£x  isurdflr  vbtn:  SarfrfiKnt  Mubniiqr  OBDad 
th^i.  i^\i^  on:  '  'rbfr  urt-  njuraer^xi^  oxi  nnr  u<  ftu^.  Txrt  num  xvn  ««^ 
tbf  Tm«sv  *  ThftT  t  m^ifs-  lortk  piawi.  and  iour  r.rmifflahl«  iullowed  bim.  liun 
ADC   THtiift?  1^  Fflianf>L   aDC   bif   fdfirAr    fOiosfr  ipert-  ftrad  a:  bim.  md.  fiulhr, 

wbfliL  bbf-  'yioiuM*  ^nt  up  to  Idm, 
Id  abraifir  nuOHid  up  u*  bim 
inc  bx»  TP^oivflr  Vi  kat 
wbfve  tbe  oxbfir  men  were. 
abfmJ  utair  nr  pvidtmee 
and  ti^  wafr  sobMioiieiitiT 
roiftuicr  A  suui  nanM  U 
rat.  trnn.  two  pahrwimm.  mie  of  wboni 
WHS  Tarral'T.  m-nr  iravf-  ^ridanoe  ia 
tflvou?  of  Father  M  'Faddan.  and  a  ^bift 
was  b?*^  a*  bim.  )iov  I  oome  to  fta 
riowardine.  and  von  will  aiwayft  pensaive 


lw^T.t.  Ljv  'I'll*  prjfts:  T.um^c  riank. 
a;  thf  TTHfc  n:  br*^  l:?*,  v  iiu:  &  lOioj  "W- 
tbf  rtTATiirhanr*  hii:  i:  wa*  o:  nf-  ih«. 
V^l^  I  "S».;«  tna:  :.bf  i^o^oTTixDM):  art 
drr^n!'  '*««$i>oTrsititf  t-c  t.Iih:   rwii rrflm*. 

aiic  tn^i^i  oaTpt  r.nf   "^i^.  nt  r^^'m^r.     Ir. 

jwTSOT*!'  ^«^tx^  p^n.'^  ii    :b?    doi^.k  ni.  & 

irw    nil  p..        .  ^o^    vm;:    rhTdupt    tbf 
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hanti  Thf"  crueJTr  t&ai  bas  baan 
ot^traiM^  T<  of  iic*  odioiK^  and  ^nim  a 
t^hamoTsRT  ttia:  i:  wouid  nca.  1  baiiciiM^ 
Nr  r4^tAraT;M^  ol  £  -aiavt-dnow  ^"-^^^i^  hf 
Amhs  Bat  liaifKr,^'«  Snip  Jfinriarar 
Mrr?v^^'.  a:  pool  oi:  oih-  dav  and  landad 
p.^]»«^mAT  or  th«^  Miandfr 
(^v-^^ii^  T'wMitT  aifli. 
An«;  hHP«v'^uf^«^  Ttif-  xnaiMietar  pst  tba 
iro'«>  .^:  t-ht  handruib^  m  bif^  pookcft,  Slid 
tM»:  iht  Tyrxf^mtiffs^  n.  &  boat, 
.M  shr-fcTY  himw^l;  Tht-  xniaonaM 
tcift^n^^rH^.-ku:  fiandnufiMi  iii  a  rnrt'ir  abnTI 
hc-krt  i>v  »;  rotijTt  and  daagaroiaa  aaa 
.^n»'»iK  *■  *r»«-ftr>  KTora:  ironi    1  pm  till 

?.  n.  AVhM  r■n^  hmuerf  agmiii 
T*-*n»f*,.  tht  TiACR.  othnmv  udd  tha 
^r^^i^  ihA  rhi»\  poulc  not  t^a 
«»'•w,•»r•ls.'^  i>i  SrtUT*.  hMidfudad.  hat  tbfl^ 
w^.«^  :'k«'!>kT^^l1«lf^  taiTfix.  iijtc'.  tbf*  ^aaasL 
V  K^**:  i>>;M  Ihv  ni)4dif«ii  i:ofr«tbar.  baad* 
.Mif»-s.    »»Ti,    vi*i    thw:  wrifttB  blaadiw* 

I  -'  i»  .x^*,'j  A*.    ik«^^i*H.^;^.  the;!-  ware 

.  .rtv.xtf <.!.).  oi  ht<  owt  m^tcntaiHifi^. 
■\  ♦.  M  i»-i  v-isx  ;h,  rMUMOT;  for  tiiia  tna^ 
...,„  '."♦i      r^,>ii/»..     want»«d    to    aferika 
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ramfl  came,  and  the  country  was  to  be 
cleared,  the  Chief  Secretary  might  be 
able  to  say,  in  his  gayest  tones,  that  the 
evictions  had  been  effectual.     One  man 
was  arrested  four  times,  and  at  4  a.m. 
-on    March  6th,    the  Rifles,   the  Scots 
Greys,  and  all  the  police,  took  possession 
of  all  the  roads  and   began  to  march 
through  a  district  sixteen  miles  in  cir- 
cumference.    They  moved  slowly  down 
to  the  shore  searching  every  house  and 
bam,  and  smashing  in  the  doors.    They 
arrived  on  the  shore  at  about  6  a.m., 
having  made  no  arrests.    The  fact  is, 
they  did  not  care  to  make  any  arrests. 
What  they  wanted  to  do  was,  to  strike 
terror   into  the   hearts   of   the  people, 
and  so  carry  out  the  Government  policy. 
The  police  and  soldiers  suffered  severely, 
it  is  said,  from  cold  and  hunger,  and  I 
think  their  rulers  ought  to  have  suffered 
severely  from  the  pangs  of  conscience, 
il  they  have   any  consciences.     Baids 
also  took  place  on  two  other  occasions, 
•and  doors  were  broken  open.     Well,  I 
believe,   on   my  honour,    that    Father 
M*Fadden  is  kept  in  prison  to-day  on 
this  got-up  charge  of  murder  simply  to 
ikeep  him  from  protecting  the  tenants. 
I   will  show    the    House    conclusively 
that  the  removable  Court,  before  which 
he  has  been  appearing,  is  as  much  a  part 
•of    the    Castle    machinery    as    Head 
Constable    Mahoney    himself.     Father 
M'Fadden  was  arrested  on  the  3rd  of 
February,  and  the  Assizes    took  place 
on'  the  4th  or  5th  of  March.     Between 
the  two  dates  Father  M^Fadden  was 
Temanded  three  or  four  times.     No  evi- 
dence whatever   was   adduced   against 
liim  until  after  the  Assizes  had  closed, 
und    then    came    the   police   evidence, 
which  was    all  in   Father  M*Fadden's 
favour.     He   was    not    brought  up  at 
■the  Assizes,    but  was  kept  in  prison, 
•and   is   to   be  kept  there  until  July, 
in   order    that  the    work    of    eviction 
may  go  on.     On  Monday,  March  4th, 
I  saw  Father  M'Fadden  in  the  court, 
and,  though  I  have  seen  poverty  in  all 
its  forms,  I  never  saw  a  more  pitiable 
spectacle  than  I  witnessed  in  the  streets 
of  Derry  that  day.   There  were  a  number 
of  poor  and  miserable  creatures,  with 
despair  on  their  faces,  walking  two  and 
iwo,   with  handcuffs  actually  dug  into 
their  flesh.       It    was    snowing  at  the 
time.    The  men   were  lugged   like  so 
many  pigs  into  a  third  class  carriage. 
After  them,  in  a  cab,  came  two  women. 


I  with  no  hats  on,  with  very  thin  shawls, 
and  wretched  gowns.     One  of  them  had 
a  child  in  her  arms,  and  the  cold  wind 
seemed  to  be  almost  freezing  the  marrow 
in  the  poor  creature's  bones.      I   saw 
Captain    Hamilton,    in    court,    act    a 
remarkable  part.     It  was  the  third  or 
fourth  remand,  and  Captcun  Hamilton 
stated  to  Mr.  Hos,  the  Crown  Counsel, 
that  he  could  not  understand  the  remands 
being  so  frequent.     However,  although 
this  reprimand  was  given  to  the  Crown 
Couusel,  they  were  not  remanded  finally 
until  the  30th  of  March.     And  why  was 
that?      If   they   had   been  remanded 
finally  on   March   4th  or    March    8th, 
Father    M^Fadden    would    have   been 
sent  to    the    Assizes.       After  the    4th 
of   March    there    were    no    less    than 
ten    remands.      The  fact   proves   that 
the      men      on      the      Bench      were 
as  completely  the  servants  of  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    the    Chief    Secretary 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  as  a  filgure  in  Punch 
and  Judy  is  the  creature  of  the  man  who 
pulls  the  strings.     The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Sergeant  Madden),  in  reply 
to  a  question  put  by  some  hon.  GenUe- 
man  from  England  who  takes  an  interest 
in  these  matters,  stated  that  nothing  un- 
usual   occurred    in    the    remanding  of 
Father  McFadden  on  the  charge  of  wil- 
ful   murder.       We    can    scarcely    get 
Englishmen    to    believe    the   methods 
which  are  used  in  Ireland.  I  have  stated 
that  the  Qovemment  are  cruel,  and  that 
their  Administration   is  cruel  in  these 
matters,  and  I  now  turn  to  the  question 
of  evictions,  which  are  g>ing  on  at  this 
day,  and  which  are  necessarily  fresh  in 
our  minds.     I  would  ask  this  question — 
Why  is  not  the  Sheriff  employed  at  these 
evictions,  and  why  are  emergency  men, 
full  of  loyalty  and  mischief,  employed — 
men  of  straw  against  whom  no  action  can 
be  brought  and  who  have  no  responsibi- 
lity. I  should  have  been  treating  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  un- 
fairly if,  in  the  spirit  of  Party,. I  had 
overstated    the  case.    The   right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  admirers  in  Dublin,  but 
I  charge  him  with  having  raised  a  spirit 
of  sectarian  hatred  in  the  country.     At 
a  meeting  of  the  Donegal  Temperance 
Loyal  Orange  Lodge,  No.  832,  the  Wor- 
shipful Master  in  the  chair,  a  resolution 
was  passed  condemning  the  cold-blooded 
murder  of  the  late  District    Inspector 
Martin  while  in  the  peaceful  discharge 
of  his  legal  duty  to  his  Queen,  Country  ^ 


071 


Th»  VtifUiiUn 


{00MH0N8} 


of  Dimegdl. 


272 


1^.):  Tka  dabiito  b<M  wftadarad  over  a 

([rtiiit  variety  of  tupicw,  eoma  of  tbam 
urge  Aud  (H)me  uf  tbem  ftmall,  and  I 
luigkt  biive  beau  able  to  give  boo.  Gen- 
ileiuen  wbo  buve  mAuifentlv  oome  dowa 
witb  prepared  Hueeebee  fuller  informa- 
tiuu  ff  tuey  bad  advised  me  of  tbeir 
inieuUuu  to  bring  furirard  ibis  Motion. 
Mh.  BTUAliT;  Allow  ma  to  make  a 

Iiereuual  exulanatiou*    I  bad  no  know- 
edge  of  tbia  Motion  until  I  oame  down 
to  ihe  ]louae« 

Mh.  MAO  NIULL :  I  oertainlv  knew 
of  tbe  intention  to  bring  this  Motion 
fur  ward,  but  1  puriMMiely  omitted  to  give 
any  intimalion  beuauae  I  feared  that  if 
1  did  eo  eome  notioe  would  be  plaoed  on 
Ibe  INi^  wbiub  would  have  prevented 
Ibe  Motion  being  made. 
«Ma.  A.  J.  liAO\>Ui« ;  I  do  notmake 
it  a  UMiller  vdf  v<4n)daint ;  but  I  men- 
%i\xne4  it  ia  oi^er  Im  elate  tkal»  if  bon. 
QeAtletaea  ebooaeioraiee  eueb  a  debate 
^'ill^\>ai  Noli^^  tbey^kav^lbecattelvee  to 
Mavae  if  tWy  do  aol  gel  a»  f^  aad 
aatwliM?l>My  aa  aaeweir  a»  tkey^  deeive. 
\\   U    aMMtaiel^   iiN^|iM«»ibW  &>r  Ike 

MiiMieieVk    lukder    mifci-k     otfiieMeMiftaceew 

W  wv^  odlM«wi»e  )ik«  W  give^    1  (Mt^ 
%Mai^  tbitMi^  IW  W>».  Miwabet  wki» 

iMNail|t>^  ll#  ^b^#(^  W^NftM  kAV«  VMft 


tenure  of  office  ia  not  a  permanent  one, 
tbey  are  the  mere  tools  of  Dublin  Oaatle. 
That  ia  an  ancient  complaint;  but  all 
thoae  who  are  acquainted  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  know  that  it  ia  a 
auggeation  that  haa  been  repudiated  in 
aa  atrong  lajiguage  aa  any  I  can  uae  by 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  ait  on 
the  Bench  oppoaite,  and  who  have  been 
reaponaible  for  the  government  of  Ire- 
land. Hon.  Gentlemen  who  nudce  thia 
charge  are  recdly  not  very  wiae  in  th^ 
ffeneration,  for  the  aame  charges  of  nn- 
faimeaa  and  of  dependence  on  the 
Oaatle  are  alao  levdled  againat  the 
Oount^y  (3ourt  Judflea,  who  are  irxemoT- 
able  and  abaolaMy  independent  of  the 
Bxeoutive. 

Ma,  MAG  NEILL:  I  lafaaied  to 
Judge  Webb,  and  I  aaid  tkid  I  luid  a 
great  peieoaai  regard  for  him  axoept 
when  M  oame  to  a^jndaoate  nfo^ 
eaaee.  He  ia  well-kMwm  te  ba  a 
ber  of  the  Loyal  aad 

Soeie^. 

«Mm.  A.  J.  BALFOX7B :   I 
what  the  avflaaatwm  oi 
her  haa  «>  da  widi  «»  ■ilim      Ify 


aJMii^  W  aMik^  a  hmc^  ^ajkiefthotonqr  < 

t«)^ax4  a>  4iWDi^  «rf  tbae  nuMtiieiw  whwh^ , 
hiKv%^  bee&  afcKN»Am»i«^  ^  i»a«^  aeeeteaiqt  I 
ihAfi  1  :ih»MiUL  ;M0(  a  wvcdL     IMk  ^he 

^  Ubitt  «ig:^  aa  Miiaifceiw  ol  fbdtua- 
aiAiiuV  bii«^  UhHi^hc  ift  ri^ipba  a^  ca&r  a^ 
atAhiMCH^  miuoh  aM  ^ifiiJi  [wniBng:  ift  a 
Oh«£(i  0^  law— iuuiMkji,  maa  setaun^ 
a>  *J^  anmec  au«i  Qeial  o£  ?3ldM^ 
M  l^>bau«itt.  Ix  id.  4k  u^i;«  ba^  pemamhiatv 
aua  \  ^>ad^  umc  «i«iU(i«^  U  bji  £iHio«aiM 
it.  l!h««  MjU¥«Mr  iuM.  ^ivtia  a  Iqu^  aM 
;MiMaava«U.  .^ANiiac  gi  tiM  iiaaaiwig|> 
*M^AL  4£c«jii{iiea  :ike  ATJN^tB  in  cwauikMCiaa 
>^ia  :m  uioiOAtt  vK  Iha4riii:(  Ij^yiiittir 
^MUuruii.    ItKMN  %iw  .tf^  4»;%(uaiafiea.  miUi 

hdu:c*M^p    JUa^   b«j«.^    .uJSu:M%i    t>jr    'm 


Aay  ai»  lei^wabfa^, 
^be  ereatoneaeif  XMb&aCkali^ 


OHua(Qr  Omit  Jodyaa 


amimam  tteaatw  a£  a«dk 
e«uua  «h»  aBrhanaT^  «>t  tte 


'.JM  w^a  u^Vk  :4)MW  <>^saiiM  :AMa 


JUitgiia  w 

ii>ieiw,ainaT     AiaitiMratecn  n 
^ha  hMu  ¥naaher  aipiiiHa  w  i 

qeaafiia^Jteft 

appaacad  ia  d 

iM€  damiuiMf   labag.     ^(a  ^Saiaba 

^eatf^  a  aaiMhia  !aaaar  fraofc  a         _ 

iMiofi  oc  laaw,  lias  mm  cam  it:  iaa 

%iaafiiar  ^^  laai^pi 

uMafi    vjc    ^fta   3aiiiiaa^    M^M^^iattB^^ 

IpeaeJiMia  :W£  paca  vii 

uMa'$<  3ipa>aitt  ^ 

Jura  :w«a  ^^ua^  Ja^.     Oia^ 
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bailifib,  and  not  the  officers  of  the 
sheriff;  but  this  is  left  quite  optional 
under  the  Act  of  1887,  and  before  that 
Act  the  employment  of  special  bailiffs 
was  in  erery  case  the  inyariable  and 
necessary  practice.  Mr.  Olphert,  or  his 
agent,  in  employing  special  bailiffs  is 
om^  doing  what  he  would  have  been 
obhged  to  do  two  years  ago.  I  cannot 
see  what  the  grievance  is  in  regard  to 
this  point,  nor  is  it  one  with  which  the 
(Government,  the  Eesident  Magistrates, 
or  the  police  have  anything  to  do.  They 
cannot  decide  whether  special  bailiffs 
shall  be  employed  or  the  agents  of  the 
sheriff.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke 
last  complained  that  battering-rams 
have  been  used  by  the  police  to  support 
the  landlords'  agents  and  destroy  the 
tenants'  houses.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
these  battering-rams  have  been  con- 
structed and  are  solely  employed  for  the 
protection  of  the  lives  and  limbs  of  the 
police.  What  has  been  the  course  of 
procedure  which  has  rendered  them 
necessary  ?  The  National  League  sent 
down  an  emissary  of  their  own  to  induce 
the  tenants  to  combine  under  the  Plan 
of  Campaign. 

Mb.  mag  NEILL  :  The  Land  League 
is  dead. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUK:  Then  the 
National  League.  The  people  are  pre- 
vailed upon  to  pay  their  money  mto 
''the  war  chest,''  and  they  thus  are 
deprived  of  all  opportunity  of  settling 
or  making  an  arrangement  with  their 
landlord.  When  an  attempt  is  made  to 
evict  them  they  barricade  their  houses. 
Bridges  are  broken  down  and  roads 
destroyed,  boiling  water  is  poured  on 
the  police,  weapons  of  a  most  formid- 
able idnd  are  used,  and  the  resistance 
is  often  prolonged  for  hours,  during 
which  both  the  ^lioe  and  the  persons 
oflisring  this '  reeistanoe  are  exposed  to 
neat  dangler.  Being  responsible  for 
ttie  ezeoative  ffovemment  of  Lreland, 
I  feel  that  I  uionld  be  guilty  of  a 
ffrave  dereliotion  of  duty  5  I  did  not 
do  aU  in  my  power  to  put  an  end  to 
soeh  seandiilons  scenes,  and  there- 
fore it  is  that  these  battering-rams 
have  been  constmoted  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  affording  protection  to  the 
poUee  in  tiie  discharge  of  their  duty. 
There  eannot  be  a  more  innocent,  a  more 
hannle«i  and  a  more  effective  method 
of    canying    out    that    object.     The 


hon.  Member  for  Hoxton  (Mr. 
Stuart)  says  that  battering-rams  are- 
being  used  to  back  up  an  unjust  system 
of  landlordism,  and  I  am  curious  to  know 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  means  by 
landlordism.  When  a  gcLtleman  of 
culture  and  education  uses  the  word  in 
that  House  he  must  attach  a  meaning  to 
it.  Does  he  mean  property  in  land  ?  If 
not,  what  does  he  mean  ?  If  he  does, 
is  it  to  be  understood  that  he  objects  to 
it  ?  Does  he  adopt  the  idea  of  some 
that  there  ought  to  be  no  property  in^ 
land  ?  Can  he  suggest  any  scheme  by" 
which  property  in  land  is  to  be  a  reality 
and  not  a  sham,  and  yet  in  which  at 
some  staee,  sooner  or  later,  when  the 
tenant  deliberately  refuses  to  fulfil  his 
legal  obligations,  the  law  is  not  to  step- 
in  and  enforce  the  obligations  sanc- 
tioned by  the  law  ?  If  that  is  landlordism^ 
then  I  say  that  landlordism  ought  to  be 
supported.  If  it  is  not  I  wait  with  great 
interest  to  learn  what  is  meant  by  the 
expression.  I  will  not  lay  down  so  extra- 
vagant a  proposition  as  that  every  land- 
lord is  always  right,  but  I  emphatically 
assert  that  on  these  estates  in  Donegal, 
where  the  Plan  of  Oampaigpi  has  been 
in  operation,  the  **  iron  sleet"  has  not 
been  poured  by  landlords  upon 
tenants,  but  it  has  been  poured 
by  those  who,  unfortunately,  had 
it  in  their  power  to  influence  tenants. 
to  adopt  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  do* 
not  propose  to  frame  an  indictment 
against  priests  or  one  of  them ;  but  I 
say  that  if  any  priest  in  Donegal  has- 
been  instrumental  in  starting  among  his 
flock  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  it  may 
have  served  the  interests  of  a  political 
Party,  but  it  has  not  served  the  intereste 
of  the  tenanto.  We  are  told  that  it  has 
been  adopted  on  the  Olphert  estate. 
Until  a  few  years  ago,  and  through  all 
the  bad  years  of  1878  and  1881-2,  the- 
landlord  was  in  perfect  harmony  with 
his  tenanto ;  he  was  a  resident  landlord, 
and  he  was  recognized  as  a  good 
landlord  and  it  was  the  interven- 
tion of  irresponsible  parties  that  had 
brought  upon  the  peasantry  the  evils  of 
eviction  and  all  the  attendant  horrors 
that  have  been  so  loudly  complained  of. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  with  evident 
feeling— a  feeling  with  which,  if  he  will 
permit  me  to  say  so,  I  fully  sympathize — 
of  the  distress  which  existo  in  Donegal ; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  has  complained  of  the  Govern- 
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eet  money  for  the  support  of  their 
families  during  the  winter.  I  was  par- 
ticularly struck,  two  years  ago,  when  I 
visited  Gweedore,  and  in  Father 
McFadden's  church  saw  about  thirty 
men  and  three  or  four  hundred  women 
worshipping.  I  asked  where  all  the 
men  were,  and  was  informed  that  they 
had  left  in  order  to  earn  money  in  the 
harvest  fields  in  the  north  of  England 
and  Scotland.  I  went  with  Father 
McFaddon  through  the  district,  and  I 
saw  a  most  revolting  condition  of  things, 
at  a  place  where  unfortunate  people 
who  had  been  evicted  a  short  time 
before  were  endeavouring  to  keep  body 
and  soul  together.  They  were  living 
under  a  few  hoarr^s ;  they  were  warming 
themselves  over  one  or  two  lumps  of 
peat ;  women  and  children  were  huddled 
together,  and  I  saw  a  few  potatoes 
about  the  size  of  marbles.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  expressed  himself  in  terms 
of  great  alarm  lest  the  scenes  of  the 
famine  of  1846  and  1847  should  again 
be  enacted  in  this  district.  Mr.  Tuke, 
in  his  description  of  the  famine  in 
Donegal,  says  that  nothing  could  de- 
scribe the  dreadful  condition  of  the 
people,  many  of  whom  were  living 
on  a  single  meal  of  cabbage  a 
day,  and  some  were  even  reduced  to 
eating  the  seaweed.  I  fear  very 
much  that  the  Government  may  be 
brought  face  to  face  with  a  similar  con- 
dition  of  things  during  the  ooming 
autumn.  I  hope  we  shall  not  again 
witness  hundreas  of  people  goioff  to  the 
workhouses,  and  refused  admission.  I 
hope  that  those  who  are  admitted  will 
not  be  treated  and  not  be  subjected  to 
the  same  sufferings  as  ooourred  during 
the  former  famine,  when  there  was  no 
bedding  in  the  workhouse  ;  the  people 
were  obliged  to  lay  in  rows  on  dixiy 
straw,  half-a-dozen,  perhaps,  under  one 
rug,  and  not  a  blanket  to  be  seen.  Sir, 
that  is  not  a  pleasant  outlook.  The 
right  hon.  GenUeman  has  painted  in 
roseate  colour  what  be  thinks  are  the 
nroapects  of  the  oooodng  autumn ;  but 
I  think  the  opinions  of  hon.  Members 
who  know  a  good  deal  of  this  distriot 
ought  to  be  held  in  a  h'ttle  higher  re- 
ffc^  than  they  now  are.  The  right 
Son.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  protec- 
tion of  the  police  by  the  Begulare,  and 
ike  protection  of  the  bailiflb  by  the 
police,  and  said  that  extraordinary  and 
criminal  things   had  ooourred   in  the 
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course  of  these  evictions.  Bat,  Sir,  if  a 
settlement  oould  only  be  come  to,  if  the* 
landlords  of  the  district  would  only  open. 
their  eyes  to  the  reasonable  demands  of 
tenants — there  would  be  no  necessity  lor 
dragooning  the  district.  From  my  own 
knowledge  of  Ghweedore  and  Falcarragh^ 
I  believe  that  if  the  place  were  sur- 
rounded by  a  wall  of  brass,  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  placed  in  it  men. 
who  were  compelled  to  subsist  on  what 
they  could  get  from  the  land,  in 
two  years  there  would  be  a  rag* 
ing  famine,  and  two  years  later 
there  would  be  a  catacomb  of  bones 
spread  over  the  district.  The  people  of 
the  district  of  Gwfedore  are  cruelly 
oppressed :  it  is  a  landlord-ridden  dis- 
trict. We  have  learned  from  an  hon. 
Member  of  this  House,  who  sat  on  a 
Sub-Commission,  that  he  recommended 
a  reduction  of  25  per  cent  in  the  rents 
on  the  Olphert  estate,  but  his  brother 
Commissioners  refused  to  accede  to  his 
suggestion.  Thus,  the  rents  have  been 
kept  at  an  inordinate  level,  and  this 
will  explain  why  it  is  that  this  batter- 
ing ram  and  all  the  other  methods  of 
attack  have  been  brought  into  requisi- 
tion, and  why  it  is  that  Father  Stephens 
has  been  taken  away  from  his  people,  and 
will  probably  be  kept  in  dni^anoe  for 
some  time.  You  have  taken  away  from 
these  people  their  guide,  the  man  who 
could  best  advise  and  help  them,  and 
you  are  so  treating  him  beraose  he  has 
been  suggesting  a  remedy  for  their 
troubles.  And  the  same  is  the  vase  in 
re^rd  to  Father  M'Fadden.  Mj  hon. 
Fnend  the  Member  for  Soath  I>onegal 
did  not,  in  the  smallest  degree^  ocag- 
gerate  when  he  referred  to  tiie 
condition  of  the  unfortunate  peonla 
who  are  now  wiuting  their  tnaL 
I  saw  these  people,  handeoffsd  to- 
gether, marched  on  a  snowy  day 
uurough  the  streets  of  Deny;  I  wkw 
them  standing  in  the  dock,  aiid  I  saw 
one  poor  woman  with  an  infiuit  in  her 
arms.  The  condition  of  thoae  poor 
people  was  as  wretched  as  is  pnssJMa, 
yet  they  all  had  an  appearaaee  of 
Arcadian  simplicity.  Father  M^Faidsa 
is  now  remo'Tod  from  the  distridi  «id 
goodness  knows  what  may  oeciir  in  eoa^ 
sequence  of  his  arrest  and  pinasauliuu. 
It  suits  the  policy  of  the  landlocdi^  ud 
possibly  the  policy  of  the  Gkyvecft- 
ment,  to  do  this;  but  (  believe  tt» 
▼erdiot  of  pablic  opinion  will  be 
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on  Father  M'Fadden's  aide.    There  is 
no  one  who  deplores  more  than  we  do 
the  unfortunate  assassination  of  District 
Jnspeotor  Martin,   but  the  right  hon. 
^bntleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  has  him- 
self made  the  admission  that  the  de- 
ceased officer  acted  with  considerable 
.rashness,  and  certainly  nothing  could  be 
more  rash  than  the  seizing  a  clergyman 
by    a    portion    of    his    vestment,    and 
brandishing  a  sword  oyer  his  head  in  the 
sight,  of  his    congregation.     I  do  not 
intend  to  detain  the  House  any  longer ; 
«but  I  am  sure  all  right-thinking  men 
wish  to  see  peace  restored  to  that  un- 
happy district ;  and  the  only  means  to 
secure  that  is  to  put  an   end  to  the 
wretched,  abominable  system  of  tyrany 
which  at  present  prevails. 
*Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork.  N.):   The   ad- 
joumment    of    the    House    has    been 
moved  on  many  important  subjects,  but 
I  know  of  none  of  greater  importance 
than  the  Motion  brought    forward  by 
any  hon.  Friend  to-night.     We  are  now 
accustomed  on   these    Benches    to  the 
philosophical    superiority  of  the  right 
^on.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
questions  of   the   utmost   gravity,  and 
affecting  the  interests  of  the  very  poorest 
of  the   poor    in    Ireland    are    lightly 
answered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Se  does  not  deny  that  in  this  district 
extreme  poverty  exists ;  all  he  says  is, 
that    for    two    or     three     years     he 
has    listened    to    speeches    from    hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and   he  has  never 
yet  heard  a  suggestion  as  to  how  the 
poverty  and  the  congestion  of  the  dis- 
trict of  Gweedore  is  to  be  dealt  with. 
Sir,    it   has  passed  into  an  axiom   of 
ipolitioal  life,  that  the  Opposition  are 
not  bound  to  put   forward  legislative 
iproposals,     so    long    as     there    is    a 
Government  in  power.     At  any  rateu 
-the    way    to    relieve    the   poverty    of 
these    districts    is,     not     by    placing 
the    services    of   the    Grown     at     the 
disposal  of  the  landlords,  in  order  to 
clear   out    these   unfortunate    people. 
Neither  is  it  by  authorizing  the  use  of 
new  and  improved  appliances  for  the 
demolition    of   their    dwellings.    Mr. 
Deputy  Speaker,  there  are  times  when 
I  am  temc^ed  to  think  that  Members  of 
i;he  Tory  Unionist  Party  speak  on  Irish 
-questiona  with    a    levity  approaching 
•criminality,  and  I  apply  an  observation 
that  character  to  their  cendoct  in 
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regard  to  a  letter  written  three  years 
ago  by  Sir  James  Oaird  on  a  memorable 
occasion.  A  letter  written  by  an  emi- 
nent authority  such  as  he  is,  and  eur 
dorsed  in  sum  and  substance  by  a  leadf 
ing  article  in  the  Timee  newspaper,  is 
received  as  a  valuable  contribution  to 
the  political  question  of  the  day.  It 
was  also  received  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  as  deserving  the  most  serious 
consideration.  The  statement  was  to 
the  effect  that,  on  two-thirds  of  the 
holdings  of  Ireland,  owing  to  the  fall  in 
agricultural  values,  all  economic  rent 
had  disappeared.  Surely,  it  cannot  be 
denied,  if  Uiere  is  any  part  of  Ireland  to 
which  this  observation  of  Sir  James 
Caird  can  be  addressed,  it  is  to  the  un- 
fortunate district  of  Gweedore,  and  other 
parts  of  Donegal.  And  yet,  in  this 
district,  in  which,  according  to  this  high 
authority,  no  economic  rent  ought  to  be 

Eaid  at  all,  the  taxpayers  are  now 
eing  called  upon  to  furnish  large 
bodies  of  soldiers,  armed  constabulary, 
officials  of  the  Crown,  and  all  the  para- 
phernalia of  authority,  in  order  to  drive 
these  unfortunate  people  from  the 
homes  which  they  have  made,  because 
they  cannot  pay  rents  largely  in  excess 
of  the  economic  rent.  Do  the  Govern- 
ment attach  no  importance  to-day  to 
that  statement  of  Sir  James  Caird? 
If  they  do,  how  can  they  reconcile  it 
with  their  duty  as  a  Government  to 
eagerly  assist,  as  they  are  doing,  the 
landlords  in  their  cruel,  wanton,  provo- 
cative, and  unnecessary  evictions  ?  Every 
one  knows  that  even  if  these  people  are 
cleared  away  with  the  help  of  the  new 
appliances,  the  miserable  land  will  be 
of  no  value  to  the  landlords  or  to  the 
country.  I  do  not  suppose  for  a  single 
moment  that  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  would  attempt  to  colonize  Gwee- 
dore with  his  Ulster  peasantry,  but  if 
he  does,  I  am  sure  he  will  bum  his 
fingers.  What,  then,  will  the  Govern- 
ment or  the  landlords  have  gained  bj 
these  proceedings  ?  The  debate  to-night 
is  a  very  strange  commentary  on  the 
Bill  we  brought  in  yesterday.  I  know 
I  should  not  be  in  order  in  referring  to 
that  Bill,  but  allow  me  to  illustrate  my 
position  by  one  observation.  We  re- 
ferred to  the  question  of  the  arrears  of 
rent  in  that  Bill,  and  we  also  referred 
to  the  fact  that  tenants  were  rented  upon 
their  own  improvements.  Now,  here 
are  these  unfortunate  people  in  these 
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holdings,  whereon  the  landlords  have 
never  expended  one  penny,  and  where 
if  there  is  any  margin  of  rent  over 
prairie  land,  it  is  due  to  the  tenants'  im- 
provements. When  they  went  before 
the  Commission,  we  are  told  on  author- 
ity, that  although  one  of  the  Commis. 
sioners  suggested  a  reduction  of  25  per 
cent  he  was  overruled,  and  the  result 
was  that  these  unfortunate  people  got 
no  reduction  in  their  rents,  and  now 
they  are  plunged  in  debt;  heavy 
arrears  have  accumulated,  and  they 
find  it  impossible  to  pay  them.  I 
see  that  the  champion  of  the  landlords 
class  in  this  House  is  eager  for  the  fray, 
and  he  is  anxious  to  prove  how  dishonest 
these  unfortunate  tenants  are.  It  is  the 
same  old  '  story  with  regard  to  these 
people ;  they  are  always  in  the  wrong. 
If  they  are  unable  to  pay  their  rents, 
they  are  deprived  of  their  holdings,  and 
charges  of  dishonesty  are  lavished  upon 
them.  I  have  no  doubt  that  these 
Gweedore  tenants  have  the  sympathy  of 
the  whole  of  their  fellow  -  countrymen, 
and  I  think  that  my  hon.  Friend  was 
fully  justified  in  moving  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  in  order  to  call  atten- 
tion to  this  state  of  things.  Neither  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  nor  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Sergeant  Madden)  has 
been  able  to  explain  away  the  extra- 
ordinary business  of  these  passes  along 
the  roads  cf  Donegal.  It  has  been 
proved  in  this  House  that  policemen 
issued  permits  and  passes  to  Her  Majesty 's 
subjects  to  travel  along  the  highway  in 
the  unfortunate,  police- ridden  county 
of  Donegal.  And  this  was  done,  not  only 
in  the  immediate  neighbourhood  where 
the  murder  took  place,  but  in 
a  large  tract  of  country  miles 
around  it.  Are  we  living  in  the  19th 
century,  or  are  we  not?  No  Member 
of   the    Government  has  tried    to  ex- 

5 lain  away  this  very  ugly  transaction, 
he  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  (Mr. 
Sergeant  Madden),  who  is  fast  acquiring 
the  ingenuity  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretiu-y  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  has  made  several  attempts  to 
explain  it — but,  endeavour  as  he  may, 
he  cannot  explain  away  the  fact  that 
men,  going  about  their  ordinary  avoca- 
tions, have  been  obliged  to  furnish 
themselves  with  passes  signed  by  police* 
men,  as  if  they  were  travelling  in  an 
enemy's  country  in  time  of  war.     If 
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such  a  state  of  things  existed  in  any 
other  country  but  Ireland,  the  whole 
Press  of  England  would  have  teemed 
with  denunciations  of  it.  Well,  you 
have  these  people,  on  the  unimpeach- 
able authority  of  the  priests  and  other 
public  men,  on  the  verge  of  the  border-^ 
land  of  famine.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  acknow- 
ledges that  one  of  the  reports  says  the- 
potatoes  are  below  an  average  crop; 
That  is  only  a  euphonious  way  of  say- 
ing that  they  have  almost  altogether 
failed.  In  my  own  constituency,  where 
the  character  of  the  country  is  much  the 
same  as  in  the  Gweedore  district,  there 
is  not  half  a  crop  of  potatoes,  and  in  some 
parts  of  the  county  of  Cork  they  have- 
nearly  altogether  failed.  I  am  not  goin^ 
to  take  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  an. 
authority  on  a  matter  of  which  he  is 
utterly  ignorant,  and  with  which  we  are^ 
thoroughly  acquainted.  The  House  has 
be6n  told  that  the  stock  of  Indian  meal 
in  many  parts  of  the  country,  is  very 
nearly  exhausted,  and  that  the  people* 
are  on  the  very  verge  of  famine.  Is  this  » 
time,  then,  that  these  prosecutions  are 
to  be  launched  against  them ;  is  this  a 
time  to  remove  Father  McFadden  front 
his  parish  by  the  present  series  of  ex- 
tremely suspicious  judicial  proceedings  ; 
is  this  a  time  to  bring  forward  and  use 
against  the  people  the  newest  appliances 
in  the  art  of  eviction  ?  I  think  the 
Government,  if  they  realize  as  they 
ought  the  importance  of  the  present 
crisis  in  Donegal,  will  make  some  effort 
to  meet  it  by  promoting  an  inquiry  into- 
the  condition  of  these  poor  people. 
♦Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone^ 
South) :  This  question  of  distress  iir 
Donegal  is  not  a  thing  of  yesterday^ 
or  to-day.  A  precisely  similar  state  of 
things  was  the  subject  of  inquiry  by  a 
Select  Committee  in  1858.  Then  10* 
priests  signed  an  appeal,  which  stated 
that  in  the  wilds  of  Doneg^  thousands- 
of  human  beings  were  perishing,  amidst 
squalid  misery,  for  want  of  food  and 
clothing ;  but  a  Committee  appointed  to- 
inquire  into  the  truth  of  tha  state-^ 
ment  reported  that  destitution  such 
as  was  complained  of  in  the  ap- 
peal did  not  exist.  I  went  to 
Gweedore  in  January  last,  and  that  la- 
my  reason  for  taking  part  in  the  discus* 
sion.  That  the  people  are  poor  goes- 
without  saying,  out  the  question  is. 
whether  there  is  at  this  moment  excep- 
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tional  poverty.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Donegal  (Mr,  Man  Neill)  had  a  Notice 
on  the  Paper  on  Friday  to  inquire  into 
the  subject,  but  he  and  his  Party  allowed 
it  to  be  counted  out.  The  people  of 
whom  they  have  been  speaking  are  not 
tenant  farmers  in  the  ordinary  sense  of 
the  word  at  all.  They  are  English 
labourers  with  Irish  allotments.  I 
may  say  that  while  I  was  amongst 
them  I  heard  not  a  single  com- 
plaint against  Mr.  Olphert  perso- 
nally. It  has  been  said  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  tenants  are 
not  judicial  tenants,  but  I  exa- 
mined the  rent-roll  of  the  Olphert 
estate,  and  found  that  an  overwhelm- 
ing majority  were  judicial  tenants. 
There  was  not  a  single  tenant  among 
those  evicted  in  January  who  had  not 
had  a  judicial  rent  fixed,  and  who  was 
not  offered  an  additional  decrease 
of  10  per  cent.  A  further  reduction  was 
offered  of  25  per  cent  upon  rents  that 
were  not  judicial,  and  I  say  from  what 
I  know  personally,  that  not  only  was 
Mr.  Olphert  anxious  for  a  settlement 
then,  but  he  is  anxious  for  a  settlement 
now.  Mr.  Olphert,  however,  is  not 
willing  to  hand  over  the  management 
of  his  property  to  the  managers  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  He  is  willing  that 
the  Land  Court  set  up  by  this  House 
should  fix  his  rents,  but  he  is  not  willing 
that  the  Land  League  should  fix  them. 
Surely  that  is  a  perfectly  tenable  and 
perfectly  reasonable  position  for  even 
a  landowner  in  Ireland  to  occupy.  If 
Members  below  the  Gangway  believe 
that  extreme  destitution  and  poverty 
exist  in  Donegal — and  I  am  not  prepared 
to  challenge  the  statement  that  it  does 
exist — I  cannot  understand  why  they 
allowed  a  Motion  for  inquiry  to  be 
counted  out,  and  now  come  forward 
with  a  simple  Motion  to  adjourn  the 
House,  which  they  know  cannot  be 
accepted.  When  I  find  that  course 
taken,  and  the  responsible  Minister  of 
the  (Government  saying,  on  the  authority 
of  an  official  Beport — which  I  take  to  be 
the  Report  of  the  Local  Government 
Board — that  exceptional  destitution  does 
not  exist,  I  cannot  believe  that  it  does. 
I  should  not  have  risen  but  that  I  visited 
the  district  in  January  last,  and  found 
that  the  equities  were  all  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Olphert  and  against  the  tenants.  If  the 
tenants  are  sufferinff,  it  is  not  because 
of  any  act  of  Mr.  CSphert,  but  because 


of  the  advice  they  have  been  foolish 
enough  to  take  from  the  managers  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
♦Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  make  a  few 
remarks  respecting  what  has  come  under 
ray  own  notice  in  the  Gweedore  district, 
and  illustrating  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
real  truth  with  regard  to  the  destitution, 
and  how  the  police  are  practically  mixed 
up  with  the  cause  of  the  landlords.  I  am 
convinced  there  is  very  great  destitution 
in  the  district  of  Gweedore.  I  have  seen 
a  number  of  families  there,  and  I  heard 
from  some  of  them  that  they  had  had 
no  potatoes  since  November.  One  man 
told  me,  with  reference  to  a  number  of 
houses,  that  he  did  not  believe  there 
had  been  for  weeks  past  a  potato 
among  them,  and  another  man  told  me 
that  there  was  scarcely  any  potato  seed 
left  except  his  own,  and  he  was  breaking 
into  his  stock  and  taking  it  away  to  eat 
because  he  was  expecting  eviction.  Some 
land  was  pointed  out  to  me  where  the 
crops  were  so  bad  that  it  was  not  worth 
while  to  turn  over  the  soil  and  get  out 
the  wretched  abortions  of  potatoes.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary argues  that  because  there  were 
false  alarms  some  years  ago,  and  people 
did  not  actually  die  of  starvation,  the 
House  is  to  take  no  notice  of  their  state 
of  destitution  and  misery  now.  Why, 
the  people  are  living  on  Indian  meal» 
and  even  that  they  are  getting  partly 
on  credit,  and  partly  by  charity,  and 
if  a  charitable  fund  which  has  been 
established  for  their  relief  be  not 
largely  increased,  many  of  them  will 
die  or  will  have  to  go  to  the  work* 
house.  These  people  go  away  to  work 
in  Scotland,  and  come  back  with  a  few 
pounds,  which  serves,  not  to  buy  meal^ 
but  to  pay  for  meal  that  has  already 
been  eaten.  They  are  now  living  on 
Indian  meal  obtained  on  credit.  They 
will  go  again  to  Scotland  in  the  summer^ 
and  when  they  return  with  a  few  pounda 
it  will  go  to  pay  the  debt.  They  have 
also  a  practice  of  sending  their  children 
of  fourteen,  eleven,  ten,  and  even  nine 
years  of  age  to  be  hired  out  in 
the  Lagan  and  other  more  prosperous 
districts,  and  when  the  children 
come  back  the  £2  or  £1  saved  from 
their  wages  is  applied  in  payment 
of  the  debt  for  the  food  of  the  family. 
There  are  two  men  of  the  name  of 
O'Brien   on    the    Olphert    estate,    and 
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^Mb.  JACKSON :  I  moan  such  repairs 
and  renewals  as  may  be  necessary.  Then 
there  is  the  question  of  gu  fittings. 
MR.MOLLOT:  Th^  last  for  years. 

♦Mb.  JACKSON:  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  looks  at  his 
own  bills  for  gas  fittings,  bat  if  he  does, 
I  think  he  will  find  that  they  do  not  last 
for  years.  Then  there  are  all  the  cnr- 
tains,  and  cabinet  relics  of  various  kinds 
-— eyerrthiDg  connected  with  a  house  of 
that  description;  and  blankets,  and 
bedding,  and  glass,  and  china,  and 
washing,  and  all  those  items  which  oome 
under  the  head  of  '*  furniture  and  fit- 
tings." I  have  gone  very  carefully  over 
the  items  of  expenditure  in  previous 
years,  and  I  would  point  out  that  the 
Estimates  compare  favourably  with 
those  of  former  years,  because  tiiere  is 
a  decrease  of  £180  upon  the  item  of  the 
Dublin  Castle  residences  ;  and  there  is 
a  decrease  upon  the  Under  Secretary's 
house ;  there  is  a  decrease  upon  the 
Viceregal  lodge  and  gardens;  there  is 
a  slight  increase  upon  the  Private  Secre- 
tary's lodge,  and  a  considerable  increase 
for  some  special  items  connected  with 
the  Chief  Secretary's  lodge  in  the  shape 
of  repairs ;  there  is  also  an  increase  on 
the  Under  Secretary's  lodge.  I  can 
assure  the  Committee  the  items  were 
most  carefully  investigated.  I  had  an 
opportunity  when  I  was  in  Dublin  of 
gomff  through  them  with  the  Board  of 
Works,  in  addition  to  which  I  have  had 
them  most  carefully  examined  at  the 
Treasury;  and  I  believe  it  is  the  very 
worst  of  economy  to  keep  houses  at  aU 
and  not  to  maintain  them  in  proper 
repair,  because  the  inevitable  result  is 
tibat  you  have  instead  of  an  annual  out- 
lay, a  very  large  expenditure  which 
comes  all  in  one  year.  Of  course  it  is 
not  my  business,  that  is  a  question 
settled  before,  but  if  you  are  to  have 
these  residences  for  these  Ministers  and 
officers,  then  I  believe  it  is  really  the 
best  economy  to  maintain  them  in  a  con- 
dition of  efficient  external  and  internal 
renair. 

Mb.  CAINE  :  A  great  portion  of  this 
expenditure  has  been  on  ffardens  and 
hot-houses.  I  do  not  know  how  much  is 
expended  on  gardeners  employed  in  the 
Viceregal  gaiSens. 

*Mb.  JACKSON :  The  salaries  do  not 
oome  under  this  Vote. 

♦Mb.    CHILDERS    (Edinburgh):     I 
admit    the  soundness    of  the  general 


view  taken  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  but  I  do  not  think  he  quite 
appreciates  the  amount  asked.  For 
these  Departments  in  Dublin  an  ex- 
penditure of  £10,200  is  demanded,  and 
this  is  an  increase  upon  the  previoua^ 
year. 
♦Mb.  CLANCY  (DubUn  County) :  It  ia 
interesting  to  find  a  Liberal  Unionist 
ol^ecting  to  any  part  of  the  policy  of 
the  (Government.  The  hon.  Member 
draws  the  line  at  hothouses.  No 
wonder,  seeing  that  the  Liberal 
Unionists  have  a  very  considerable 
hothouse  in  Birmingham  just  now.  I 
certainly  agree  with  the  Secretary  ta> 
the  Treasury  that  if  these  houses  are 
to  be  retained  they  ought  to  be  main« 
tained  in  a  proper  and  respectable 
manner,  but  they  ought  to  be  main-- 
tained  by  the  gentlemen  who  nse- 
them,  out  of  tiieir  own  pockets.  The 
Chief  Secretary  gets  £4,000  a  year, 
and  if  that  is  not  enough  for  a 
single  man  he  is  difficult  to  satisfy. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  not  only  a 
large  salaiy,  but  he  gets  a  large 
allowance  n>r  coals.  I  do  not  know 
what  he  wants  with  this  house  at  alL 
He  has  no  wife  and  family ;  he  has  no 
domestic  establishment;  he  wants  no 
home.  I  have  a  record  of  the  n^^  hoiK 
Oentleman's  appearances  in  DuUiii. 
When  he  became  Chief  Secretary  on  tke 
10th  March,  1887.  he  came  to  irelai&d 
to  be  formally  admitted  to  his  office ;  he 
then  immediately  returned  to  England; 
He  came  again  on  the  22nd  July,  and  he 
stayed  one  day.  He  came  again  on  the 
22nd  of  August,  and  stayed  two  doysf. 
on  the  15th  September,  and  stayed  four 
days  ;  on  the  16th  October,  and  stayed 
just  about  a  fortnight,  and  the  ISth  De* 
cember,  and  stayed  10  days;  on  Friday^ 
10th  August,  1888,  and  stayed  eig^ 
days ;  on  Saturday,  22nd  October,  and 
stayed  a  week— that  is  to  say,  he  was  in 
Lreland  three  months  out  of  a  total  ef 
15  months.  [An  hon.  Mbmbsb:  4T 
days.]  I  make  out  three  months, 
thougn  I  may  be  overstating  the  matter* 
I  want  to  know  what  the  Chief  Seoretaiigpr 
wants  with  this  house?  If  I  am  cor-- 
reoily  informed,  he  did  not  spend  thee^ 
three  months — or  47  days  —  at  tlie 
Lodge ;  he  stayed,  as  I  understand,  aft 
the  Castle.  His  visits  are  oddSr 
sional,  like  an  angel's,  though  hiOr 
does  not  appear  very  like  an  angct^ 
If  this  place  was  good  enough  on  thee^ 
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rare  and  casual  visits  I  do  not  see  why 
the  Castle  apartments  should  not  be 
snitable    for  him  always.     If  he  was 
doing  any  good  in  Ireland,  like  other 
officials  not  connected  with  the  Oastle  I 
could  understand  the  necessity  for  pro- 
viding him  with  a  residence  there.     I 
am    not  going    into  any    question    of 
policy.     I  merely  want  to  show  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  could  have  executed 
his  business  just  as  well  in  England  as 
by  going  over  to  Dublin.     On  the  first 
occasion  it  was  necessary  that  he  should 
go    to    sign    proclamations  under  the 
Coercion  Act.     I  believe  it  is  not  legal 
to  sign  such  in  London,  but  his  second 
visit  was  avowedly  for  the  purpose  of 
authorizing  the  prosecution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  East  Cork  and  to 
make  inquiries  preliminary  to  the  pro- 
clamation of  the  National  League,  but 
there  was  no  necessity  to  visit  Dublin 
for  the  purpose.     This  business  could 
have  been  transacted  from  the  office  in 
London,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
habitually  makes  inq airies  from  London 
on  matters    far  more  inoportant  than 
the  proclamation  of  the  League.     The 
thira    visit    was    in     consequence    of 
the    Mitch elstown    massacre   and    the 
subsequent    arrest    of    Mr.     O'Brien. 
On  that  occasion  certainly  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must    have    regretted    his 
visit,   for  it  was  then  just  as  he  was 
coming  away  that  he  was  served  with  a 
writ  at  the  suit  of  the  Galway  midwife 
whom  he  had  libelled  in  this  House, 
and  in  reference  to  which  action  he  with 
characteristic  courage  pleaded  privilege. 
The  next  visit  was  to  o»ler  the  imprison* 
ment  of  Mr.  Bluut,  Mr.  O'Brien,  and 
Mr.     Mandeville,     whose     subsequent 

S risen  treatment  caused  the  prisoner's 
eath.  But  there  was  no  need  to  use 
the  Lodge  on  this  occasion,  he  could  have 
^ven  his  orders  from  London,  and 
mdeed  he  has  habitually  fl^ven  such 
orders.  There  was  no  neea  for  him  to 
make  the  personal  acquaintance  of 
officials  in  Dublin,  whom  he  habitually 
trusts,  whose  word  he  takes  implicitly 
on  more  important  matters;  and  the 
Lodge  was  not  needed  on  this  occasion. 
His  last  visit  was  to  urge  a  more 
vigorous  use  of  the  Coercion  Act ;  and  it 
has  been  observed  more  than  once  that 
when  the  application  of  the  Coercion 
Act  has  somewhat  languished,  the 
moment  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  in  Dublin  there  is  a  recrudes- 


cence of  official  brutality  and  persecu* 
tions  recommence  wholesale  agaiost 
innocent  and  guilty  alike.  I  quite  agpree 
with  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
that,  if  the  house  is  to  be  maintained  at 
all,  it  must  be  in  a  decent  and  respectable 
manner ;  but  I  say,  in  the  first  place, 
that  there  is  no.  need  to  maintain  it 
at  all,  and  next,  th^t  the  Chief  Secretary 
is  provided  with  a  salary  sufficient  to 
enable  him  to  maintain  it  out  of  his  own. 
pocket  if  the  discharge  of  his  duty  re-^ 
quires  his  presence  in  Ireland. 

Mb.    M.   KENNY    (Tyrone,    Mid) : 
There  are  several  items  under  this  YotO' 
that  invite  investigation,  and  on  which 
I  am  sure  the  Secretary  to  t tie  Treasury 
will  give  us  some  information.     First,  I 
notice  that  the  renewal  of  the  roof  of 
the  Eoyal  Hospital  at  Kilmainham  is  to 
cost   £4,000,  of    which   £2,000  is  set 
down  in  the  Elstimates  for  the  ensuing 
year.     On  this  I  would  remark  that  it 
seems  an  extravagant  sum  for  the  repair 
of  the  roof  of  the  dining  hall.     In  the 
second  place,  I  note  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  made  no  provision  at  all  for 
the  conversion  of  the  Hoyal  Barracks 
at  Dublin,  although  there  is  an  item  of 
*£300   in  relation    to  another  barrack. 
Of  course  I  am  precluded  from  entering 
into  the  subject,  as  no  Vote  is  down  for  the 
Royal  Barracks ;  but  in  passing  I  would 
say  that  is  a  disgraceful  thing  to  allow 
a  state  of  things  to  continue  by  which 
soldiers  are  dying  by  scores,  and  not  ta 
attempt  a  remedy.    Then,  I  observe  an 
item  in  connection  with  the  Albert  Model 
Farm  at  Glasnevin.  There  are  two  sums 
to  be  voted  towards  this  establishment, 
ore  of  £250  for  new  works  in  connectioa 
with  the  water    supply,   and    another 
vote  bringing  up  the  whole  to  about  £800. 
Now,  we  have  each  year  a  balance-sheet 
in  regard  to  the  farm,  showing   profit 
and  loss,  and  this  gives  rise  to  an  im-^ 
pression  that  there   is  a  considerable 
profit  made,  or  a  considerable  contribu- 
tion made  towards  the  maintenance  of 
this  establishment.     But  is  not  this  a 
little  misleading  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
here  is  a  sum  of  £800  asked  for  for 
maintenance  and  extension  of  buildings? 
There  are  besides  two  other  points  in 
connection  with  the  Vote,  first  £700  for 
the  works  on  the  Clare  slob  lands.    I 
noticed  some  time  agpo  an  advertisement 
in  a  Belfast  paper  that  there  was  this 
land  for  sale,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  give  me  any 
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TUD,  and,  80  far  as  I  can  judge,  there 
is  distinctly  a  tendency  to  improve,  and 
I  believe  that  at  least  three  of  these 
lines  of  railway  will,  before  a  very 
considerable  lapse  of  time,  be  found 
much  nearer  a  position  of  paying  than 
they  are  at  the  present  time.  Then  I 
am  asked  a  question  about  the  Boyal 
University.  That  is  a  subject  upon 
which  the  hon.  Member  knows  a  great 
deal  more  than  I  do,  but  I  have  made  a 
note  of  his  suggestion,  and  I  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £17,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Science  and  Art  Building,  Dublin. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  May  I  ask  if  this  is 
to  be  a  final  vote?  Expenditure  has 
now  been  proceeding  for  ten  years.  May 
we  suppose  that  it  will  conclude  in  the 
coming  financial  year  ? 
♦Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  have  every  hope 
and  every  expectation  that  the  work 
connected  with  the  building  will  be 
completed  in  the  financial  year.  In 
fact,  I  am  assured  that  the  building  will 
be  ready  for  opening  in  August,  but  I 
should  not  like  to  say  that  I  entirely 
accept  that  statement,  but,  judging  from 
what  I  saw  when  I  was  in  Dublin  last, 
and  the  representations  that  have  been 
sub^equenUy  made  to  us,  I  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  work  will  be 
finished  this  year. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 
Committee  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

M  OTION. 


SUGAR  CONVENTION  BILL. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  the  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  DE  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Tox- 
teth) :  I  have.  Sir,  to  ask  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to 
carry  into  effect  a  Convention  made  on 
the  30th  day  of  August,  1888,  in  rela- 
tion to  bounties  on  the  exportation  of 
sugar.  The  signatories  to  the  treaty  are 
Great  Britain,  Germany,  Russia,  Austria, 
Holland,  Belgium,  Spain,  and  Italy.  I 
think  it  right  that  at  the  outset  of  my 
remarks  I  should  contradict  the 
statement  that  Austria  and  Belgium 
are  not  signatories  to  the  Con- 
vention.    They  are  signatories  ;  and  the 
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only  reservation  they  made  was  that 
in  1891  they  sTOuld  have  the  power,  if 
any  European  bounty-giving  Power 
were  not  party  to  the  Convention,  to  re- 
consider their  decision.  The  Bill  which 
I  ask  leave  to  introduce  is  for  the  pur- 

fose  of  giving  effect  to  this  Convention, 
t  ought  to  be  clearly  borne  in  mind 
that  the  penal  clause  of  the  Convention 
cannot    be  enforced    by    our  own  in- 
dividual action.     The  principal  clause 
of  the  Convention,  which  is  due  in  great 
measure    to    the    suggestion    of    Her 
Majesty's  Government,  provides  that  a 
permanent  Commission  or  bureau  shall 
be  established  for  the  purpose  of  inquir- 
ing into  the  whole  bounties  question  and 
investigating  whether  any,  and  which,. 
Powers     give     bounties ;       that    that 
bureau  shall  report  to  Her  Majesty'a 
Government;   and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government      shall     then,      if     they^ 
think   fit,  convene  a  conference  of  the 
Powers,     and    by    the    vote    of    the 
majority  it  shall  be  decided   whether 
the    penal    clause    shall    be   enforced. 
This  conclusively  disposes  of  the  oft- 
repeated  statement  that  the  Convention 
gives  this  country  the  power  of  boycott- 
ing   foreign  sugar.     Those  who  make 
this  statement  appear  really  to  desire  to 
boycott  the  English  sugar  industry  for 
the  benefit  of  the  foreigner.     This  boy- 
cotting clause,  as  it  has  been  called,  ia 
in  reality  nothing  of  the  sort.      It  is 
simply  an  agreement  arrived  at  between 
the  bounty-giving   Powers  themselves 
and  Great  Britain  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  a  stop  to  a  system  which  im- 
poses on  them   great  financial  liabili- 
ties, and  on  us  that  which  is  far  worse 
— the    destruction  of  one  of  our  most 
important  Home  and  Colonial   indus- 
tries.   It  is  indeed  absurd  to  talk  of  onr 
boycotting  foreign  sugar  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  seven  out  of  the  eight  gpreat 
bounty-giving  Powers  are  signatories  to 
this    Convention.     Reference  is  often 
made  to    the   case    of    America.     But 
America  scarcely  sends  us  any  sugar  at 
all,  and  does  not  produce  enough  for  her- 
own  consumption.     A  Bill  has  indeed 
been  passed  by  the  Senate  which    en- 
ables America  to  give  bounties  on  pro- 
duction, and  that  is  the  clearest  proof  you 
can  have  that  she  requires  bounties  to- 
stimulate     her   production.      Bounties- 
given  by  America  have  another  most  pre* 
judicial  effect  on  our  sugar  industry.  At 
the  present  moment  a  large  proportion  oC 


^05 


Sugar 


{April  U,  1889} 


Convention  Bill, 


306 


tmr  West  Indian  sugar  goes  to  America. 
But  what  would  be  the  result  if  America 
were  to  apply  a  portion  of  her  vast  surplus 
in  bounties?  Why  she  should  no  longer 
require  sugar  from  our  West  Indian 
Colonies,  and  if  foreign  bounties  on  the 
export  of  beet  sugar  are  to  continue  the 
trade  of  those  Colonies  would  cease  al- 
together. It  is  said  that  this  Con- 
Tention  is  a  step  in  the  direction  of  Pro- 
tection. I  deny  this  absolutely.  Clause  7 
contains  two  conditions,  the  first  of  which 
is  that  any  one  of  the  signatory  Powers 
may  prohibit  the  importation  of  bounty- 
fed  sugar,  and  the  second  that  any 
of  the  signatory  Powers  may  impose 
countervailing  duties.  Her  Majesty's 
Ooyemment  do  not  propose  to  exer- 
cise the  power  of  imposing  counter- 
vailing duties;  but  Great  Britain, 
as  the  only  free-trading  Power, 
could  not  object  to  the  other  protective 
Powers  claimini^:  this  right,  out  what- 
ever prejudice  there  may  now  he  against 
countervailing  duties,  they  have  in  the 
past  been  adopted  by  this  country,  and 
adopted  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  of  the 
Party  opposite.  The  anti-bounty  agita- 
tion began  in  1862,  and  it  began  asthe 
result  of  the  Treaty  of  Commerce  which 
this  country  made  with  Belgium  in  that 
year  ;  in  the  Protocol  annexed  to 
that  Treaty  there  is  the  following 
clause: — 

<<  In  the  Protocol  of  the  2Srd  of  Jaly,  1862, 
annexed  to  the  Comrnercial  Treaty  of  the  same 
date  between  England  and  Belgium,  it  is 
rceorded ; — *  With  regard  to  sugar,  the  Govern- 
ment of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Belgians 
reserve  to  themselves  to  renew  their  proposi- 
tion that  an  agreement  should  be  come  to 
between  Great  Britain.  Belgium,  France,  the 
ZoUverein,  and  the  Netherlands,  for  respec- 
tively bringing  the  duties  upon  raw  and  refined 
sugars  imported  from  any  one  of  those  countries 
mto  the  others  to  an  equality  with  the  taxes 
impoeed  upon  the  same  production  of  national 
origin,  ana  for  terminating  simultaneously  in 
those  five  countries  the  system  of  bounties  on 
the  exportation  of  sugar.*  " 

As  a  result  of  that  clause  a  Conference 
was  held  in  Paris  in  1863,  in  which 
Belgium,  France,  Holland,  and  Great 
Britain  were  represented,  and  in  1864 
the  Convention  was  signed  by  those 
Powers.  In  that  Convention  appears 
the  following  clause  — 

**The  high    contracting  Powers  reserve  to 

tbemselvcsto  agree  as  to  the  steps  to  be  taken 

for  obtaiaiag  the  adhesion  ol  the  Gk>vemmenti 

of  other  ooontries  to  Uie  arrangements  of  the 

^present  Convsatiofi.    In  the  event  of  bounties 


being  granted  in  the  said  countries  on  the  ox* 
portation  of  refined  sugar,  the  high  contracting 
parties  will  be  at  liberty  to  come  to  an  under- 
standing as  to  the  surtax  to  be  imposed  on  the 
importation  of  refined  sugars  of,  and  from,  the 
said  countries." 

That  clause  means  nothing  else  than 
imposing  a  countervailing  duty.  The 
object  of  that  Convention  was  to  prevent 
bounties  by  establishing  uniform  rate8« 
of  drawback  to  be  paid  by  the  French, 
British,  Dutch,  and  Belgian  Govern* 
ments  on  the  exportation  of  refined* 
sugars.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will 
admit  that  that  Convention  could  not 
have  been  signed  without  the  Members 
of  the  then  existing  Government  knowing 
and  approving  of  it,  and  at  that  time  Lord 
Palmerston  was  the  Prime  Minister, 
Lord  Bussell  Foreign  Secretary,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. It  is,  therefore,  a  fact  that 
cannot  be  controverted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  in  1864  approved  of  a  Treaty, 
the  main  condition  of  which — the  only 
condition  indeed  by  which  it  could  be 
enforced— was  a  countervailing  duty.  I 
only  put  this  before  the  House  to  show 
how  unjust  it  is  to  carp  at  Conservatives 
for  introducing  a  smaller  evil  and  swal* 
low  the  greater  when  it  comes  from  the 
hands  of  a  Liberal  Government.  That 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  approved  of 
this  Convention  there  can  be  no  doubt. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  speaking  in 
the  House  of  Commons  on  the  1 5th  of 
June,  1866,  he  then  being  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  said  — 

**  About  that  time  (1862)  a  communication 
came  from  the  French  Goverament  to  that  of 
England  representing  that,  without  interfering 
at  all  with  the  liberty  of  each  State  to  levy 
from  sugar  for  fiscal  purposes  whatever  amount 
of  tax  it  might  think  fit,  it  was  very  desirable 
to  remove  every  artificial  inducement  by  which 
sugar  was  led  to  one  country  rather  than  an- 
other, and  that  it  would  also  be  most  desirable 
to  combine  with  the  system  regulating  imports 
a  reconsideration  of  the  drawbacks  upon  ex^ 
p^rts ;  so  that,  with  regard  to  imports  from 
oountriea  where  refining  liad  taken  place,  there 
would  be  a  perfect  freedom  of  trade  in  the 
absence  of  these  peculiar  inducements.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  not  but  perceive 
that  that  would  be  a  beneficial  arrangementj 
beneficial  alike  to  the  importers,  the  refinersi 
and  the  consumers.  They  therefore  entered 
very  freely  and  cheerfully  into  the  views  of  the 
French  GK>vemmeiit.  A  Conference  was  accord- 
ingly assembled,  comprising  representatives  of 
England,  France,  Belgium,  and  Holland,  and^ 
after  investigating  the  whole  subject,  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  certain  things  ouglit  to  be 
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done  at  once  with  respect  to  a  modification 
either  of  doty  or  drawback.  'I*he  proTisional 
arrangemeots  then  suggested  were  all  of  a 
character  tending  to  eqoal  trade.  Her  Ka- 
jcsty's  Government,  therefore,  cheerfully  con- 
curred in  them,  and  proposed  to  Parliament 
measures  which  were  necessary  to  give  effect 
to  the  views  of  these  international  representa- 
tives at  that  stage.  .  .  .  There  could  be  no 
doubt,  he  apprehended,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gh>vemment  were  right  in  entering  into  the 
joint  conference,  because  to  destroy  the  barriers 
which  now  interposed  between  different 
countries  in  this  way  was  a  matter  of  great 
importance. 


»» 


Well,  Sir,  I  think  I  am  justified  in  say- 
ing that  the  Convention  of  1864,  which 
was  for  the  purpose  of  abolishing  sugar 
bounties,  and  contained  a  clause  in 
favour  of  countervailing  duties  for  that 
purpose,  met  with  the  unqualified  ap- 
proval of  the  then  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  Subseqiiently  various  Con- 
ferences were  called  in  many  of  the 
years  following  that.  None  of  them 
arrived  at  any  practical  result,  not  from 
any  want  on  the  part  of  this  country  of 
a  desire  to  carry  out  the  abolition  of 
bounties,  but  because  foreign  nations, 
for  some  reason  or  another,  did  not  agree 
to  carry  the  various  Conventions  into 
effect.  The  result  of  that  has  been  that 
up  to  the  present  time  the  bounty  system 
has  continued.  I  have  often  heard  in  the 
couriBe  of  this  controversy  hon.  Gentlemen 
say  that  bounties  are  bad  things  and 
ought  to  be  abolished,  I  suppose  they 
hold  that  opinion  still.  At  all  events, 
those  who  appear  to  be  their  mouth 
pieces  on  the  platform  and  in  the  Press 
have  repeated  that  statement  ainatM^am. 
What  does  that  statement  mean  ?  Is  it 
merely  an  expression  of  opinion  of  about 
as  much  value  as  a  copybook  text,  such 
as — **  Evil  communications  corrupt  good 
manners,"  or  *^  assiduously  endeavour 
to  improve ;  "  or  has  it  any  real  practical 
significance  ?  Some  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  seem  never  tired  of  repeating  that 
bounties  are  bad  things  and  ought  to  be 
abolished  also  appear  to  say  that  if  we 
abolish  them  the  inevitable  result  would 
be  to  raise  the  price  of  sugar.  Which 
of  those  two  statements  do  they  elect  to 
stand  by  ?  [Mr.  Hakdel  Cosshak 
(Bristol) :  Both.]  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bristol  says  **  both."  On  the  one 
hand  he  thinks  bounties  ought  to  be 
abolished  because  they  are  bad  things, 
and  on  the  other  hand  he  thinks 
they  ought  to  be  retained  because 
they  give  us   cheap   sugar.      I   much 

Ba/ron  H.  D$  Warms 


regret     that     the     hon.     Member    is 
not  in  a  position  to  introduce  legislatioa 
that    would    have    that   double  effect.. 
Perhaps  in  course  of  time,  when  sitting 
on  the  Front  Bench,  the  hon.  Member- 
will  favour  the  House  of  Commons  with 
a  paradox  of  that  sort.   But,  dealing  with, 
the  matter  on  the  basis  of  ordinary  com- 
mon sense,  it  is  imposaihle  to  reconcile 
these  two  things.     Either  bounties  are* 
bad,  in  which   case  they  ought  to  be 
abolished,  or  they  are  good,  in  which  caso; 
every  effort  ought  to  be  made  to  main- 
tain them.     Will  right  hon.  and   hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  say  they   will   do 
everything   to    maintain    bounties?     T 
do  not  hear  a  response  even  from  th& 
hon.  Member  for  Bristol.     Then  they 
wish  to  abolish  bounties,  though  they 
think  that  by  so  doing  they  will  make 
sugar  dearer.   I  do  not  admit  anything  of 
the  sort.     I  do  not  admit  that  the  aboli- 
tion of  bounties  would  make  sugar  dearer , 
although  I  think  their  abolition  is  neces- 
sary, and  that  they  are  essentially  bad 
things.     It  is  because  the  Government 
have  that    opinion,  because   they  feel 
that  those  bounties  press  most  unfairly 
on    our    industry,   because    they    feel 
that  the  first  duty  of  an  English  Minis- 
try is  to  promote  the  trade  of  their  own 
country,   that  they  are  endeavouring^ 
notwithstanding   the    laughter    of   the 
right     hon.    Gentleman    the    Member 
for     Wolverhampton,     to     use     every 
effort    in    their     power     to      abolish 
them.    I    think     that     the     Gk>vem- 
ment    have     reason    to    congratulate 
themselves  on    one  fact — namely^  that 
for  the  first  time  the  great  majority  of 
the  bounty-giving  Powers  of  the  world 
have  been  assembled  in  London,  and 
by    a    general    consensus  ^of    opinion 
have  agreed  to  the  abolition  of  bounties^ 
Sir,  I  do  not  suppose  that  anybody  in 
this  House,  or  out  of  it  imagines  that 
we    convened    the    International   Oon* 
ference  for  the  purpose  of  teaching  what 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  consider  to  be> 
the  doctrines  of  Free  Trade  to  foreign 
nations,  or  that  we  were  animated  by  a 
philanthropic    desire    to   remove  from 
them    heavy   financial  burdens.      We- 
never  said  anything  of  the  sort.   We  told 
them  that  we  thought  bounties  were  an 
unfair  form  of   competition,    and  that 
our  interpretation  of  free  trade  was  fair 
and  unfettered  competition ;   and  that, 
for  that  reason,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  do  all  in  their  power  to* 
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prevent  the  continuance  of  a  system  so 
aetrimental  to  their  industrial  interests. 
We  might,  if  we  had  wished,  have 
simply  introduced  legislation  for  that 
object.  We  did  not.  And  why  ? 
Because  we  considered  that  a  ques- 
tion of  this  sort  is  essentially  an 
international  question,  and  that  it  is  by 
the  voice  of  the  Powers  themselves  who 
are  most  interested  that  it  ought  to  be 
decided.  For  that  purpose  the  Oon- 
ference  met  in  London.  Its  pro- 
ceedings have  been  distributed  to 
Parliament ;  the  Convention  has  been 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  for  a 
long  time,  and  the  Bill  which  I  now  ask 
leave  to  introduce  is  to  enable  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  give  effect  to 
its  decisions.  The  Bill  itself  is  an 
extremely  short  and  simple  measure. 
It  consists  only  of  four  clauses,  and 
the  whole  gist  is  contained  in  the 
first  clause.  The  first  clause  is 
simply  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  give 
effect  by  an  Order  in  Council  to  the  de- 
cision of  the  majority  of  the  Powers 
under  the  Sugar  Convention,  prohibit- 
ing the  importation  of  bounty- fed  sugar, 
except  in  transit.  But  that  can  only  be 
done  after  the  fact  that  bounties 
have  been  given  is  established  by 
the  decision  of  the  majority  of  the 
signatory  Powers.  While  prohibition 
is  in  force,  sugar  coming  from  any 
country  dealt  with  in  the  Order  will 
come  under  the  Customs  Act  like  false 
coin,  pirated  books,  spuriously  marked 
goods,  and  other  articles  of  the  same 
sort.  The  clause  further  provides  for 
a  certificate  of  origin.  Clause  2  simply 
gives  Her  Majesty  power  to  make 
any  further  Orders  in  Council  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Act,  or  to  revoke 
or  vary  them.  Clause  3  is  one  of 
definition,  and  Clause  4  is  the  title 
of  the  Bill.  The  measure  is  there- 
fore an  extremely  simple  one,  and 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  Pro- 
hibitory Clause  is  based  on  a  clause  in 
the  Merchandize  Marks  Act,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  was  foremost  in  supporting. 
Much  of  the  credit  of  that  clause  is  due 
to  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the 
clause  in  Uie  present  Bill  is  nearly  a  copy 
of  it.  I  suppose  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site think  tnat  although  they  agreed  to 
prohibit  falsely  marked  goods  sold  as 
English  goods  to  the  detriment  of  our 
English  employers  and  employed,  we  are 


not  justified  in  any  way  by  parity  of 
reasoning  in  prohibiting  sugar  which, 
coming  into  this  country  with  an  illegi- 
timate, spurious  profit,  competes  so  un- 
fairly with  our  own  trade  that  it  has  the 
same  effect  on  our  trade  as  the  intro- 
duction of  goods  spuriously  marked 
contrary  to  the  Merchandize  Marks  Act. 
If  there  is  a  distinction  in  principle  be- 
tween the  two  cases,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
see  it.  The  Merchandize  Marks  Act 
was  passed  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
native  industry  against  unfair  attack,, 
and  the  unfair  competition  of  foreign 
industry. 

Mr.  WINTERBOTH am  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester) :  It  was  passed  to>  protect 
the  public  against  fraud.  ' 

♦Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  Yes;  but  it. 
was  also  for  the  protection  of  the 
public,  and,  at  the  same  time,  for 
the  protection  of  our  manufacturers 
and  our  workmen.  If  a  firm  at 
Soiingen  can  send  over  to  Sheffield 
a  large  consignment  of  scissors 
and  knives  marked  with  the  name 
of  an  English  maker  in  this 
country,  and  can  sell  them  at  consider- 
ably lower  price  than  they  could  be 
manufactured  for  in  Sheffield,  by  what 
sort  of  logic  can  it  be  said  that  the  pur- 
chaser alone  is  the  person  who  suffers 
from  that  practice  ?  The  first  persons 
to  suffer  by  it  are  the  manufacturers 
and  the  workmen.  I  should  like  the- 
right  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  to  go 
down  to  that  town  and  deny  this. 
Another  case  in  point  is  in  regard  to 
watches  sent  to  this  country  and  sold 
in  cases  bearing  the  English  hall  mark, 
which  led  people  to  believe  that  they 
were  of  English  manufacture.  Those 
watches  were  sold  at  a  lower  price  than 
English  watches.  But  they  are  now  pro* 
hibited  under  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act ;  and  the  result  is  that  our  manu- 
facturers, as  well  as  the  purchasers,. 
are  not  now  defrauded,  our  workmen 
engaged  in  the  watch  trade  have  re- 
covered their  employment,  and  an 
English  industry  wluch  was  nearly^ 
extinct  has  now  revived  to  an  enor- 
mous extent.  We  are,  therefore,  to  be 
congratulated  on  the  good  working  of 
the  Merchandize  Marks  Act,  which  can 
never  be  enforced  except  by  prohibitory 
clauses.  That  is  not  only  my  view,  but 
the  view  of  the  great  mass  of  the  trade 
unions  of  this  country.  I  hold  in  my^ 
hand  a  resolution  from  a  large  number 
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of  trade  UDions,  representing  423,883 
working  men,  which  runs  as  follows : — 

**  That  this  meeting  expresses  its  gratifica- 
tion that  the  delegates  assembled  at  the  Inter- 
national Conference  on  Sugar  Bounties  have 
tinanimously  signed  the  Protocol  excluding 
from  Uieir  respective  markets  all  bounty-fea 
sugar;  and  this  meeting,  remembering  that 
toUl  prohibition  has  been  found  effective  in 
the  Merchandize  Marks  Act,  hereby  urges  the 
'Government  to  retain  the  prohibitive  clause  in 
such  Convention." 

That  is  an  expression  of  opinion  of  those 
who  represent  the  working  classes  of 
this  country  and  are  far  more  able  to 

i'udge  of  their  wants  than  even  the  right 
ion.  Member  for  Sheffield.  I  think 
that,  at  all  events,  I  have  shown  in  this 
clause,  Ipiich  I  have  summarized  to  the 
House,  that  the  Government  have  merely 
followed  the  example  of  another  mea- 
sure, which  has  been  found  to  work 
particularly  well.  But  the  whole  bounty 
system  is  fraught  with  such  terrible 
evil  to  our  trade  that  I  am  amazed 
that  those  who  have  the  interests  of  our 
working  classes  at  heart  do  not  realize 
the  danger  in  which  the  country  is 
placed.  The  bounty  system,  so  far 
from  diminishing,  is  increasing ;  creep- 
ing up  insidiously  like  a  dangerous 
parasite,  it  bids  fair  to  sap  the  vitals 
of  our  commerce.  The  question 
is  one  which  ought  to  be  treated 
dispassionately  and  without  Party 
spirit,  and  I  think  the  facts  I  shall 
give  to  the  House  will  prove  that  I  am 
not  understating  the  case  when  I  say 
that  the  bounty  system  is  a  source  of 
Tery  great  danger  to  our  trade.  Bounties 
4ure  at  the  present  moment  largely 
^ven  on  shipping,  as  well  as  on  sugar. 
In  France  bounties  are  given  on  the 
^construction  of  vessels  varying  from  lOf. 
to  60f.  per  ton  gpross.  In  Italy  similar 
shipping  bounties  are  given  varying 
from  15f.  to  (>0f.  Boiler  and  machine 
allowances  are  also  given.  France  grants 
at  present  If.  15c.  per  ton  in  respect  of 
iron  vessels  per  1,000  miles,  and  wooden 
vessels  If.  per  ton  per  1.000  miles.  Italy 
grants  bounties  on  navigation  at  the  rate 
of  65e.  per  net  ton  per  1,000  miles.  Bat 
this  is  not  all.  Hon.  Members  are  per^ 
haps  not  aware  that  the  differences  which 
have  arisen  and  which  still  exist  between 
this  country  and  France  with  respect  to 
the  Newfoundland  fisheries  are  caused 
mainly  by  the  bounty  system.  The  fol- 
lowing bounties  are  given.  Bounties  are 
given  on  equipment  of  fidhini;  boats; 


50f.  per  man  engaged  in  fishing  and  cur- 
ing fish  ;  30f.  per  man  engaged  in  fishing 
without  curing,  given  once  each  fishing 
season.  Bounties  on  the  catch  are  given 
of  12f.  to  20f.  per  100  kilos,  on  exporta- 
tion of  fish  to  French  Colonies  or  other 
countries.  The  total  bounty  is  esti- 
mated to  equal  50  per  cent  of  the  catch 
of  the  Newfoundland  fleet.  Under- 
such  a  system  it  is  impossible  for  the 
poor  Newfoundland  fishermen  to  com- 
pete who  have,  imaided,  to  earn  their 
living.  And  what  is  true  of  bounties 
on  fish  is  equally  true  of  bounties  or 
sugar.  These  bounties  are  creeping  np, 
and  I  venture  to  predict — I  hope  I  may 
be  wrong,  but  I  am  afraid  I  shall  not  be 
— that  the  time  will  come  when  boontiea 
will  be  given  for  far  other  and  different 
things  than  raw  material.  The  enor- 
mous surplus  which  America  now  poa-> 
sesses  might,  if  they  chose  to  use  it  in 
that  way,  be  given  to  bounties  on  manu- 
factures. Her  machinery  is  equal  to 
ours,  and  she  might  give  bounties  on. 
the  manufacture  of  her  own  eottou 
goods  with  the  advantage  that  she  also 
produces  the  raw  materiaL  If  beeidea 
imposing  protective  duties  America 
were  to  subsidize  the  industries 
which  compete  with  ours,  the  trade 
of  Manchester  and  others  of  oar 
Lancashire  manufacturing  towns  might 
be  absolutely  destroyed.  It  is  all  Teij 
well  for  hon.  Members  to  treat 
this  question  of  bounties  lightly.  I 
should  like  to  know  what  they  would  maj 
if  to-morrow  the  bounties  which  aie 
given  on  sugar  were  given  oa  textile 
manufactures*  on  woollen  goods  and 
hosiery  ?  1  should  like  to  knov  what 
would  be  the  action  of  hon.  Membcn, 
who  sit  for  Lancashire  con8titiunriea»  * 
and  for  places  like  Nottinghem  and 
Leicester  where  textile  goods  are  madiw 
if  we  were  to  learn  that  bonntiea  wate 
to  be  g^ven  on  these  goods  ?  Woold 
they  get  up  and  say,  *'  By  these  bonntiaa 
you  cheapen  goods  and  enahla  BritnftL 
workmen  to  bay  them,  cheaper? "  Nc^ 
you  would  have  destroyed  the  IWiliifc 
industry  and  the  Britii^  w(»king  VMBt 
would  not  have  the  money  to  bn^ 
the  goods  with.  He  woold  h«f« 
no  occupation,  and  we  shoold  hana 
conceded  to  the  advantage  of  tlia 
lorsigncffs  that  which  broa^ki  xvm 
to  our  own.  countrymen.  The  ■T^ninnaj 
which  has  been  used  against  ihm  abdB* 
tion  of  these  boantifle  appean  to  bn  n^ 
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Tery  taking  one,  but  it  is  speoioae,  and' 
only  requires  to  be  examined  in  the 
strong  light  of  common  sense  for  the 
flallacy  to  appear.  It  is  said  that  if  we 
do  away  with  bounties  we  shall  raise 
the  price  of  sugar,  and  that  all  the  old 
women  of  the  country  will  be  unable  to 
obtain  it  cheaply  for  use  in  their  tea  and 
ooffee.  That  may  do  very  well  for  a  hus- 
tings statement,  but  it  will  not  bear  the 
'test  of  investigation.  Who,  knowing 
anything  of  the  principles  of  Free  Trade, 
will  venture  to  assert  that  the  opening 
out  of  an  enormous  field  of  production 
renders  the  article  produced  dearer? 
Tet  that  is  the  principle  which  hon. 
Members  are  supporting.  A  field  of 
production  infinitely  larger  than  that  of 
the  Continent  is  being  opened  in  our 
Colonies.  AuBtralia  alone  could  pro- 
duce far  more  sugar  than  the  Continent 
is  now  sending,  and  yet  it  is  said  that 
by  opening  up  that  vast  field  of  produc- 
tion we  shall  enhance  the  price  of  sugar. 
I  never  heard  a  more  ridiculous  argu- 
ment than  that.  The  people  are  told  that 
the  bounties  given  by  Foreign  Powers 
find  their  way  into  the  pockets  of  the 
consumers— that  the  £9*000,000  of 
bounties  given  on  sugar  go  into  the 
pockets  of  the  British  consumer.  A 
more  absurd  statement  was  never  made. 
The  whole  value  of  the  sugar  imported 
into  this  country  is  only  £18,000,000, 
and  does  anyone  imagine  that  we 
receive  half  of  that  amount?  The 
whole  thing  is  preposterous.  Those 
who  will  take  the  trouble  to  investigate 
will  find  that  nine  millions  do  not 
represent  the  export  bounty,  but  include 
the  loss  to  the  Bevenue  of  the  bounty- 
giving  country,  the  result  of  the  dif- 
ference between  the  actual  and  the  legal 
yield  of  the  beet  on  which  the  Excise 
duty  is  payable.  The  bounties  are 
given  for  the  promotion  of  the  sugar 
industry,  and  are,  therefore,  equi- 
valent to  a  protective  duty  in  a  new 
country.  The  reason  why  our  pro- 
ducers cannot  eompete  is  not  on  ac- 
count of  the  low  price  to  which  an 
article  is  necessarily  reduced,  but  be- 
cause they  know  mat  a  portion  of  a 
20  or  30  per  cent  bounty  may  when 
their  trade  is  again  prosperous  and  com- 
peting be  sacnficed  by  the  foreigner  to 
aadersell  and  ruin  them.  It  u  like 
the  case  of  a  trader  competing  with 
a   rival    who    has    unlimited  capital 
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behind  him.  There  is  a  legitimate  profit 
on  sugar  which  our  sugar  refiners  can 
always  obtain,  if  not  unfairly  handi- 
capped, and  the  abolition  of  these 
bounties  will  have  the  effect  of  making 
the  foreign  refiners  sacrifice  their  illegi- 
timate profits.  But  it  is  said  that  when 
bounties  are  abolished  sugar  will  rise 
in  price.  Why  should  it?  Does 
anybody  imagine  that  the  sugar  grow- 
ing countries  will  cease  to  send  sugar  to 
this  country,  or  discontinue  its  manu- 
facture ?  Is  it  probable  or  possible  that 
seven  of  the  great  sugar  -  producing 
bounty-giving  countries  would  sign  a 
Convention  which  meant  the  death  knell 
of  their  business  ?  The  fact  is,  that  the 
great  sugar  refiners  of  the  Continent 
will  have  to  sacrifice  a  spurious 
profit,  and  content  themselves  with 
the  legitimate  profit  of  their  business. 
If  the  same  quantity  of  sugar  were  still 
imported  into  England  as  now,  I  fail 
to  see  by  what  process  of  reason- 
ing hon.  Oentlemen  can  imagine 
that  sugar  would  become  dearer. 
I  venture  to  think  that  when  the  Con- 
vention comes  into  force  sugar  will  be 
cheaper  instead  of  dearer.  [  Oppoaition 
ironical  $he$r 9 J\  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
cheer  ironically,  but  I  will  ask  them  one 
question.  Have  they  noticed  that  at  this 
moment  the  price  of  sugar  is  immensely 
higher  than  it  has  been  for  many  years  ? 
If,  then,  we  have  not  cheap  sugar  when 
the  bounty  system  is  in  force,  why 
should  we  have  dearer  sugar  when  it  is 
not  in  force?  The  European  beet 
sugar  crop  for  1888-89,  amounting  ac- 
cording to  the  most  recent  advices  to 
2,725,000  tons,  was  the  largest  on 
record  with  the  exception  of  the 
crop  of  1886-87,  when  it  amounted 
to  2,733,946  tons.  Notwithstanding 
this  enormous  crop,  the  price  of  raw  beet 
sugar  was  to-day  188.  l^d.  per  cwt., 
whereas  on  the  1st  of  February  it  was 
quoted  only  1 3s.  6d.percwt.,  showing  a  rise 
of  4s.7^d.  per  cwt,  or  £4  12s.6d.  per  ton, 
in  nine  weeks.  There  is  a  probability 
of  a  further  rise  in  the  price.  [^Iranioal 
^Amt*.]  I  suppose  hon.  Gentlemen  op<» 
positemean  that  cheer  in  anticipa- 
tion of  the  Convention  which  is  to 
come  into  force  in  three  years. 
Well,  during  the  summer  months 
there  *^U  be  an  actual  scarcity  of  su^ar, 
and  what  are  known  as  famine  prices 
may  have  to  be   paid.      The   imme- 
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irhi>iio(»  wo  i^et  migar.  The  six  Powers 
who  hniro,  to  n  oertnin  extent,  agreed 
with  him.  hnvo  only  done  no  on  oon- 
(liMonn.  Frnnoo  hnii  not  joined  him. 
Ati^irin  hnn  jfiiniMl  oonditionallj,  and  so 
has  Mpl|fium  :  thn  only  Powers  who  have 

ioinml  lUHMinditioniiUy  are  Russia  and 
^prmnnv. 

♦lUuoN  11.  i»K  WORMS:  I  beg  the 
hon.  Onn tinman's  pardon — the  Powers 
who  hnro  »ignf«d  tho  Convention  unoon- 
ditioimUy  are  RusMa.  Gormany,  Italy, 
Himin.  and  ItoUand.  As  regards  Bel- 
Ituim  and  Austria,  tho  single  and  only 
^"^Midition  is  that,  if  in  1891  all  the 
IVwors  haro  not  joine\l,  they  claim  the 
r(|rht  to  rtHvnsider  their  position. 

*Mh.  run  ON:  They  ivnn  on  condition. 
I  was  wrvuxAfiu  limiting  the  IV^wersto  two. 
It  Y\Mi  i»\ouuU\  as  y\ni  mu9t«  Braxil,  and 
FVau^v.  as  rvm  may  harv  tv>  vU>.  and  the 
l^wxtvd  Stati*««.  ?^»m«»  of  the  largiwt  and 
rwh<>st  Ht^UU  |[\*r  the  prvnluctivm  of  sugar 
in  the  w\^d  will  W  cut  otf.  It  is  ab- 
iKNlutti^ly  nuiv^esiblo  by  any  law  to  com- 
|Hj4  u»^^\^ku»v\  ^*  u:w  a  ivir^icular  kind  of 
swfi^r  a^inst  their  wishee^  aiivi  bisec 
sx\^<"  i?  vN*<^\|^r^  with  c«ne  sugar  in 
aU  th^  t^x;ftvky<«  vMf  the  wwrvd.  The  sugar 

b*^vc    r^i;*Kl   llieofbr  :  thev«    is 
s«(ijp(ir  r^<!^^  e>n»  pr^l^c^  iit  titeoi.  al* 
^V<^«^x  XT  J^>ss  i^^  t=«vcv>«i9cu  srwiJiiittftw 
V    X-r^e<<!c*        ttt«s   Winjt    lic^Stir    aati 

Vw  v^^Motftx.  >>as  ^>^m.  ^*^  niirsr 
ViHt«$  ^T  iai«i  T^laoM^  v  «^  OMnm«» 
tHiaY.    :t.  ^-W'  r^liifi:ffic  v    #cr   &mw 

%iC  "^^^  t«w£  v^  ^iw  «»w»y  W  IC^i! 
<^<,  w.  \f\i  ^  )vxmtMi'   •^we  $'.'*^aL  v 

«»TV  fk***-  •«»TC*  ten^'^n'*'  n-*!?*'  W'*^  Cm«f 
^    v>  «l««k.  iKnk    KaN  <^<^^^    »*^  M^i«i|l 


and  I  should  like  the  principle  to  be 
carried  veiy  much  farther  in  regard  to 
articles  of  consumption.  It  is  tins 
which  has  enabled  our  poor  people  to  - 
have  house  comforts  which  were  utterly 
unknown  to  their  fathers.  But  it  is  not 
true  that  the  benefit  of  the  principle 
stays  with  consumers,  for,  on  the  con- 
trary, all  the  consumers  are  buyers,  and 
the  better  they  are  off,  and  the  more 
they  save  in  one  direction,  the  more  they 
have  to  spend  in  others.  Therefore, 
the  nation  that  first  considers  the  in- 
terests of  the  consumer  will  always  here 
the  largest  number  of  buyers,  and  wiU 
always,  by  the  heahhieet  prnfeea,. 
stimulate  all  its  honest  indiutriea. 
But  this  is  a  case  in  whidi  we  sro* 
on  a  wildgoose  chase  after  an  impoaai* 
bility — for  it  is  an  impoanbilitj  S» 
fight  against  the  obvious  tendeacy  eC 
events.  I  cannot  but  meet  pvofosadl^ 
regret  that  we  are  invited  to  eater  am  a 
mischievous  course  of  this  kind.  Of 
course*  I  do  not  rise  now  to  deal  viljh 
the  subiect  at  all  exhaxstivaZy  or  ar  aiy 
leegth.  but  only  to  sake  an  sWiiuiC  pio- 
tiwt  <tt  N^lialf  of  the  %:i&qr  Kl&xaa  ef 
th:;^coaTi:rv  who  are^ 
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-wtbere  the  money  has  come  from  in  this 
case?  The  money  haa  been  spent  to 
enlarge  the  profits  of  a  few,  and  this 
has  been  done  at  the  expense  of  the 
industrial  classes  of  this  coantry.  On 
these  grounds  I  earnestly  protest  against 
the  iatroduotion  of  this  Bill,  and  will 
do  what  I  can  to  oppose  it  at  every 
'ataflre« 

«Mb.    BUET   (Moroeth):    I    am   an 
avowed  Party  man,  but  1  hope  there 
may  be  questions  that  can  be  aiscussed 
without  an  appeal  to  party  passion,  and 
I  am  rather  sorry  that  no  small  amount 
of  Party  feeling  has  been  already  in- 
fused into  this  discussion.  Well,  I  hope, 
fiir,  that  we  shall  avoid  imputing  motives 
And  making  attacks  upon  those — whether 
they  are  Trades  Unionists  or  others — 
who  may  have  been  associated  with  this 
movement.    On  this  side  of  the  House 
and  in  this  quarter  of  the  House  we 
•have  had  a  great  many  inquiries  as  to 
where  the  money  has  come  from  in  con- 
nection with  another  agitation^  and  the 
production  of  a  balance  sheet  has  often 
«t>eeu  demanded.    Now,  I  do  not  intend 
to  go  into  the  matters  which  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member   for   Leicester  re- 
ferred to  in  the  concluding  part  of  his 
speech.    I  desire,  however,  to  express 
my  opinion  that  a  prinM  facie  case  has 
been  made  out  for  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill.     I  intend  to  support  the  First 
Heading,  at  any  rate,  reserving  to  my- 
self the  liberty  of  voting  for  any  modi- 
fication   of  the  measure    after  having 
heard    all    the    argumants.      On    the 
present  occasion    I    should    no^    have 
risen  at  all  had  it  not  been  for  the  re- 
ferences which  have  been  made  to  the 
Trade  Unionists.    I  do  not  arrogate  to 
myself  the  right  to  speak  for  them — I 
never  have  done  so  m  this  House;  I 
stand  forward  now,   as  I  have  always 
done,  on  my  respimsibility  as  a  Mem- 
ber   of    this    House,    and     advocate 
views    which  I  believe  to   be  sound. 
But  the   Trades   Unions  for  a   great 
number  of  years  past  have  passed  reso- 
^  lutions  against  these  bounties.    So  far 
back  as  the  Trades  Union  Congress  of 
1881  a  resolution  was  passed  condemna- 
tory of  the  bounties,  and  at  the  last 
Trades  Union  Congress,  aft^  the  Con- 
gress itself  concluded^  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  delegatee  remained  in  the  same 
room  aBd.paflsed  a  resolution  condemn* 
img  boiintifle^      There  have  also  hma 


conferences  in  London  on  the  subject, 
and  an  explicit  and  definite  declaration 
has,  as  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  has  pointed  out,  emanated 
from  Trades  Unions  consisting  of  no 
fewer  than  423,883  members,  in  favour 
of  the  prohibitory  clause  in  the  Inter- 
national Sugar  Convention.  Surely 
these  men  would  be  the  last  to 
disregard  or  to  betray  the  interests 
of  the  working  classes  of  the  coun- 
try. They  ought  to  know,  and  I 
believe  they  do  know  what  are  the  views 
of  the  working  men.  Well,  I  do  not 
adduce  this  as  an  argument  to  prove,  nor 
do  I  at  all  wish  to  imply,  that  these 
men  are  infallible.  They  may  be  mis- 
taken. We  are  all  liable  to  mistakes, 
but  I  should  be  very  sorry  if  it  should 
be  supposed  for  a  moment  that  they 
have  been  influenced  in  the  course 
that  they  have  taken  by  the  unworthy 
motives  that  have  already,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  been  suggested. 

♦Mb.  PICTON:  I  suppose  that  my 
hon.  Frigid  refers  to  me.  Certainly,  I 
did  not  impute  any  dishonourable  mo- 
tives whatever  to  the  members  of  the 
Trade  Unions.  I  asked  where  the 
money  came  from,  and  if  any  dishonour- 
able motives  were  imputed  they  were 
imputed  to  very  different  people. 

♦Mb.  BUBT:  I,  of  course,  at  once 
accept  the  disavowal  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
I  believe  he  would  be  the  last  man 
to  be  consciously  unfair,  or  to  attribute 
to  anybody  motives  of  that  kind.  It 
is  with  great  regret  I  find  myself  tem- 
porarily dissociated  from  those  Members 
with  whom  I  usually  act,  especially 
those  who  are  regarded  as  labour  repre- 
sentatives. We  do  not  all  take  the  same 
view  on  this  question.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Wansbeck  Division 
(Mr.  Fenwick)  is  called  away  by  a 
family  bereavement,  but  he  was  pre- 
pared to  vote  and  speak  in  support 
of  this  proposal.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hhondda  (Mr.  Abraham) 
agrees  with  us.  Others  take  the  oppo- 
site view.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
has  described  the  Bill  as  an  assault  upon 
Free  Trade.  I  am  a  convinced  Free 
Trader  myself,  believing  in  monopoly  or 
special  privileges  for  no  one.  But, 
according  to  my  ideas,  Free  Trade  means 
that  there  should  be  no  advantage 
g^ven  to,  or  any  disadvantage  imposed 
upon,  one  producer  rather  than  another. 


328 


Sugar 


{COMMONS} 


CimvmUitn  Bitt. 


SMT 


If  that  is  a  fair  definition  of  Free  Trade, 
then  bounties  are  Quite  as  much  in  oppo- 
sition to  it  as  tarins,  and  are  more  ob- 
jectionable, inasmuch  as  they  constitute 
aggressive  Protection,  while  tariffs  are 
defensive  Protection.  A  country  imposes 
tariffs  for  the  sake  of  giving  employ- 
ment to  its  own  workmen  in  regard  to 
articles  consumed  within  its  own  borders. 
Bounties  are  imposed  to  injure  the  trade, 
or  by  unfair  means  to  obtain  the  trade, 
of  another  country.  What  did  Cobden 
regard  as  the  primary  aim  of  Free 
Trade  ?    He  said— 

*'  We  do  not  ask  for  free  trade  in  com  pri- 
marily for  the  purpoee  of  purchasing  it  at 
a  cheap  money  rate ;  we  require  it  at  the 
natural  rate  of  the  world's  market.  Whether 
it  becomes  dearer  or  theaper  it  matters  not  to 
us,  provided  that  the  people  of  this  country 
have  it  at  its  natural  price. 

We  want  sugar  at  a  natural  price,  and 
because   bounties  create  an  unnatural 

Srice  we  wish  to  abolish  them.  The  hon. 
laronet  the  Member  for  Oockermouth 
introduces  me  in  his  jocose  way  to  his 
friends  as  the  man  who  wants  dear  sugar. 
I  do  not  at  all  want  dear  suear,  but  I  do 
want  honest  sugar.  It  has  been  argued 
that  the  abolition  of  the  bounties  would 
increase  the  price  of  sug^r ;  but  Sir  T. 
Farrer,  an  authority  on  the  subject,  has 
declared  more  than  once  that  he  has 
doubts  as  to  whether  bounties  cheapen 
sugar,  or  whether  their  abolition  would 
increase  the  price.  I  am  opposed  to  the 
bounties  because  I  believe  them  to 
be  unjust.  I  cannot  myself  dissociate 
trade  from  morality ;  and  it  is  because  this 
dissociation  so  often  takes  place  that  so 
many  of  our  industrial  and  oommeroial 
evils  from  **  shoddy  "to  sweating  arise. 
The  question  is  asked.  What  will  come 
nextr  Where  will  this  action  stop? 
That  is  a  Tory  rather  than  a  Eadioal 
question,  and  one  that  was  often  asked  in 
ounnection  with  proposals  to  extend  the 
franchise.  The  true  Eadical  doctrine  is 
to  deal  with  every  question  as  it  arises ; 
to  examine  it  on  its  merits  without 
tsiur  of  what  may  follow;  and  not  to 
be  afhiid  to  do  what  we  b^eve  to  be 
right  to-da^«  because  we  may  be  asked 
to  do  what  IS  wrong  to-morrow. 
*SiR  G.  HAD£N-FoW£LL(Iiverpool 
Kirkdale) :  I  rise  to  make  an  appeal  to 
th#  Hou9e«  We  have  had  moat  inlereet- 
lag  spt^echeok  but  the  time  at  oar  die- 
poflid  is  bri«f— only  iO  minntes  belcNre 


discussion  closes.  This  is  a  questiim  of 
great  importance.  We  are  aU,  without 
exception,  Free  Traders.  [**  No,  no !  *' J 
Well,  all,  with  one  exception,  but  no  one 
is  a  Free  Trader  without  exceptions. 
The  subjeot  before  us  will  require  to  bo 
discussed  very  fully,  but  what  is  moat 
necessary  is  time.  The  right  time  to- 
discuss  the  Bill  is  on  the  Second  Bead- 
ing ;  and,  therefore,  I  hope  the  Hooso 
will  at  once  pass  the  First  Beading. 

Mr.    ILLINGWOBTH     (Bradford, 
W.) :    The  hon.   Gentleman  who   has- 
just  sat  down  takes  a  good  deal  for 
granted.     It  seems  to  me  the  question, 
of  Free  Trade  is  scarcely  understood  in 
some  quarters  of  the  House.     For  my 
own  part,  I  do  not  think  it  possible  to- 
allow  the  First  Beading  of  tiiis  Bill  to- 
pass  unopposed,   seeing  that  it  is  an- 
upsetting  of  the  policy  which  has  pre- 
vailed in  this  country  for  the  last  40* 
years.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says^ 
bounties    are    a    resultant  of  the  prin^ 
ciple  of  Free  Trade.    I  agree  with  him,, 
and  it  is  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  made  that  admission  that  I  see* 
the  immense  danger  that  lurks  under 
this  proposal.    This  proposal  is  as  much 
a  violation    of  the  prmoiple  of  Free 
Trade  as  the  Protective  system.    If  the 
small  number  of  persons  engaged  in  the ' 
sugar  trade  are  to  be  protected  why  are 
all  our  other  industries,  which  are  at 
least  as  much  affected  by  the  Yiolati<H[i 
of  Free  Trade  principles,   to    be  left 
without  protection?     In  the    wooUon 
trade  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  av» 
150,000  to  200,000  persons  affected  by 
the  Protective  system  in  all  parts  of  the- 
Continent.    Bounties  are  not  the  form 
of  Protection  from  which  wesoffermost^ 
and  there  is  an  enormous  oompenaatio&v 
in  the  artificial  dieapening  of  augar^ 
The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  is  bound  to- 
found  his  case  on  facta  and  figures^  but 
he  indulged  in  generalitiea.  He  referred, 
to  Resolutions  passed  in  the  Houaa,  and? 
it  was  only  towards  the  dose  of  bis  caaa^ 
and  then  c»ily  in  the  looaeet  way,  Aat  ke^ 
quoted  figures. 

^Baboh  M.  i>s  WOBMS :  Hie  figuM^ 
I  gave  were  thoae  of  the  Bond  of 
Trade. 

Mm.  ILUNGWOSTH:  Tlie  i^ld 
hon.  Gentleman  ahoold  have  uJutmad 
the  Hooae  bow  much  of  the  £9,000,000* 
was  paid  on  expoiied  sugar,  asd  haw 
modi  ol  tiiat  expotted  sugar 
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England.  In  reality,  the  principal  ehare 
of  the  £9,000,000— nearly  the  whole  of 
it — was  given  to  make  sugar  oonaumed 
in  this  oonntry  artificially  cheap.  We 
oertain^  can  tolerate  the  bounty  system 
mnoh  longer  than  the  countries  which 
give  the  bounties ;  they  are  impOToriah- 
mg  themselves,  and  we  may  be  sure  the 
people  of  the  Continent  will  not  tolerate 
It  much  longer.  I  want  to  see  the 
bounty  system  and  all  other  protectiva 
systems  abandoned ;  but  I  do 
want  to  deal  with  this  system  and  leave 
the  others  alone.  I  shall  appeal  to  the 
working  classes  and  tradesmen — 
certainly  to  those  of  them  in  my  own 
oonstituenoy — with  absolute  confidence 
apon  this  question.  If  I  knew  I  should 
forfeit  the  confidence  of  the  Trades 
Unionists  and  loae  my  seat  in  the  House 
inconsequence,  no  vote  of  mine  should 
ever  be  given  in  favour  of  retaliation, 
knowing  as  I  do  the  great  advantages  we 
derive  from  Free  Trade. 

•Sm  L.  PIAYFAIR  (Leeds,  South): 
t  willnot  imitate  the  example  of  the  right 
hon.  OoDtleman  who  introduced  the 
Bill  by  making  a  Second  Beading 
speech.  1  am,  however,  very  grateful 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  making 
that  epeeoh,  for  he  has  thrown  down  the 
gauntlet  in  the  most  complete  way ;  ha 
told  the  House  that  the  Government  are 
going  to  enter  on  a  large  policy  of 
general  prohibition. 

*Babon  H.  db  works  :  I  oever 
■aid  anything  of  the  sort,  and  there  is 
not  a  single  phrase  in  my  speech  which 
oan  oonvey  that  idea. 

*8ni  L.  PLATFAIR :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  this  is  not  a  ques- 
tion oonfined  to  sugar,  and  he  quoted 
figures  to  show  that  France  givea 
boontiee  on  shipping,  as  well  as  fish- 
eries, and  said  it  is  impoasible  that 
foreign  countries  can  be  allowed  to 
injure  the  working  olassee  of  this 
oonntrv  in  this  way.  Surely,  that  is 
equivsJent  to  saying  that  the  Qovem- 
ment   are   going   to  enter  on    a  large 

gilicy  of  general  Nohibition.  I  see  the 
hanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  shakes  his 
head;  but  that  is  the  logic  of  the  speech. 
However,  I  am  only  going  to  say  that  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given 
no  facta  to  ahow  that  the  restriction  on 
impoitadon  and  the  abolition  of  bounties 
are  not  likely  to  render  dearer  an  article 
which  is  BOW  second  only  to  the  bread 
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of  the  people,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
traveree  the  whole  policy  of  the  Con- 
vention on  the  Second  Beading  of  that 
Bill.  I  hope  the  Government  will  give 
ample  time  and  notice  before  the 
Second  Beading  comee  on.  The  Bill  is 
exciting  great  interest  both  in  the  House 
and  outside,  and  I  shall,  therefore,  put 
on  the  Paper  at  once,  so  that  its  form 
may  be  known,  the  Besolution  I  intend 
to  move  on  the  Second  Beading. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  only  to 
say,  in  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  ample  notice  will  be  given. 
The  Government  fully  recognize  the 
claim  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  oppose 
the  Bill,  which  is  an  important  Bill,  to 
have  ample  time  for  its  consideration  ; 
but  I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  accept  my  assurance  that  this  Bill 
has  no  reference  to,  and  does  not  involve 
the  consideration  of,  any  other  question 


with  the  question  of  sugar  bounties, 
trust,  therefore,  that  the  Bill  will  now 
be  allowed  to  be  introduced.  The  Second 
Beading  will  be  fixed  for  May  16,  fay 
way  of  intimation  that  suffloient  tims 
will  be  allowed,  and  before  that  dat» 
the  Government  will  fix  a  day  on  which 
they  will  propose  to  proceed  with  the 
Second  Beading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUOAB  OOWVEMTIOir  BUJ.. 

On  Uotioa  of  Baron  H«nry  de  Worms 
Bill  to  BDftble  Her  Majeaty  to  carry  into 
effect  a  OoDTentioii  made  the  thirtiath  day  of 
Annst  one  thanaand  eight  hnndred  and  sigrbt^- 
eight  in  relation  to  BountiM  on  the  exportation 
of  angar,  oritrid  to  b«  broQght  in  by  Ur. 
Chancellor  ot  the  Eioheqaer,  Sir  James  Fer- 
guHon,  and  BaiOD  Henry  de  Worms. 

BiUpraaanted.  and  read  first  time.  [BUI  191,] 

SUPPLY  [8th  Arwi,]  EKPOET. 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 


Debate  on  Question  [9ch  April],  "  That 
this  House  doth  agree  with  the  O 


i  Com- 


mittee in  ^e  First  Besolution."    (See 
p.  65). 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  Besolutions  agreed  to. 

PUBLIC   LIBBAKIE8  ACT   (:8«) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.     (No.  82). 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to 

the  Committee  that  they  have  power  to 
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iiisert  proyision  in  the  Bill  to  amend 
the  Public  Libraries  (England)  Acts, 
1855  to  1887.— (i/r.  Herbert  Gardner.) 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee,  and 
reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
npon  Monday  next.. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND  (IRELAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL.    (No.  163). 

Considered  in  Committee ;  Committee 
report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 

REMOVAL  OF  WRECKS  ACT  (1877) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.    (No.  3). 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  re" 
ported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

CRADOCK  WELLS  CHARITY. 

*Mk.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Bordesley, 
Birmingham) :  Sir,  I  beg  to  moye — 

'*That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
her  consent  to  the  Scheme  for  the  Management 
of  Cradock  Wells  Charity  in  Cardiff,  now  lying 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House." 

In  pursuance  of  my  custom  or  policy, 
which  I  shall  not  cease  to  follow  so 
long  as  I  have  a  seat  in  this  House,  I 
take  this  action  uninfluenced  one  way 
or  other  by  the  locality  which  any 
scheme  may  affect.  Before  I  gave 
notice  of  this  opposition  I  had  no 
communication,  direct  or  indirect,  with 
any  opponent  of  the  scheme.  I  oppose 
the  scheme  on  principle  and  on  its  merits. 
I  Lave  always  opposed  similar  schemes, 
no  matter  what  locality  or  what  endow- 
ment they  might  affect,  because  I  object 
to  the  policy  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, a  policy  which  has  been  des- 
cribed in  this  House  as  a  robbery  of  the 
poor.  I  have  adopted  that  description 
because  I  believe  it  correctly  describes  the 
course  which  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have  adopted  during  the  past  twenty 
years,  by  which  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  poor  have  been  taken  away.  I 
am  quite  sure  that  were  similar  demands 
to  be  made  in  regard  to  the  possessions 
of  other  classes  of  the  community,  those 
demands  would  fail ;  and  it  is  because 
the  class  affected  are  the  most  helpless 
in  the  community  that  the  system  of 
spoliation  has  been  carried  on  so  suc- 
cebsfully  for  years  past.  A  Session  or 
two  ago  I  brought  forward  a  case  which 


is  typical  of  a  large  number  of  oasesof 
schemes  of  the  Charity  Commisoionttray^ 
including  the  present  one.     That  was 
the  parish  of  Sutton,  which  has  hadi 
£32,000  taken  away  from  the  posseaatoi^ 
of  the  poor  in  order  that  the  middle 
classes  and  the  well-to-do  classes  migbt 
enjoy  higher  education  at  half  coat.   T» 
me  it  seems  a  proceeding  that  cannot  ba 
defended  either  on  the  ground  of  justio^r 
or  morality.   But,  bad  as  the  cases  have 
been  which  have  been  brought  before* 
the  House  on  previous  occasions,  I  holA 
that  the  present  scheme  dealing  witk. 
the  Cradock    Wells    Charity  is  more 
flagrant    than     almost     any    I    have* 
examined.    I  will  in  the  fewest  possible 
words  explain  to  the  House  the  natare^ 
of  the  Charity,  and  then  proceed  to  show 
what  the  scheme  of  the  Charity  Oont?* 
missioners  is.     Alderman  Cradock  held 
certain  properties  composed  of  lands  and 
houses  for  the  education  and  **  bringing 
up  " — a  very  expressive  phrase  of  "  so 
many   poor  boys  and  girls  as  shall  be 
named  yearly,  and  from  time  to  time  by- 
the  trustees,  the  trustees  being  certain 
members  of  the  Corporation    of   the> 
borough,  and  meaning  that  as  maiijr 
poor  children  should  be  dealt  with  in 
this  manner  as  the  funds  would  per* 
mit.     These  poor  children  were  to  be 
instructed  to  read,  write,  and  oypheri 
and  I  would  ask  the  House  to  notice 
here  that  the  excuse  which  the  Charity 
Commissioners  as  a  rule  give  for  taking 
away    these    endowments   is  that    the 
Chrammar  Schools  of  old  were  intended 
for  all  classes  of  the  community,   and 
not  for  the  poor.     But  in  this  case  thej 
had  not  that   excuse,  for  there  is  no 
question  of  any  Grammar  School  at  alL 
It  is  a   question  of  paying  the  sohool 
fees  of  certain  poor  children,  and  giving 
these  children  other  advantages.    They 
were  to  be  clothed  in  a  distinctive  drees, 
no  doubt,  and  there  would  be  objectiona 
to  that  dress ;  but  I  am   not  here   to 
oppose  any  reform  of  any  kind,  and  if. 
it  is  necessary  to  alter  che  trust  well  and; 
g^od.     We    have  foundations  in  our- 
time,  nevertheless,  where  those  who  en-  - 
joy  the  benefits  of  the  foundations  are 
dressed  in  rather  a  grotesque  fashion. 
From  1792  the  Charity  was  neglected; 
the  rents  were  partially  misapplied,  and 
in  some  cases  were  not  collected  at  all. 
In  1819  a  Petition  was  presented  to  tke 
Master  of  the  Bolls  praying    for  the 
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matter  to  be  seen  into,  and  the  malr 
adminstration  of  the  Charity  to  be  cor- 
rected, and  that  the  Master  of  the  Bella 
issue  a  scheme  for  the  encouragement 
of  the  Charity.     [**  Divide  !"]  The  hon. 
Member  behind  me  would,  perhaps,  do 
well  if  he  would  bear  in  mmd  that  we 
are  dealing  with  the  privileges  of  the 
poorest  class  in  one  of  our  large  towns, 
and  if  it  is  of  no  importance  to  him,  I 
oan  assure  him  that  it  is  of  very  great 
importance  to  some  hundreds  and  some 
thousands    in   the  borough  of  Cardiff, 
whose   lives   was  not   too  sweet,   and 
who  have  not    got  too  much  of  this 
world's  goods  to  warrant  what  they  have 
got  being  taken  away  from  them.     The 
Master  of  theKolls  listened  to  the  Petition 
and  issued  a  scheme  in  1821.    It  was 
not  for  education  only.     It  is  stated  that 
there  should  be  a  sum  not  exceeding  a 
moiety  for  teaching    reading,   writing, 
and  arithmetic  to  poor  boys  and  girls ; 
and  here  I  would  remark  that,  differ- 
ent''   from    most    schemes     and     most 
bequests,  the  word  '*  poor"  goes  through 
the  will  and  extends  through  the  order 
of    the    Master    of  the  Bolls.      It    is 
always  **poor  girls"  and  **  poor  boys." 
There  is  no  sum  set  aside  for  building 
schools ;  it  is  for  simply  paying  fees  to 
the  National  and  other  schools  which 
existed  at  that  time.      A  part  of    the 
remainder  was  to  be  spent  on  clothing  and 
the  purchase  of  books  and  other  neces- 
sary   articles.      And    then    there    was 
another    portion,  such  portion  as   was 
thought  fit  to  be  applied  to  the  second 
step  in   life^— either  to  apprenticeship, 
purchase  of  clothing,  or  otherwise,  for 
*  *  such  of  the  said  poor  children  as  may 
be  selected."     That  means  simply  that 
the  poor  boys  and  girls  of   Cardiff,  as 
far  as    funds    will  admit,  were  to    be 
assisted  in  getting  on  in   life  by  educa- 
tion,  clothing,  and  apprenticeship,  and 
other  means  generally  for  their  benefit. 
I    have    here    the    original    bequest, 
and    in     1821     there     was     what    I 
-rail     a    solemn    re-dedication    of    that 
property      for      certain      well-defined 
purposes.     And  I  think  that  should  be 
regarded   by  this  House  as    a  sacred 
^tmat^  because  it  was  entrusted  to  the 
Icwid  authority  to  carry  out — a  body  in 
whoee  hands  we  have  always  thought 
the  privileges  and  benefits  of  the  people 
were  secure.     But  now,  what  is  pro- 
posed to  be  dene  ?    I  have  shown  shortly 


what  it  was  left  for.     What  is  going  to ; 
be  done  with  this  property  under  the: 
scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  f 
First    of  all  there  is  a  sum  of  £800, 
or  one  half  of  the  net  income,  to  be  ap* 
plied  to  the  general  purposes  of  the- 
college  at  Carmff.     It  is  quite  true  that 
that  is  subject  to  certain  conditions  g^ven.: 
in  the  Schedule,  those  conditions  being 
that  there  should  be  a  number  of  scholar* 
ships  of  £20  each,  to  be  paid  by  the 
college,    and    that    lecture    fees,    &c., 
should  be    free.      These    scholarships 
are    to      be      won      by    children    of 
not  more  than   18    years  of    age    in* 
one    year,     not  more  thein   19   in  the 
next,  and  not  more  than  20  in  another 
year,  and  they  are  confined  to  children 
who,  while  under  the  age  of  13  years, 
have  been  not  less  than  two  vears  in  some 
public  elementary  school.  Now,  thatisthe-r 
compensation  which  the  poor  children; 
of  Cardiff  are  to  get  for  being  deprived 
of  this  property,  which  gives  them  free 
education  and  other  advantages.    I  will 
now  point  out  to  hon.  Members  how 
visionary  this  is.    I,  as  Governor  of  one 
of  our  largest  Foundations  in  the  country, 
know  very  well  by  whom  and  by  what 
class  those  scholarships  are  carried  ofil 
They  are  rarely  carried  off  by  the  poorest 
children  —  such    children    as    Cradock 
Wells  and  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  would 
consider    as    poor.     I     am     glad      to 
find     that     the      public      elementary 
schools  of  this  country  are  being  used 
more  and  more  by  the  middle  classes ; 
and  it  stands  to  reason  that  the  poorest 
class  will  have  no  chance  of  winning  a^ 
scholarship  by  competition  and  exami- 
nation   against    those    who    have    the 
advantages  such  as  the  middle  class  and 
lower  middle  class  possess.     Well,  that . 
is  not  all.  There  is  another  provision,  a 
further  endowment,  to  be  provided  for. 
After  having  taken  this  £800  a  yeaVi 
one-half  of  the  net  income,  the  remain* 
der  of  the  income  is  to  be  set  aside  and 
to  accumulate    until    there    can  be  a 
new  school  founded  in  Cardiff  for  the 
purpose  of  higher  education.    That  is 
under  the  28th  Clause ;  so  that  you  see. 
the  poor  children  of  Cardiff  have  the., 
whole  endowment,  without  any  exoep« 
tion,  taken  away  from  them  in  order 
partly  to  endow  the  College  of  South 
Wales,  for  the  general  purposes  of  the 
College,  subject  to  these  scholarshipsi 
and  the  remainder  of  the  net  income  in. 
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Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham.  West)  :  I  am  quite  sure  the  House 
wOl  thoroughly  appreciate  the  admirable 
spirit  in  irhich  the  hon.  G^tleman  who 
last  spoke  has  couched  his  remarks,  and 
will  pay  the  attention  due  to  him  not 
<(d\j  on  his  own  account,  but  also  as 
representing  the  borough  chiefly  con- 
cerned in  this  matter.     For  my  part  I 
am  prepared  to  take,  without  exception, 
his  statement  as  to  the  state  of  local 
feeling.    But  apart  from  the  question  of 
local  feeling,  we  have  in  considering  the 
merits  of  this  scheme  to  decide  whether 
the  House  approTOS   the    principle  of 
the  Act  of   1869  literally  carried    out 
in  those  educational  schemes.     If  the 
Act  of  1869   is    to  goyem    all    these 
schemes,   why  did  the  Vice  President 
oppose  two  schemes  during  the  course 
of  his  Administration  on  precisely  the 
same  grounds  on  which  we  ask  for  the 
rejection  of  this  scheme — ^namely,  that 
they  appropriated  funds  which  were  in- 
tended for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  for 
the  benefit  of  the  higher  classes  ?  When 
the  Act  of  1869  was  passed,  it  did  not 
seem  to  enter  into  the  minds  of  the  pro- 
moters that  by  the  course  they  were 
taking  they  would  be  doing  an  injustice 
to     a  large   dass    of   the  population. 
Since  then  attention  has  been  called  to 

the  matter,  which  has  been  the  subject 
of  agitation  throughout  the  country,  and 
I  wul  undertake  to  say  now  that  if  the 
principle  of  these  Acts  were  submitted  to 
the  country,  you  would  find  a  total 
change  in  pubHc  opinion  on  the  subject. 
My  first  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  this:  I  do  object  to  the 
principle  of  the  Act  of  1869,  and  I 
object  to  every  scheme  which,  in  accor- 
dance with  that  principle,  takes  any 
fund  whatsoever  from  the  poor,  for 
whom  alone  it  was  intendea  by  the 
founder  of  the  charity,  and  applies  the 
money  to  the  education  of  the  upper  and 
middle,     and    lower    middle    classes. 

t''  Divide ! "]  I  assure  my  hon.  Friends 
elow  the  Gangway  they  will  only  delay 
the  proceedings  by  their  interruptions. 
Now  I  come  to  the  special  circumstances 


of  this  ease.    Sf^rooeing  we  i 
as  to  the  princi^e,  is  the  principle  I 
have  laid  down  violated  in  this  partwular 
scheme  ?    The  Tioe  President  says  it  is 
not.    Let  me  ask  the  House  to  coiisidsr 
the  figures.     Here  is  a  fund  of  £1,600 ; 
£200  goes;f or  sdiolarships,  in  connectioB 
with  the   higher   elementary   sdtoola, 
£S00  goes  for  15  scholarships  tenaUe  at 
the  college,  and  £150  goes  for  the  fees 
of  those  scholarships.     That  makes  a 
total  of  £650 ;  and  what  beoomes  of  tiie 
other  £950?    In  any  case  the  poor  are 
robbed  of  that ;  and  as  for  the  £650, 
which  nominally  is  devoted  to  them,  tiie 
benefits  of  that  sum  are  really  enjoyed 
by  the  children  of  small  shopkeraen  and 
others,  who  are  really  above  ^e  poor, 
though  attending  the  cdementary  sdiools. 
A  short  time  ago  I  had  a  conversation 
with  a  Oharity  Gommissioneron  this  sub- 
ject, and  I  challenged  him  to  pointto  any 
scheme  recommended  to  the  House  l^ 
the  Charity  Commissioners  and  suoosa- 
sive  Vice  Presidents  in    which   funds 
have  been  appropriated  to  scholarships 
which  were  intended  to  be  held  by  the 
poor,  and  to  show  that  in  after  years  it 
was  the  poor  who  benefited  by  them. 
He  was  unable  to  do  so,  and  I  defy  any- 
one to  do  so  now.    It  is  the  old  fable  of 
the  Stork  and  flie  Fox.    It  is  no  use 
putting  aside  scholarships  for  the  poor 
if  you  know  that   hereafter   the  poor 
will  not  be  able  to  earn  them.    Asa 
matter  of  fact,  these  scholarships  always 
fall     into    the    hands   of   the    better 
educated  and  richer  classes.     Taming 
to  the  local  circumstances  in  this  case, 
let  me  say  I  can  understand  the  intsrsrt 
hon.  Members  for  Wales  take  in  tlw 
scheme.    They  would  have  us  bdieve 
they  support  the  scheme  upon  its  merits ; 
but  their  support  of  it  is  due  to  the 
barg^n  the  people  of  Cardiff  made  some 
years  ago  in  order  to  obtain  the  loealion 
of  the  South  Wales  College  in  OsrdilL 
For     that     location    thev    undertook 
to  make  over  this  Charity  for  tiie  benefit 
of  the  College.    [An    Hoir.    Mmmbke: 
With  the  consent  of  the  Gk>vemmmit1 
Tes;  but  it  is  the  Oovemment  which 
have  made  the  scheme  necessary.    The 
Welsh   Members   support  the  scheme 
because  of  their  great  and  legitimate 
interest  in  the  New  College  of  Soufli 
Wales,  but  I  ask  the  House  not  to  Is* 
this  College,  which  is  going  to  *>•«"• 
greatest  possible  advantage  to  Waia% 
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begin  with  a  wrong  step.    Do  not  let  it 
be  erected  on  what,  after  all,  is  the  in- 
heritance of  the  poor,  and  what  does 
not  belong  to  the  people  the  majority  of 
whom  will  be  the  beneficaries  of  the  Ool- 
lege.    I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
people  of  OardifF  have  sold  their  inheri- 
tance for  a  mess  of  pottage.   If  the  inte- 
rest of  Cardiff  is  to  be  considered  in  the 
matter,  if  the  Oollege  is  not  to  be  ob- 
tained on  any  other  terms,  I  do  not  eay 
it  would  not  be  worth  the  while  of  the 
people  of  Cardiff  to  sacrifice  this  income, 
which  belongs  to  the  poor,  but  I  maintain 
the  people  who  gave  up  this  income  had 
no  right  to  give  it  up.     I  ask  the  House 
to  put  aside  the  peculiar  local  interest 
which    has  been    represented    by    the 
cheering  we  have  had  to-night,  and  to 
answer  the  general  question.     I  ask  this 
Parliament   whether    it    is  going,    by 
adopting    this    scheme,    to  follow  the 
example  which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  has 
been  set  by  many  Parliaments  before — 
once  more  to  give  up  an  endowment 
which  belongs  to  the  poor,  and  hand  it 
over  to  people  of  a  better  class  of  life. 
Would  you  deal  in  this  way  with  this 
endowment  if  it  belonged  to  any  of  the 
professions  ?    Suppose  it  had  been  left 
to  the  medical  profession,  would  anyone 
have  consented  to  hand  it  over  to  the 
legal    profession?      If   you  would  not 
hand  an  endowment  from  one  profession 
to  another,   why  hand  an  endowment 
from  one  class  to  another,  and  hand  it 
frt>m  a  class  which,  by  necessity,  is  least 
represented?     The    continual    surren- 
der   of     these    endowments    for   the 
{urposes  of  higher  education  has  been 
itterly    felt    by    the    poorer    people 
throughout  the  countiT.     I  believe  it  is 
most  unpopular,  and  I  hone  that  even 
now,  in  spite  of  the  strengu  of  the  sup- 
port this  scheme  has  from  both  Front 
Benches,  the  House  will  determine  to 
reject  it. 

Mr.  ABTHTJB  WILLIAMS  rose  in 
his  place  and  daimed  to  move  "That 
the  question  be  now  put " ;  but  Mr. 
Deputy  Speaker  withheld  his  assent,  and 
declined  then  to  put  that  question. 

«Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright' 
ride  Div.) :  I  know  the  whole  history  of 
this  scheme,  as  I  was  one  of  the 
arbitrators  selected  by  the  South  Wales 
people  to  decide  on  the  locality  of  the 


South  Wales  Oollege.     My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham   (Mr.    Chamberlain)   is  evidently 
most  imperfectly  informed ;  he  is  in  the 
same  position    as    the    Mover  of  the 
Resolution ;  they  are  both  exceedingly 
ill-informed  as  to  the  scheme  and  the 
attendant    circumstances.      They    talk 
about    robbing    the    poor  of    Cardiff. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  says  Cardiff  has 
sold  its  inheritance  for  a  message  of 
potage,    and    speaks     as    though    the 
establishment  of  the  University  College 
depended  on  this  scheme,  whereas  it  has 
been  in  full  working  for  five  years  or 
more.     I  hope    the    House  will  take 
this     matter    into      its    serious    con- 
sideration.    I     trust    they      will    not 
decide   the   question  upon  any  Party 
issues,  but  in  the  interest  of  the  poor 
in  the  interest  of  the  children  of  the 
poor,  and  in  no  other  interest.    I  am 
sorry    my     right    hon.     Friend      the 

Vice-President  did  not  put  the 
question  a  little  higher  than  he  did, 
because  he  knows  very  well  that  if  this 
scheme  is  rejected,  we  might  as  well 
send  the  Charity  Commissioners  about 
their  business.  ['*  Hear,  hear."]  Tou 
approve  of  that,  then  you  ought  to  dis- 
miss the  Vice  President  of  the  Council, 
because  this  is  not  the  scheme  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  but  of  the 
Government.  It  is  shabby  to  put  the 
responsibility  for  the  scheme  on  the 
Charity  Commissioners  instead  of  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  When  I 
sat  on  that  Bench,  I  always  took  the 
responsibility  for  these  schemes,  and 
they  ought  to  be  prepared  to 
take  the  responribility  for  this 
scheme.  I  should  be  sorry  if  any« 
thing  my  right  hon.  Friend  said  injured 
this  scheme,  which  is  calculated  to  be 
most  beneficial  to  the  people  of  Cardiff. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  said  he  objects  to 
every  scheme  which  applies  the  property 
of  the  poor  to  the  uses  of  the  upper  and 
middle  classes,  and  then  he  went  on 
to  say  this  did  so.  First  of 
all,  he  said  that  £200  is  to  go  to 
scholarships  for  higher  education. 
What   is    the    higher    education  pro- 
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posed?  It  is  taking  children  from 
the  lower  elementary  schools  in 
Cardiff  over  10  years  of  age  to  the 
higher  elementary  schools.  Clause  27 
provides  for  the  setting  apart  yearly  of 
a  sum  of  not  more  than  £200  out  of  the 
income  to  be  applied  to  scholarships  to 
be    tenable    for    such    period    as    the 

fovernors  think  fit  at  a  school  in  Cardiff 
nown  as  the  Higher  Elementary  School 
or  any  other  Hkc  public  elementary 
school  in  Cardiff.  Now,  my  right  bon. 
Friend  says  that  we  know  very  well  that 
tbe  poor  will  not  get  these  scholarships. 
Sir,  I  think  he  is  entirely  mistaken,  for 
the  brains  of  the  children  of  the  poor 
are  just  as  good  as  the  brains  of  the 
ehildren  of  the  shopkeepers,  to  which 
class  he  seems  to  fear  the  benefits 
of  the  Charity  will  go.  My  right  hoc. 
Friend  near  me,  who  presided  over  the 
Select  Committee  which  inquired  into 
this  subject,  says  the  Committee  found 
there  were  hundreds  of  poor  children 
who  were  capable  of  taking  such  scholar- 
ships as- these. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Kingswinford) :  I  was  a  member 
of  that  Committee,  and  I  must  say  that 
the  finding  of  the  Committee  was 
directly  in  the  teeth  of  that  assertion. 

♦Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  my  in- 
formation on  the  authority  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  and 
the  report  records  the  names  and 
addresses  of  the  children.  Personally  I 
know  that  we  have  higher  elementary 
schools  in  the  town  of  Shefiield,  and  I 
itm  well  aware  of  the  class  of  children 
who  have  won  the,  scholarships  in  those 
schools.  So  also  is  the  right  hon.  G^en- 
tleman  the  Vice  President  of  the  Councib 
as  he  recently  distributed  the  prizes 
there.  The  winners  of  these  scholarships 
have  been,  poor  children,  some  of  them 
among  the  poorest  of  the  poor.  If  to 
raise  the  children  of  the  poor  to  a 
higher  scale  of  intelligence,  if  to  provide 
the  educational  ladder  for  such  of  them 
as  are  endowed  with  natural  gifts  is  to 
be  called  robbing  the  poor,  I  say  it  is 
an  abuse  of  language.  I  call  it  raising 
of  the  poor.  And  now  let  me  say  a 
word  as  to  the  grant  of  money  to  be 
Mr.  Uund$lh 


made  to  the  Cardiff  College.  That 
college  is  not  doing  merely  University 
work,  but  it  has  established  an  ezcef- 
lent  system  of  night  classes,  together 
with  the  teaching  of  mechanics,  en- 
gineering, mining,  and  subjects  ap- 
plicable to  the  industries  in  the- 
immediate  neighbourhood ;  it  is  for 
the  benefit  of  the  whole  people  of 
Cardiff,  therefore,  that  the  money 
should  be  given  to  the  support  of  the 
college.  It  is  true  that  £600  of  the 
income  of  the  charity  is  still  unappro- 
priated, because,  as  yet,  the  fund  is  Dot 
sufficiently  large  to  establish  an  upper 
class  school;  but  I  am  quite  sure 
that  when  the  scheme  comes  out  the- 
Charity  Commissioners  will  do  in  this 
case  what  they  have  done  in  others — 
they  will  appropriate  scholarships  in 
the  upper  class  school  to  children  trouk 
the  elementary  schools  of  the  town.  I 
do  trust  that  the  House  will  approye 
this  scheme.  Hemember  that  in  1 870 
the  school  of  the  Charity  had  fallen  into 
desuetude,  the  land  belonging  to  the 
Charity  produced  nothing,  but  it  ha& 
since  been  looked  after,  and  turned 
to  good  account,  and  the  Charity  now 
has  an  income  of  £1,500  a  year. 
What  is  proposed  by  the  scheme 
is  for  the  best  interest  of  the  poor 
of  Cardiff.  The  school  fees  of  all  the 
poorest  children  in  the  town  are  remitted 
now.  But  how  much  longer  are  feea 
going  to  be  paid  at  all?  Fees  have 
been  abolished  in  Scotland,  and  is  it  to 
be  supposed  that  England  and  Walea 
are  going  to  be  without  free  education 
much  longer?  Looking  at  the  matter 
from  a  common  sense  point  of  view  and 
apart  from  any  attempt  to  make  oheap 
popularity  out  of  it,  I  am  quite  sure 
that  the  House  will  not  reject  this 
scheme. 

Mr.  AETHUE  J.  WILLIAMS  (O.^ 
Glamorgan,  S.)  rose  in  his  place  and 
daimed  to.move  "That  the  question  be 
now  put." 

Question,  '^That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly. 

The  House  divided :  Ayes,  48 ;  No«e» 
171  (Div,  List  No.  74). 

The  House  adjoomed  i%  2  o'clock* 
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WESTMINSTER  ABBEY  (MONUMENTAL 
CHAPEL)   BILL,    {by  Ord$r) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden)  moved  that  the  Second 
Reading  be  deferred  until  the  3rd  of 
May. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton): 
I  hope  we  shall  have  an  understanding 
that  this  Bill  be  proceeded  with  on  the 
drd  of  May,  or  that  the  Order  for  the 
Second  Reading  will  be  discharged. 
This  is  the  fourth  time  that  the  Bill  has 
been  set  down,  and  although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  was  good 
enough  to  give  notice  that  he  did  not 
intend  to  bring  it  on  to-day,  I  think 
there  should  be  an  understanding  that 
when  a  private  BUI  is  down  on  the  I'aper 
for  Second  Reading  it  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  A  considerable  number  of 
hon.  Members  have  come  down  on  this 
and  other  occasions  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  the  Bill. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  I 
am  fflad  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber lor  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
has  called  attention  to  the  inconveni- 
ence of  the  course  which  is  frequently 
pursued  in  regard  to  private  Bills.  Much 
inconvenience  is  occasioned  by  private 
Bills— especially  a  private  Bill  so  muc'h 
disputed  as  this  is — being  repeatedly  post- 
poned without  adequate  notice  having 
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been  given  to  the  House.  The  private 
Bill  legislation  of  the  House  is  one  of 
the  greatest  curses  we  have  to  contend 
with,  and  I  think  it  ought  to  be  made 
more  subservient  to  the  convenience  of 
the  House.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  is  not  present,  but  I  hope 
that  the  remarks  which  have  been  made 
on  this  occasion  will  be  taken  notice  of 
not  only  by  him,  but  by  all  other  Mem- 
bers in  charge  of  public  Bills.  It  is 
most  inconvenient  to  come  down  here 
to  discuss  a  private  Bill  and  then  to 
find  that  without  notice  it  has  been 
postponed. 

Ordered  that  the  Second  Reading  be 
deferred  until  Friday  the  3rd  of  May. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  (IMPRISONMENT 
OF  MR.  JOHN  FINUCANE,  M.P.,  AND 
MR.  DAVID  8HEEHY,  M.P.) 

Mb.  SPEAKER  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  received  the  following 
letter  relating  to  the  Imprisonment  of 
certain  Members  of  this  House  : — 


Ireland. 


limerick, 

11  April  1889. 


Sir, 


I  haye  the  honour  to  inform  you  that  at  a 
Quarter  Sessions  for  the  County  of  Limerick, 
held  before  me  on  the  8th  and  9th  of  April 
inst.,  on  the  hearing  of  appeals  by  the  under- 
mentioned Members  of  Parliament  against 
convictions  under  '^Tbe  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)'Act,  1887/*  the  conyictions 
were  affirmed  by  me,  and  the  appellants  were 
sentenced  as  follows : — 

John  Finucane,  M.P.,  to  be  imprisoned  for 
four  calendar  months  in  Limerick  Male  Gaol. 

N 
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order  to  allow  uninterrupted  promotion 
of  telegraphists  up  to  a  salair  of  £190 ; 
whether  all  pay  is  stopped  during  sick 
leave  in  the  first,  second,  and  senior 
dassesy  while  the  same  rule  does  not 
apply  to  the  higher  paid  officials ;  whe- 
ther only  one  Bans  Holiday,  or  an 
equivalent,  is  granted  to  telegraphists 
every  18  months;  whether  any  change 
can  be  made  in  the  system  of  long  and 
short  duties ;  what  is  the  rate  of  pay 
for  overtime  work,  and  what  is  the 
largest  number  of  hours  in  one  day 
that  a  clerk  may  be  kept  at  his  duties ; 
and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Treasury 
has  been  consulted  as  to  any  alterations 
in  the  present  arrangements  which  may 
be  considered  advisable  by  the  Post- 
master General? 

*Mb.  KAIKES:  On  the  10th  December 
last  I  gave  the  following  reply  to  a 
question  on  the  same  subject  which  was 

Sut  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
outhem  Division  of  County  Down  : — 

"The  petition  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  prayed  that  a  previous  one,  to  which  an 
unfavourable  reply  had  been  given,  should  be 
reconsidered.  It  is,  I  think,  detrimental  to  the 
mterests  of  the  service  that,  when  a  petition 
has  been  fully  considered  and  an  answer  given, 
a  fresh  Memorial  should  be  immediately  pre- 
sented in  the  form  of  a  rejoinder.  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  hold  out  hopes  of  any  change  in 
the  status  of  the  Memorialists  which  would 
largely  increase  the  expenditure  of  the  Depart- 
ment ;  but  the  subject  shall  receive  f luiiher  con- 
sideration." 

I  have  now  to  inform  the  noble  Lord 
that  I  am  not  prepared  to  alter  the 
present  system  of  classification  so  as  to 
allow  uninterrupted  promotion  up  to  a 
salary  of  £190.  As  to  Bank  Holidays, 
telegraphists  can  only  to  a  compara- 
tively small  extent  enjoy  the  privi- 
lege of  being  absent  from  duty  on 
those  days;  but  this  is  only  one  of 
the  conditions  of  their  employment 
which  they  accept  when  they  join  the 
service,  and  they  are  in  no  worse  posi- 
tion in  this  respect  than  many  other 
classes  of  the  community.  As  far  as 
possible,  steps  have  been  taken  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  the  staff  in  regard  to  the 
alteration  of  long  and  short  duties. 
Such  duties  cannot,  however,  be  abo- 
lished without  an  unjustifiable  waste  of 
force.  The  rate  of  pay  for  overtime  is 
one-eighth  of  a  day's  pay  for  every  hour 
during  the  daytime,  and  one-seventh  of 
a  day's  pay  for  every  hour  during  the 
night,  with  an  additional  rate  of  one- 
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fourth  for  any  extra  duty  performed 
after  three  hours  of  extra  duty.  The 
number  of  hours  in  one  day  for 
which  a  telegraphist  may  be  kept  on 
duty  is  governed  by  the  exigenoieB  of 
the  service.  I  do  not  consider  that  any 
alteration  in  these  arrangements  is  prao^ 
ticable,  and  I  have,  therefore,  not  con- 
sulted Her  Majesty's  Treasury  on  the 
subject;  but  I  may  say  that  there  re^ 
mains  one  question — namely,  that  of  pay- 
ment during  sick  absence,  which  is  still 
under  my  consideration.  This  questiony 
however,  is  one  which  affects  not  merely 
the  telegraphists  of  the  Central  Tele- 
graph Office,  but  a  large  body  of  officers 
elsewhere. 


IRELAND— MEETINGS  IN  GWBBDOBB. 

Mr.  henry  J.  WILSON  (York, 
W.  R.,  Holmfirth)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  now  aware  thati^ 
after  Deputy  Divisional  Commissioner 
Allan  Cameron  and  District  Inspector 
Concannon  had  ascertained,  on  the- 
morning  of  Sunday  the  17th  of  March, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Holmfirth  did 
not  intend  to  address  any  meeting  Uk 
the  Gweedore  district,  a  detective  fol- 
lowed him  during  the  afternoon;  that 
he  and  his  wife  were  closely  watched, 
by  a  constable  in  uniform,  on  Sunday 
night,  while  walking  up  and  down  in 
front  of  M'Bride's  Motel ;  that  he  wa» 
followed,  on  Monday  18th  Mareh,  from 
Middletown  Barrack  to  Derrybeg^ 
Chapel  by  armed  constables  on  a  car ; 
that  the  wife  of  John  M'Cafferty,  a  oar 
driver,  was  roused  up  at  night,  on 
Tuesday  the  19th  of  March,  by  Head 
Constable  Mahony,  who  desired  to  as- 
certain where  the  hon.  Member  for 
Holmfirth  had  gone,  and  when  he  would 
return;  and  on  what  authority  it  was 
stated  that  ''  as  soon  as  it  was  ascer- 
tained who  he  was,  and  that  he  had 
apparently  no  intention  of  addressing 
any  such  meeting,  no  police  supervision 
was  exercised  ?  " 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  local 
Constabulary  Authorities  report  that 
they  have  made  careful  inquiry 
relative  to  the  charges  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber makes  against  the  police,  and  find 
that  he  labours  altogether  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. It  is  not  the  case  that 
he  was  followed  by  a  detective  on 
Sunday  afternoon,  March  17.  The  de- 
tectives   obeyed    the    positive    orders 
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which  they  had  received  £rom  the  Dis- 
trict Inspector,  that  they  should  not 
watch  the  hon.  Member  after  he  had 

given  the  assurance  that  he  would  not 
old  a  meeting.  It  is  also  not  the  case 
that  either  he  or  his  wife  was  watched 
on  that  night  by  a  constable  in  uniform. 
It  is  true  that  the  police  patrol  mentioned 
proceeded  on  duty  on  Monday,  the  18th 
of  March,  but  it  is  not  the  case  that  it 
was  following  the  hon.  Member,  the 
fact  of  its  having  proceeded  along  the 
same  road  having  no  reference  to  him. 
It  is  not  a  fact  that  Mrs.  M'Oafferty  was 
aroused  at  night  on  the  19th  to  ascertain 
where  the  hon.  Member  had  gone.  Her 
house,  with  a  number  of  others,  was 
searched  for  persons  believed  to  be  con- 
cerned in  the  murder  of  District  Inspec- 
tor Martin.  The  hon.  Member's  name 
was  neither  mentioned,  nor  was  any  re- 
ference whatever  made  to  him. 

Ma.  H.  J.  WILSON :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  if  he  will  afford  me 
any  kind  of  means  of  testing  the  re- 
liability of  the  utterly  erroneous  state- 
ment he  has  read  ?     ( Crm  of  **  Order.") 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Holmfirth 
(Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson)  is  not  an  Irish  but 
an  English  Member ;  and  will  the  right 
hon.  U-entleman  explain  how  it  is  he 
came  to  be  deprived  of  his  right,  as  a 
citizen,  to  address  a  public  meeting? 
Did  the  police  supply  police  passes,  in 
Older  to  give  him  facility  of  move- 
ment? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  answer  to 
the  last  question  is  in  the  negative.  In 
regard  to  the  other  question,  I  presume 
the  authorities  were  of  opinion  that  a 
meeting  of  the  kind  indicated  at  that 
place  and  particular  time  might  lead  to 
a  breach  of  the  peace. 

ROYAL    NAVAL    ARTILLERY    VOLUN- 

T££RS. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether,  in  view  of  the 
statements  recently  made  with  regard  to 
Roval  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers,  their 
utility  would  be  enhanced  by  the  re- 
constitution  of  the  corps  as  Royal 
Marine  Artillery  Volunteers  ? 
♦The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Mid- 
dleaez,  Ealing) :  Under  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament which  established  the  Royal 
Naval   Artillery    Volanteers   provision 


was  made  for  their  being  employed 
either  on  land  or  at  sea,  as  the  Ad- 
miralty may  direct,  within  certain  limits 
named  in  the  Act,  so  that  I  do  not  see 
that  a  re-constitution  of  the  corps  such 
as  that  suggested  in  the  question  would 
open  out  any  fresh  field  of  employment 
whereby  the  Admiralty  could  utilize 
their  services.  All  land  defences  being 
under  the  War  Office,  the  power  of  em- 
ploying the  corps  on  shore  is  practically 
a  dead  letter  as  far  as  the  Admiralty 
are  concerned.  I  understand  the  Royal 
Naval  Artillery  Volunteers  have  ex- 
pressed a  decided  objection  to  trans- 
ferring their  services  to  the  War  De- 
partment, so  that  this  source  of  employ- 
ment does  not  seem  likely  to  be  avail- 
able. I  believe  that  a  meeting  of  the 
officers  commanding  these  Volunteers  is 
likely  to  take  place,  and  any  proposals 
emanating  from  such  a  meeting  will  be 
carefully  considered  by  the  Admiralty. 

POLLUTION  OF  SCOTCH  LOCHS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  opinion  of  the  Dean  of 
Faculty  has  now  been  obtained  as  to  the 
possible  proceedings  for  preventing  the 
continued  pollution  of  Loch  'Long  and 
Loch  Goil ;  whether  according  to  that 
opinion  there  are  serious  technical  ob- 
stacles to  any  proceedings  by  private 
individuals,  which  obstacles  do  not 
exist  in  the  case  of  proceedings  by  the 
Grown ;  and  whether  the  Government, 
as  representing  the  Grown,  which  is  the 
proper  guardian  for  the  public  of  the 
soil  of  the  foreshore  and  of  the  bed  of 
the  Firth  of  the  Glyde,  will  now  take 
steps  to  prevent  the  continued  injury  to 
the  foreshores  and  fishing  by  the  whole- 
sale  pollution  reported  on  to  the  House 
in  1887,  and  since  persisted  in? 
♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
private  notice  given  me  by  the  hon. 
Member  was  the  first  intimation  I  had 
that  any  opinion  had  been  obtained 
upon  this  matter  by  the  distinguished 
lawyer  mentioned.  I  have  not  seen  the 
opinion,  but  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
furnish  me  with  a  copy  of  the  case,  and 
of  the  opinion,  I  shall  be  glad  to  con* 
sider  it. 

POSTAL  DELIVERY  IN  ULSTER. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General  if  he  will  grant 
a  Return  of  towns  in  the  Province  of 
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Belfast  Gaol ;  whether,  smce  his  refusal 
to  swear  what  was  required  by  Head 
Constable  Preston,  and  since  his  return 
to  Belfast  Gaol,  Tracey  has  been  obliged 
to  live  on  ordinary  prison  fare,  the 
Police  Authorities  having  discontinued 
the  supply  of  such  dinners  to  him; 
whether  ne  will  state  the  reason  for  the 
different  treatment  given  to  Tracey 
before  he  was  brought  to  London  as  a 
witness,  and  since  his  return ;  and 
whether  Tracey  has  been  supplied  with 
the  Freeman's  Journal  dvLTing  the  present 
week,  or  since  the  examination  of 
Hichard  Pigott ;  and,  if  not,  why  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  With  reeard 
to  the  inquiry  in  the  first  paragrapn,  I 
beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
reply  I  gave  to  a  similar  question  put 
by  him  on  the  4th  March.  If  he  refers 
to  Hansard  he  will  find  I  said — 

*'I  understand  that  the  Prison  Authorities 
do  not  provide  bail  prisoners  with  food  and 
drink  of  the  nature  indicated  in  the  Question. 
The  dinners  supplied  to  Tracey  at  Belfast  were 
not  at  the  expense  of  the  proprietor  of  the 
Timet  J  nor  had  they  any  connection  whatever 
with  the  Special  Commission  trial,  but  were 
provided  by  the  Police  Authorities  in  connec- 
tion with  a  totally  different  matter.  A  news- 
paper was  also  supplied  to  the  man  under  pre* 
cis«ly  the  same  circumstances.*' 

The  prisoner  has  recently  been  re-trans- 
ferred to  Belfast  Prison.  As  regards 
the  third,  fourth,  and  fifth  paragraphs, 
from  the  date  on  which  the  man  was 
removed  from  Belfast  to  London  to  give 
evidence  before  the  Special  Commission 
the  police  ceased  to  supply  him  with 
food  or  to  afford  him  any  other  indul- 
gence. 

IRISH  JURIES. 

Mr.  MUEPHY  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  when  a  Protestant  game- 
keeper»  named  Frackleton,  was  tried 
last  week  in  Dublin  for  the  wilful 
murder  of  a  man  named  Kavanagh,  a 
special  jury,  on  the  application  of  the 
prisoner,  was  empanelled;  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  no  juror  was  ordered  by 
the  Crown  to  stand  aside  while  the 
prisoner  exhausted  his  challenges; 
whether  the  result  was  a  jury  composed 
entirely  of  the  co-religionists  of  the 
prisoner;  whether  the  verdict  was  one 
of  manslaughter ;  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  the 
Attorney  General  asked  Judge  Murphy, 


after  the  jury  retired,  to  say  ''that 
there  was  not  a  shadow  or  a  particle  of 
evidence  reducing  the  crime  to  man- 
slaughter," and  that  the  Judge,  in  sen- 
tencing the  prisoner,  said  that  he  feared 
''lest  in  any  way  he  had  failed  in 
placing  before  the  jury  the  irresistible 
case  made  against  tho  prisoner  of 
having  taken  away  the  life  of  one 
human  being,  and  having  all  but  taken 
away  the  life  of  another,  without  any 
provocation  from  the  man  Kavanagh 
now  dead,  or  from  the  other  victim  of 
bis  dnmken  fury  ; "  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  murdered  man,  Kavanagh,  has 
left  a  widow  and  three  children  in  a 
destitute  condition;  and,  will  the  Go- 
vernment, following  a  precedent  in  a 
somewhat  similar  case,  grant  them  a 
sum  of  money  from  the  Compassionate 
Fund? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  proceed  to 
answer  those  portions  of  the  question  to 
which  a  reply  was  not  given  yesterday. 
The  jury  was  not  a  special  one.  The 
Attorney  General  did  make  the  appli- 
cation referred  to.  The  Judge  did  make 
the  observations  attributed  to  him.  It 
is  believed  that  Kavanagh  left  a  wife 
and  children ;  their  precise  circumstances 
are  unknown.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
precedent  for  the  course  suggested  in 
the  last  paragraph,  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  supply  me  with  the  par- 
ticulars, I  shall  be  glad  to  consider  it. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
two  or  three  years  ago  in  the  time  of 
Lord  Spencer  an  Orangeman  was  mur- 
dered in  Belfast  and  the  Government  of 
that  day  gave  to  the  widow  and  family 
a  sum  of  £100  out  of  the  Compassionate 
Fund? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  would 
not  justify  the  Government  in  making 
an  allowance  in  the  present  case  if 
the  circumstances  are  altogether  dif- 
ferent. If  it  can  be  shown  that  money 
has  been  given  from  a  benevolent  fund 
under  similar  circumstances,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  consider  the  matter. 

SWAZILAND. 

Mr.  chamberlain  (Birmingham, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  King 
Umbandine  has  recently  addressed  any 
petition  either  to  Sir  Arthur  Havelock 
or  to  the  Colonial  Office,  praying  for  a 
British  Protectorate  df  Swaziland  ;  and. 
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if  00,  what  reply  has  or  will  be  made  to 
his  application? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
DB  Worms,  Liverpool,  Toxteth) :  No 
raeh  petition  has  been  received  at  the 
Colonial  Office,  nor  is  there  any  infor- 
mation of  such  a  petition  having  been 
addressed  to  Sir  Arthur  Havelock.  I 
may  refer  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  the 
replies  on  this  subject  which  I  gave  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  on  the 
25th  of  February  and  8th  instant. 

NAVAL  DESIGNS. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERE8F0RD 
(Marylebone) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Papers  relative  to  the  designs  and 
building  of  what  is  known  as  the 
Admiral  class  of  battleship  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  These  Papers 
and  Minutes  are  of  a  very  confidential 
character,  and  could  not  be  made 
public  without  detriment  to  naval  in- 
terests. I  may,  however,  state  that 
full  and  frequent  discussion  took  place, 
both  in  writing  and  conversation,  be- 
tween the  different  members  of  the 
Board  before  that  type  of  vessel  was 
introduced  into  the  Navy. 

UN  ARMOURED  BATTLESHIPS. 
LoM)  CHARLES  BERESFORD :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether,  considering  the  recent 
statements  made  by  distinguished 
Naval  Officers  as  to  the  possibility  of 
the  un  armoured- ended  dass  of  battle- 
ships being  put  out  of  action  by  small 
g^n*  fire  without  their  armour  beiog 
pierced,  he  will  reconsider  his  objection 
to  giving  a  fair  and  practical  trial  by 

Serforation,  in  order  to  settle  the 
oubt  which  exists  as  to  the  stability 
of  these  vessels  with  their  unarmoured 
portions  wounded  ;  the  names  of  the 
vessels  referred  to  are  the  j^jox,  Agti- 
m0mnony  Anson,  BenhoWy  Camper d&wn, 
Collingwood,  Howe,  Rodney,  Colossus, 
Edinburgh,  Inflexible,  Sanspareil,  and 
Victoria  ? 

LoM)  G.  HAMILTON:  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  distinguished  naval 
officer  with  a  knowledge  of  modem 
ordnance  has  advanced  the  opinion 
stated,  but  even  if  that  opinion  had 
been  stated  it  only  alludes  to  one  of  the 
many  possibilities'  that  will  occur  in  a 

Mr,  Chamberlain 


future  naval  action.  To  test  this  pos- 
sibility and  exclude  all  others  woida  be 
a  most  misleading  and  misdiievoiis  ex- 
periment. I  may  add  that  in  the- 
opinion  of  my  naval  and  teohnioal  ad- 
visers there  is  no  ship  afloat  or  building 
belonging  to  any  foreign  Navy  of  the* 
same  date  as  the  vessels  referred  to  in 
the  question  that  has  not  an  inherent 
weakness  of  some  kind  which  will  ex- 
pose her  in  action  to  risks  just  as  greats 
as,  if  not  greater  than,  those  alluded  to 
by  my  noble  Friend. 

Lord  C.  BERESFORD:  Li  con- 
sequence of  the  answer  of  my  noble 
Friend  I  shall  on  the  first  possible  oc- 
casion call  attention  to  the  necessity  of 
removing  the  doubt  as  to  these  slaps'* 
stability  under  certain  circumstances. 

IRELAND -JUDICIAL  BUSINESS  IN 
DONEGAL. 

Mb.  BLANE  asked  the  Chief  Seere* 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  Moville,  one  of  the  most  im-^ 
portant  towns  in  Donegal,  might  have 
the  benefit  of  a  County  Judge's  Court ;. 
and,  if,  on  a  former  occasion,  GK>vern- 
ment  promised  inquiry  into  the  matter^ 
and  if  result  can  be  stated  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  In  conse- 
quence of  several  memorials  which  were- 
received,  the  Quarter  Sessions  for  the- 
County  of  Donegal  were  re-arranged  by 
Proclamation  of  the  22nd  May,  1885  p 
but  there  was  then  no  application 
from  or  on  behalf  of  Moville.  The  last 
memorial  received  from  Moville  ap- 
pears to  have  been  some  17  or  18  years 
ago.  At  that  time  the  matter  was  fully 
considered  by  the  then  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  Privy  Council,  who  did  not 
feel  themselves  able  to  comply  with  tho 
prayer  of  the  memorial. 

THE  LAND  ACT  (1887)-INSTALMKNT 

ORDERS. 
Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  :  I  bei 
to  ask  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Irelan 
whether  the  procedure  under  Section  80 
of  ''The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act, 
1887,"  to  obtain  a  stay  of  execution  and 
an  instalment  order  in  oases  of  pro- 
ceedings for  rent  usually  involves  on 
appearance  to  the  writ,  a  motion  for 
judgment,  a  cross  motion  under  the 
section,  both  moved  on  notice  by  counsel 
and  grounded  on  affidavits,  the  marking 
and  registering  judgment,  and  the  pay- 
ment   of   court    fees     on     the    order; 
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Mb.  a.  J.  SALFOUB:  I  havA 
alvajs  refused  to  answer  queationa  &■ 
to  auch  allef^ed  private  circulars,  because 
tbej  mast  either  bare  become  known 
tbrous^b  a  bceaob  of  confidence  or  they 
must  have  no  existence. 

Mb.  SlXTAItT :  I  suppose  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  does  not  deny  the  ex- 
istence of  the  circular. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFUUB:  I  neither 
deny  nor  afiSrm  it.  That  is  the  answer 
which  I  have  inrariably  given  to  snob 
questions,  and  which  everyone  who 
holdo  any  ofBoe  is,  I  tbink,  bound  to 
give. 

EVICTIONS  IN  WiCKLOW. 

Me.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  referesce  to 
the  caseof  UharlesFrizelle,  Oastlekerin, 
county  Wicklow,  whether  be  will  8tat» 
under  what  eeotion  of  "  The  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Act,  1881,"  the  tenant  could: 
bare  applied  to  the  County  Court  Judge 
to  stay  tne  ejeotmeut  proceedings  taken 
against  him  by  the  landlord  for  the  non- 
payment of  the  old  rent ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  tenant,  having  served  his 
originating  notice  to  fix  fair  rent  before 
November  18S7,  was  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  the  fair  rent  from  Ist  May, 
1887,  but,  owing  to  the  insufficient 
number  of  Sub-Commissioners  appointed 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  Frizelle  oould 
not  set  bis  fair  rent  fixed  up  to  the  time 
of  &e  service  of  the  eviction  notiLs; 
whether  the  service  of  this  notice  con- 
verted him  into  a  caretaker,  and  thua 
deprived  him  of  the  right  to  have  bis 
application  to  fix  a  fair  rent  heard  ;  and 
whether  he  will  make  eome  provision  to 
meet  such  cases  of  hardship  where  the 
tenant  is  willing  to  pay  a  fair  reut,  but 
is  unable  to  get  such  rent  fixed  owing. 
to  the  insufficient  number  of  Sub-Com- 
missioners ? 

Mb.  BALFOUR :  I  am  sorry  I  have 
not  with  me  my  memorandum  as  to  this 
'  1.  I  will  ask  the  boo.  Member 
to  put  it  on  Monday. 

TELEQRAPHI8TS. 
Hk.  M'OABTAN:  I  beg  to  ask  th» 
Postmaster  General  whether  promotiona 
from  the  maximum  of  the  first-clasa  ta 
the  senior  class  at  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office  have  been  aooorded  within  the 
past  three  years  to  telegraphists  who 
bad  only  been  waiting  five  months ;  and 


whetber  the  costs  of  a  plaintiff  in  sucb 
case  usually  amounts  to  about  £9,  and 
thedefendant'soosts  to  about  £5,  both 
of  which  the  tenant  defendant  has  to 
pay  ;  and,  whether  the  Oovemment  in- 
tends to  take  any  steps  to  secure  the 
simplification  of  procedure  and  reduction 
of  expense  in  auch  cases  ? 

Mb.    madden  :    After   the   Easter 
Becess,  perhaps  I  may  be  able  to  give 
answer  to   the  question  whether  it  is 
possible  to  secure  a  simplification  and 
reduction  of  costs  in  these  cases. 

H.  M.  8.  SULTAN. 

Ub.  PIOKEKSGILL  (Betbnal  Green, 
S.W.):  I  wish  to  aek  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  whether  it  is  proposed 
to  hold  an  inquiry  as  to  the  occurrences 
subsequent  to  the  stranding  of  the 
8«ltan,  and  the  measures  taken  to  save 
the  ship  ;  and,  if  so,  what  will  be  the 
form  of  the  inquiry,  and  when  and 
where  will  it  be  held  ? 

LoED  G.  HAMILTON :  It  wiU  be 
necessary  to  hold  a  further  inquiry  into 
the  occurrences  subsequent  to  the  strand- 
ing of  the  Sultan,  in  which  the  injury 
innioted  on  the  ship,  and  the  working  of 
the  watertight  compartmenta  and  other 
arrangements,  will  have  to  be  investi- 
gated. I  am  not  yet  in  a  position  to 
state  what  the  form  of  the  inquiry  will 
be,  nor  where  and  when  it  will  be 
held. 

IBEIiAfflD-BBCEtT  POUCE 
CIRCULABS. 
Me.  JAMES  STUABT  (8horodit«b) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  a 
circular  was  sent  out  to  constabulary 
stations  &om  the  offices  of  divisional 
magistrates  in  November,  1888,  beaded 
"Teiy  Secret  Agrarian  Crime,"  re- 
questing certain  particulars  regarding 
all  members  of  the  National  League 
and  of  the  Land  Lea^^e  convicted  of 
agrarian  crime  since  September,  1879; 
wnether  among  the  particulars  requested 
in  respect  of  such  cases,  were  the 
"  names  and  present  addresses  of  wit- 
nssaoo  generally,  and  what  each  can 
prove,"  and  "any  points  of  interest 
between  League  and  ofienoe " ;  and 
whether  any  of  the  in  formation  collected 
in    ctmaeqnence  of    this    circular    was 

Slaoed  in  the  bands  of  the  solicitor  for 
W  Tmtt  newspaper? 
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CTWOJC*  A?n>  BOAED  OF  THADE— 
«TATJ.rrnCAL  RrrTEyS-PERU  A5D 
CHILI, 

Mi^.  IJiBfjrCnERE :  I  b€e  to  mak 
tibA  Fnmfi^K  'A  tb«  BMrd  of  Timde,  j 
vii0t2Mfr  L«  c^ui  ^rrplftin  hov  i:  is  that 
di«  bJtnite  «Ld  gn«£.o  tbipped  from  the 
|«VTiaeiM  of  TvApacm  aad  Atafmmm,y 
vhkb  v«T«!(  4^«d  bj  Pern  to  ChUi  in 
1%%$,  4ii^  «^  do-m  in  the  Statistical 
ti^MTDM  of  the  Cofftonu  and  Board  of 
Tn4e  M  *bipp<^  from  Pern;  and 
wfaetb^  be  bM  obsenred  tbat,  in  tome 
finaiKJal  oew^papen,  tbis  error  bas 
b^m  attribute  to  tbe  fact  tbat  Her 
Maj^jV  Government  does  not  reoog- 
DiJie  the  ee^Mion  of  tbe«e  prorinces  bj 
Peru  t^i  Chili  ? 

♦S/fc  MIOflAEL  HICKS  BEACH: 
In  the  absence  of  ofEudal  information 
reffpectinn^  any  changes  in  tbe  bonn- 
darien  of  Boiiria,  Peru,  and  Cbilj,  no 
alteration  in  the  lint  of  countries  and 
ports  as  distinguished  in  tbe  Statistical 
neoords  has  beeo  made,  but  attention 
has  already  been  giyen  to  tbe  points  to 
which  the  bon.  Member  calls  attention, 
Wi  tbat  the  necessary  adjustments  may 
be  made  in  future, 

IliKLAND-CFilMrXAL  LAW  AND  PBO- 
OKUURK  ACT— TREATMENT  OF 
PKIH^iNERH. 

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
C; :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Chief  Secretary 
to  tbe  Ijord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
wbetber  the  Irish  Members,  Priests, 
and  withers  at  present  in  prison,  under 
tbe  Criminal  Liaw  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act  for  speeches  made  or  for  the 
Sublication  of  speeches  in  proclaimed 
istricts  have,  since  the  issue  of  tbe  new 
IVoviHional  Prison  Rules,  been  sub- 
jected, like  common  criminals,  to  the 
plank  bed,  deprived  of  the  means  of 
occupying  thomsolyes  with  reading  and 
writing,  and  compelled  to  clean  out  their 
own  cells  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  In  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  new  Provisional  Prison 
Rules  have  no  relation  to  any  of  tbe 
points  mentioned  in  his  question. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  suppose 
they  are  boon  subjected  to  the  pbink 
bed,  and  other  things  to  which  I  re- 
fer. 

Mr.  BALFOUR:  They  are  subject 
to  tlie  ordinary  prison  discipline. 


TH£    Sa>XCH    LOCAL    GOnQDniSHT 

mij. 

Mm.  BUCHANAX  {Efinboigli,  E): 
Wm  tbe  li^  koB.  GcedMBaa  tiia 
Lord  Advoease  kaTs  tka  Ijoeal  Govocb- 
mentBOlfor  Seodaad  ciicalated  beiva 
the  BaoBH? 
nCa.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEBTSOX :  Efwj 
e^brt  is  boBg  mads  to  do  ao^  Sir. 

THE  CES^rS  BELL. 

Sib  J.  LUBBOCK  JiondoB  TTamr- 
sitj):  I  wish  to  ask  tke  I\oBidant  of 
the  Loeal  GoTemmeot  Boaid  wbettarp 
in  view  of  the  greatly  increaaed  labour 
that  win  be  imposed  apom  the  Gensiia 
Comnuasioii  in  eonseqneniee  of  tbe 
numerous  changes  oi  boundaxiea 
brought  about  by  the  i^eratioit  of  the 
Local  Ooremment  Aet,  1888,  it  ia  the 
intention  of  the  Ooremment  to  intro- 
duoe  a  Census  Bill  during  the  proeent 
Session;  and  whether,  in  Tiew  of  tiie 
strong  representations  made  to  the  Go- 
▼emment,  it  is  intended  to  make  any 
prorision  for  a  more  frequent  enumeEa- 
tion  of  the  people. 

♦The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  a  T. 
RncEn,  Tower  HamletSi  St  G^eorge's) : 
The  GK>Temment  cannot  undertue  to 
introduce  the  Bill  in  questioii  in  tke 
preeent  Session;  but  all  questiona  as  to 
alterations  of  boundaries  are  now  being 
considered  and  dealt  with.  All  the 
representations  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  receive  tbe  oonsideratioii 
of  the  GK>vemment. 

DOG  LICENCES  VSi  IRELAND. 
Db.  KENNY  asked  tbe  Chief  Seoie- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  complaints  have  reaohed 
him  tbat  owing  to  tbe  fact  of  the  ex- 
tensive areas  of  the  Petty  Sessions  dis- 
trict in  Ireland,  and  the  difficulty  whioh 
frequently  exists  of  finding  petty  ses- 
sions clerks  at  there  offices,  much  incon- 
venience is  experienced  by  those  desiring 
to  pay  the  license  duty  on  dogs,  he  irifi 
recommend  the  Inland  Revenue  Aniko- 
rities  to  make  arrangements  for  tbe  sale 
of  dog  licences  at  such  post  oflBoes 
throughout  the  country  as  are  money 
order  offices,  giving  for  their  sale  re- 
muneration similar  to  that  given  for  the 
sale  of  money  orders  ? 
«Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No  complaints 
have    reached  the  Registrar  of  Petty 
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Seoaions  Olerba  of  incoDTeaienoe  to  the 
public  arising  from  the  causes  alluded 
to  with  tsferance  to  the  isaue  of  do| 
licences.  Th«  duty  on  dogs  in  Irelant 
is  a  local,  not  an  Imperial  tax,  and  ii 
collected  throughout  the  country  by  the 
clerks  of  Petty  Scasioua,  who  are  locnl, 
and  not  Imperial  officials.  A  portion  of 
their  salaries  consists  of  remuneration 
from  the  dog  tax  for  the  issue  of  dog 
licences.  Having  regard  to  these  facts, 
I  do  not  see  that  the  course  suggested 
in  the  concluding  portion  of  the  quea- 
tioD  would  be  either  feasible  or  ex- 
pedient. 

PUBLIO  EXECUTIONS. 
Ma.  HANDEL  C088HAM  (Bristol) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  if  he 
is  aware  that  tbe  Fress  were  excluded 
froui  the  execution  of  the  man  Withers, 
and  will  he  take  steps  to  prevent  sach 
exclusion  in  the  future  ? 
•Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Bylaw  it  reeto 
with  the  Sheriffs  or  Visiting  Justices  to 
determine  in  their  discretion  what  per- 
sons shall  be  admitted,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  in  this  case  the  local  authori- 
ties exercised  the  discretion  wisely.  I 
do  not,  however,  think  it  part  of  my 
duty  to  ofiScially  espreee  any  opinion. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Ma.  SEXTON  :  I  wish  to  ask  whether, 
as  the  House  is  to  rs-assemble  after  the 
holidays  on  Monday  the  2yth,  instead  of 
Thursday  the  25th,  the  Government  will 
undertake  not  to  proceed  with  the  Irish 
Estimates  on  Monday  the  29th  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  cannot  come 
UDder  any  obligation  to  that  effect ;  but 
I  will  do  the  best  I  can,  and  I  hope  that 
hon.  Members  will  assist  in  forwarding 
the  necessary  public  business. 

IRELAND-THK  BATTERING  RAM  AT 
EVICTIONS. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
I  wish  to  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  whether  the  new 
battering  ram  which  he  has  provided  is 
to  be  wielded  by  the  police  or  by  tbe 
emei^enoj  men  F 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  battering 
ram  is  to  be  used  for  the  defensive  pur- 
poses which  I  have  before  indicated.  If 
any  further  information  ia  desired  I 
•hall  require  notiee  of  the  question. 
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SCOTCH  BUSINESS. 
Mb.  E88LEM0NT  (Aberdeen):  WiU 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  be  good 
enough  to  say  he  will  not  take  Scotch 
Estimates  on  the  day  this  House 
assembles  after  tbe  Becese  ?  It  would 
be  very  inoonvenient  as  many  Scotch 
Members  would  be  compelled  to  travel 
on  Sunday. 
*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  giving  the  assurance  that  no 
Scotch  business  will  be  taken  on  the 
Monday  after  the  holiday. 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Sib  JOHN  MOWBBAY  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  that 
they  had  added  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade  (including  Agriculture 
and  Fishing],  Shipping,  and  Manu- 
factures the  following  15  Members  in 
respect  of  the  Weights  and  Measures 
Bill: — Major  Banes,  Mr.  Barclay,  Mr. 
Coddington,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Firth, 
Idr.  Hubbard,  Mr.  Lafone,  Mr.  Lane, 
Sir  Frederiok  Mappin,  Mr.  Montagu, 
Mr.  Jasper  More,  Mr.  Bankin,  Mr. 
Bryn  Boberts,  Mr.  Boydeu,  and  Mr. 
James  Stevenson. 

Ordered,  That  the  Beport  do  lie  opon 
the  Table. 

MOTIONS. 


THE  EASTER  RECESS. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed : 

"That  this  House,  at  ita  riatng  on  Tuesdsr 
next,  do  adjonm  until  Mondaj'  the  23th  A^  ; 
that  on  Tuesday  noit  the  Houaa  domeot  stTwo 
of  tha  clock,  and  nnlaw  prerioiuly  ai^oomsd, 
do  sit  till  SeTen  o'clock,  when  the  Speaker 
■hall  adjourn  the  House  without  Question  put" 
-C«r.  WiUiam  ffwry  Smith.) 

IRELAND— THE  CONDITION  OF 
DONEGAL. 
Me.  PABNELL  (Cork  City) :  I  wish 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  press  further 
npontherighthon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the 
desirabili^  of  returning  a  straightfor- 
ward answer  to  the  question  which  was 
put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch  (that  with  regard  to  a  cir- 
cular alleged  to  be  issued  to  the  Con- 
stabulary beaded  "  Tery  Secret,  Ag- 
rarian Ch'ime  ").  I  should  have  thought 
that  that  question  was  capable  of  a 
reply — yes  or  no. 
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MMMT^ir  M  nil  ft^   tl[H»   ffam^^fm.     Hmt  f  tfe 

mmmm,  ym  m  w$,  %0$  1^  <|»CTiiflM ;  f  tbe  debate  wfckb 
MMf  I  mAma^  wHk  fpnuii  tmfmt,  ihat  I  ^  bM.  Fiiead  tbe  Member  lor 
Mm  wA  *tiiX  fA  *fr4m  m  yntmmg  dbe  [  dswimaoM  of  l>amg!^  fMr.  Mae  XoOl). 
f%fct  V«.  Cf^witimM  i#>r  M  mmwer  to  i^end  of  mj  friends  ud  I  KjKlf 
mit  ffn^imi^m,  1  hmr  W0rj  mmh  tbat  |  taken  mA^  and  wete 
dU  miMial  «^  tb«  rigbt  boa.  0««tiefBaa 
to  r«f4/  Uf  Hktif  i|iM«tioo  inSemtm  tbat 
tbo  r|<Mfii<«oii  M  Ir^ttaduMi  on  trodi  and 
fiMi.  I  unbb  to  «a/  at  0009  and  moat 
SiMiw^  tbat  I  tUok  tbe  OorontmoDt 
«r#  fHfft^^y  mtitUfd  to  »p^r  to  die 
p^:rfi4i^  M$tihfmtim  m  to  tbeir  other 
Hf i!rot«  10  iT^rlaod  f>/r  tbe  infomiation 
d#a^(>«d  in  the  qoefif^/ii  bjr  the  hon. 
yimn\p^.  Bttt  If  thM  were  to  be 
done^  I  umbmit  that  tt  ehonld  bare 
been  Atnm  for  the  porpoeee  of  tbe  Oo- 
remtfierit,  and  that  It  should  hare  been 
done  wit^iont  dbgnlee,  In  an  open  and 
£ngli«h  fanhion.  In  tbe  time  of  the 
bite  Mr.  For«ter,  when  he  wae  Chief 
iHk^retary — a  mneh  mor9  tronbleeome 
time,  happilj,  than  thie  which  now  oc- 
mi(rfe«  our  attention— a  secret  Oircnlar 
of  an  ohj«K.'tlonable  character  wae  iaeoed 
by  hU  Adminietration.  Mr  Forster, 
whirfi  quefvtioned,  aa  tbe  hon.  Member 
for  HhtrtmWUih  haa  questioned  the  pre- 
sent Ohi^f  Hecretarj^  admitted  that  the 
Circular  had  been  issued,  and  admitted 
its  utiUctiorittble  character,  and  promised 
to  withdraw  it.  But  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  who  was  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary WAS  a  straightforward  man.  The 
complaint  that  we  make  now,  without 

?[oing  as  far  as  U}  say,  as  we  did  in 
hose  dovN,  that  the  Circular  in  question 
was  rubbish,  is  that  \i  the  Ooyernment 
hare  been  acting  for  the  purpose  of  the 
Oovffrnment,  they  ought  not  to  be  and 
would  not  be  ashameaof  admitting  what 


I 
eomething  with  refeienee  to  tbe 

Tbe  right  bon.  GentleiBaa  tke  Chief 

Seeretaiy  bad  aat  down 

prerion^,  after  making  tbe 

Ibonded  and  sweeping  aasertioi 

tbe  Irish  Membets.    It  really  looked 

if   it  were    intended    to    prmiit  n  ^ 

reply  to  those  assertiona  being  givm. 

The   right'  hon.    Gentleman  tbe  Chief 

Secretary  asserted  against  ns  on  tfaeoe 

Benches  tbat  we  had  nerer  made  any 

proposab  for  the  adrantage  and  benefit 

of  these  smaller  tenants  snch  as  are  in 

Donegal.    The  reekleesneas  of  the  a»- 

sertions  of  the  right  hon.  (ientleman  i» 

notorious  to  the  House.     But  I  think 

that  eren  he  out-Heroded  himadf  on 

this  occasion.    If  there  is  one  question 

that  we  haTO  had  more  at  heart  since 

the  distress  in  1879   and    laSO,  which 

first  attracted    our  attention  to   these- 

small    tenants,  it    is  the  means   and 

remedy  to  be  adopted  for  the  reU^  of 

tenants  of  this  kind.     And  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  has  no  right  to  tell  us 

that  we,  forsooth,  have  nerer  made  any 

froposals  for  the  relief  of  these  tenants* 
can  recollect  in  1880  that  we  pro- 
duced a  Bill  for  this  express  purpose — 
a  Bill  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Connor 
Power,  the  then  Member  for  County 
Mayo — which  was  adopted  by  Mr. 
Forster  and  first  joined  on  to  the  Belief 
of  Distress  Act,  and  then  was  introduced 
as  a  separate  Bill,  though  subsequently 
thrown  out  by  the  House  of  Lords.  TVe 
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pioduoed  a  measure  expressly  for  the 
relief  of  the  small  tenants.  Again,  in 
1881  we  pressed  upon  the  House  the 
necessity  of  settling  this  question  of 
arrears  intimately  connected  with  the 
question  of  the  position  of  the  small 
bish  tenants.  Again,  in  1882 
we  brought  forward  another  Bill 
which  contained  an  arrears  clause,  and 
succeeded  in  obtaining  from  the  Legis- 
lature the  Arrears  Act  of  1882,  which 
was  of  enormous  advantage  to  this  very 
district  of  Donegal,  and  which  has  kept 
that  district  in  peace  from  that  day  to 
this,  until  the  recurrence  of  distress  and 

Sartial  famine  has  forced  on  the  present 
isorder.  Aeain,  in  1883  I  obtained 
from  the  Legislature  the  introduction  of 
clauses  into  the  Tramways  Bill  for  the 
express  purpose  of  dealing  with  the  con- 

festion  of  these  districts,  where  the 
oldings,  as  described  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  are  too  small  to  enable  the 
tenants  to  subsist.  Those  clauses,  un- 
happily, were  not  successful,  but  they 
failed,  not  owing  to  our  fault,  but  on 
account  of  the  exorbitant  prices  claimed 
by  the  landlords  for  the  land  which  we 
desired  to  buy  especially  for  the  purpose 
of  these  tenants.  And  certainly  the 
rieht  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled  to 
tell  us  we  have  not  at-  all  times  and  in 
every  circumstance  done  our  best  and 
utmost    to    deal    practically   with   this 

Suestion  of  the  relief  of  the  congested 
istricts.  What  has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  done  himself?  He  has  now 
been  in  office  for  three  years — and  the 
Qovemment  of  which  he  is  a  Member 
has  practically  been  in  office  for  four 
years — since  the  autumn  of  1885.  What 
practical  proposal  has  he  or  his  Govern- 
ment made  for  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion ?  I  admit  that  it  is  a  very  difficult 
question ;  that  it  is  one  requiring  an  in- 
timate knowledge  of  the  conditions  exist- 
ing in  those  districts.  But  it  is  not  to 
be  settled  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  he  tried  to  settle  it  last  night^by 
hurling  taunts  across  the  floor  of  the 
House  against  us,  and  by — to  show  the 
inconsistency  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statements — in  one  breath  talking 
of  the  Flan  of  Campaign  as  being  the 
cause  of  all  the  trouble,  and  in  the  next 
showing,  as  he  truly  showed,  that  it 
is  because  the  holdings  are  too  small. 
What  I  wish  to  point  out  is  this :  that 
die  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  admitted 
that  rae  battering  ram,  which  has  been 
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introduced  into  Ireland  for  the  first  time 
— this  Government  battering  ram — is  to 
be  used  for  defensive  purposes  by  the 
police  against  the  poorest  and  most  dis- 
tressed tenantry  throughout  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  tenants  who,  as  he  states  himself,, 
are  paying  rents  of  only  Is.  or  so  per 
week.  •  There  miffht  be  some  excuse  for 
the  use  of  the  battering  ram  on  th& 
substantial  stone  houses  of  the  strong 
farmers  of  Limerick  or  Tipperary,  but 
surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
recognize  the  unfitness,  the  cruelty,  the 
barbarity  of  the  introduction  of  such  a 
weapon,  and  its  trial  for  the  first  time 
upon  the  miserable  cottafi;es  whieh 
almost  a  touch  would  throw  down.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
difference  between  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paien  and  the  offer  made  by  the  land- 
lord is  infinitesimal,  and  cannot  affect 
the  issue 

♦The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, East) :  No,  Sir.  I  do  not  wish 
to  interrupt  the  hon.  Gentleman  un- 
necessarily, but  what  I  said  was,  that 
the  difference  between  the  demands  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  this  estate 
and  the  offer  was  infinitesimal  from  the 
point  of  view  from  which  I  was  then 
speaking,  and  which  was  raised  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  argument — namely, 
the  bearing  which  the  annual  rent  whidi 
the  people  had  to  pay  had  on  their 
comfort. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  So  I  understood 
the  reference  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  and  I  did  not  intend  to  misrepre-^ 
sent  him.  I  admit  that  it  appears  to  be 
so ;  but  if  it  is  infinitesimal,  if  the 
difference  is  so  small  as  to  make  it  a 
matter  of  no  practical  importance,  so 
much  the  more  ouffht  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  have  hesitated  before  he 
adopted  those  unusual  methods  in  the 
interests  of  the  landlords  of  this  dis- 
trict. It  is  true  that  the  rents  of  these 
poor  creatures  are  small,  and  I  should 
tell  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  I  have 
always  saia  that  I  believe  that  if  justice 
were  to  be  done  the  tenants  in  these 
crowded  districts  ought  not  to  be  called 
on  to  pay  any  rent  at  all.  I  do  not  say 
that  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
land  naturalizer,  or  ^m  the  point  of 
view  of  the  Socialist  at  lul,  but 
I  say  it  from  my  own  knowledge, 
that  die  only  reason  why  any  rent  is 
payable  in  respect  of  ttiose  holdings  at 
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Olifirf    H<Mt«Unr  Is    1%7^,    and    wbo 

nfi^AUtd  jwift  io  tb4  iaoM  wa/aatfaa  rif^ 
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nfAUm  f4  iwtrtMm  fa  Iralaad,  aad  wasaw 

what  f//ll//wa4  up^/a  it.    But  arao  tiuni 

4onMb  miiigmiifm  wa4  axtaodad  to  thona 
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tba  fyjical  (}ow0fnm«Dt  Board  wara  ra- 
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baan  daoiad  for  aMmtha,  aftar  a  timay  aa 

I  iay,  tha  out  door  raliaf  mlat  wara  ra- 

Mr.  p0fnM 


ICambar  haa  daah  widitvoTarf  wid^j 
diAaant  topica,  and  I  wOltakathama 
tha  Ofdar  ia  whidi  he  has  plaead 
bafora  Iha  Hooaa.  Tha  fint  pout 
lerrad  to  ia  tha  anavar  vhich  I  ga^a  ta 
tha  hoB.  Member  for  Shoiadildi  (Ifr. 
Jamaa  Stuart)  in  rapfy  to  a  i|unetiiai 
about  aa  alleged  oonfidential  ciiaular 
which  that  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  ta 
imagine  ariiited.  Tha  hon.  GentleaMua 
who  haa  juat  sat  down  i^paaiad  ta 
think  that  I  had  iuTented  that  anawar 
in  ordar  to  acraan  the  Qoremmant  fkom 
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isome  acousatioii  which  might  be  made 
against  them ;  and  under  his  somewhat 
cold  style  of  rhetoric  ["Oh,  oh!'']— 
well,  I  rather  thought  that  by  using 
that  phrase  I  was  paying  a  compliment 
to  the  hon.  Qentleman — a  compliment 
one  cannot  always  pay  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite — under  his  somewhat  cold 
style  of  rhetoric,  I  say,  he  made  a  dis- 
tinct charge  against  me  of  want  of 
straightforwardness — a  charge  which,  I 
think,  would  have  justified  me  if  I  had 
thought  it  worth  wnile  to  rise  to  order, 
and  ask  for  the  protection  of  the 
Chair.  He  also  compared  my  conduct 
with  that  of  the  late  Mr.  Forster 
entirely  to  my  disadvantage.  Well, 
Sir.  I  recollect  the  observations  which 
used  to  be  made  about  the  late  Mr. 
Forster,  and  I  know  very  well  that, 
though  I  have  not,  perhaps,  been 
treated  with  great  moderation  of 
criticism  by  hon.  Qentiemen,  they  have 
never  said  anything  of  me  worse  or  as 
l>ad  as  they  were  in  the  habit  of  saying 
about  Mr.  Forster  when  he  was  alive. 
It  seems  that  Mr.  Forster's  good  quali- 
ties have  been  discovered  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men subsequent  to  his  leaving  the  office 
of  Chief  Secretary,  and  I  am  not  with- 
out hope  that,  when  I  am  relieved  of  my 
present  duties,  some  traces  and  scintilla- 
tions of  merit  may  be  found  in  my  cha- 
racter even  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
With  regard  to  this  particular  charge 
made  against  me,  I  have  only  to  say 
this.  Smce  I  have  been  Chief  Secretary 
several  questions  have  been  put  to  me 
with  regard  to  alleged  secret  circulars 
issued  to  the  police.  They  were  put  to 
me  long  before  the  Tamee  case  was  ever 
thought  of,  and  I  have  invariably 
returned  to  those  questions  precisely  the 
same  answer  in  substance  which  I  re- 
turned to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  to-night.  I  would  ask  hon. 
Gentiemen  what  motive  could  I  have  in 
this  case  for  concealing  the  truth,  if  the 
truth  were  that  the  circular  had  been 
issued?  W]^  should  the  circular  not 
be  issued  ?  If  it  had  been  issued,  and 
if  I  thought  it  a  subject  which  should 
be  discussed  in  the  uouse,  I  should 
have  no  hesitation  in  avowing  it;  I 
cannot  conceive  why  the  Government,  if 
they  see  fit,  are  to  be  prevented  from 
collecting  and  arranging  information  in 
their  possession,  or  in  the  possession 
of  their  offidalsy  *' regarding  all  mem. 
bers  of  the  National  League,   and  of 


the  Land   Leagjie,  convicted  of  agra- 
rian   crime,    since    September,    1879." 
That  is  a  perfectly  legitimate  subject 
of  inquiry.   All  I  say  is,  I  am  not  going 
to  answer  in  this  House,  under  any  pro- 
vocation, questions  about  alleged  secret 
circulars  which,  if  they  exist  anywhere 
except  in  the  fertile  imagination  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,   must  have    been 
betrayed  by  a  oreach  of  confidence  on 
the  part  of  some  official.     So  much  for 
the  least  interesting  part  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech.     I  now  pass  to  the 
second  part,  which  was  in  reality  a  con- 
tinuation of   the  debate  of   yesterday 
evening,  and   a  reply  to  observations  1 
felt  it  my  duty  to  make  on  that  occasion. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  not  in  his 
place  when  I  spoke,  and  therefore  labours 
under  the  disadvantage    of  having  to 
consult   the    recollection    of    his    hon. 
Friends,    and  such  reports  of  my  ob- 
servations   as    appear    in     the    daily 
journals,   which,  if  I  recollect  rightiy, 
were    not    first- person    reports.      The 
hon.  Gentleman  was  very  indignant  with 
me  for  hurling  taunts  across  the  floor  of 
the  House  at  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
This  is  a  very  singular  observation  for 
him  to  have  made.     As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  got  up  after  the  debate  had  gone  on 
about  two  hours,  and  that  period  had 
been    occupied    not    by    me    but    by 
hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    in   hurling 
taunts  of  the  most  violent  kind  against 
the     Government.       When     a     reply 
was  attempted  by  me,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for  Cork   comes    down    and  says 
I  was  the  person  who   hurled   taunts 
across  the  floor  of  the  House.     What 
were  the  taunts  I  was  supposed  to  have 
hurled  ?    The  principle  one  was  that  I 
had  accused  hon.  Gentlemen — this  is  the 
version  given  bv  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
— of  never  having  suggested  any  solution 
of  the  difficulty  connected  with  the  con- 
gested districts  in  Ireland.  I  will  remind 
the  Hou^e  of  the  arguments  which  led 
up  to  the  statement  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  thus  paraphrased.    I  was 
made  the  object  of  certain  attacks  be*- 
cause  I  was  said  to  have  supported  the 
evictions  to  the  best  of  my  ability  which 
are  now  taking  place  in  Donegu.    The 
hon.  Member  who  dwelt  upon  this  sub- 
ject appeared  to  think,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  appears  to  think,  that  the 
pover^  of  the  tenants  of  this  district 
was  of  itself  a  sufficient  ground  for  not 
insisting  that  the  law  shomd  be  complied 
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MifU  of  hi*  Friends  have  redneed  the 
Iftiid  of  Irelaad  to  prairie  value,  land 
f<fay  l#4>  ch^^aper  there  than  it  is  now ;. 
hut,  judged  by  the  price  of  land  in 
hwwy  vAtMuity  in  Europe,  in  England, 
Mfj^/tlaud,  France,  Germany,  luJy,  or 
AuMtritt,  t)i«s  price  of  land  in  Ireland  at 
tbis  iiiottient  is  low,  and  to  be  had  in 
uitliriiititd  f^uantities. 

Mii.    PARNELL:   Not    unoccupied 
laud. 

*Mu.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  do  not 
know  of  any  difficulty  in  the  wav  of 
this  iiou.  (^tintleman  getting  what  land 
his  wauts.    It  does  not  appear  how  he 
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intends  to  cheapen   land  in   Ireland. 
Does  he  antioipate  that  when  he  is  at 
the  head  of  affairs  it  will  be  his  duty  to 
decrease  still  farther  the  price  of  land 
in  Ireland?    So    much,   Sir,   for  the 
measures  that  were  passed  into  law. 
With  regard  to  the  Bill  for  Compensa- 
tion for  Disturbance,   which  was  not 
passed  into  law,  I  do  not  wish  to  reviye 
the  controversies  which  have  gathered 
round  that  measure  ever  since  its  first 
inception.    We    know    that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  is  never 
tired  of  referring  to  the  rejection  of  that 
measure  as  the  cause  of  many  of  the 
-difficulties  which    have  since    arisen ; 
but  I  do  not  intend  to  dwell  upon  that, 
because  it  is  not  relevant  to  the  present 
controversy.    It  is  not  relevant,  because, 
if  it  had  been  passed  into  law,  whatever 
else  it  might  have  done,  it  would  not  have 
relieved  congested  districts  in  Ireland. 
If  that  Bill  would  have  done  anything, 
it  would  have  made  it  difficult  to  evict. 
Now,  eviction  may  be  right,  or  it  may 
not ;  it  mav  be  justifiable,  or  it  may  be 
unjustifiable ;  but,  at  any  rate,  no  one 
can  say  that  to  make  eviction  impossible 
for  a  limited  or  even  an  indefinite  period 
would  by  any  possibility  remove,  m  the 
filightest  degree,  the  particular  class  of 
evu    under    which  these  districts    are 
suffering.       I    have,     therefore,    gone 
through  the  four  remedies   suggested 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman — the  panacea 
which  the    hon.    Gentleman    and   his 
friends  wish  to  apply  to  Ireland.     I 
have  weighed  them  m  the  balance,  and 
they  are  all  found  wanting ;  and  I  ask 
again,  when  I  am  reproached  for  en- 
forcing the  law  in  Donegal,  what  con- 
nection has  that  with  the  chronic  evil 
of  poverty  prevailing  in  that  district? 
Sow  would  that  chronic  evil  be  dimi- 
•nished  if  all  law  was  cast  to  the  winds ; 
and  what  remedy  have  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  at  their  hand  to  apply  to  these 
distressed  parts  of  Ireland  r    The  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  it   a   shocking 
thing  that  a,  battering-ram  should   be 
usea  against  the  tenants  of  Donegal, 
because  the  tenants  are  poor.     I  do 
.not    see    that    the    two    subjects    are 
•connected.      If     hon.    Members     had 
studied  the  newspapers  in  the  month  of 
January,  they  would  have  seen  that  in 
this  very  district,  and  on  this  very  nro- 
perty  where  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
tells  us  that  the  houses  are  so  fragile 
.that  a  todch  would  knock  them  down. 


elaborate  fortifications  against  eviction 
were  erected,  and  resistance  was  carried 
on  day  after  day,  accompanied  by  attacks 
made  on  the  police  of  so  ferocious  a 
character,   that    the  officer    command- 
ing the  troops  was  more  than  once  on 
the  point  of  giving  the  order  to  fire. 
Had  he  done  so,  that  might  or  might 
not  have  been  a  source  of  gratification 
to  those  who  live  by  disorder  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  I  think  it  would  have  been  a 
tragic  and  melancholy  necessity ;  and  it 
was  because  I  desire  to  avoid  any  such 
necessity,  and  because  I  do  not  wish  the 
police  to  be  injured  or  possibly  killed  in 
the  execution  of   their  duties,  that   I 
took  the  course  I  did;    and   I   main- 
tain,  in  the  interests  of  humanity,  as 
well  as  in  the  interests  of  the  law,  that 
there  never  was  a  cpurse  more  justifiable. 
I    do  not  know  that  I  have  anything 
more  to  say,  except  with  reference  to  the 
extent     of    the     existing    distress     in 
Donegal.     The  reports  I  have  received 
on  the  subject  admit,  what  I  have  more 
than  once  stated,  that  the  potato  crop  is 
in  many  parts  a  deficient  crop.     They 
tell  me  tnat  the  oat  crop  is  a  good  crop, 
and  that  prices  for  cattle  and  produce 
have  been  good.    They  do  not  tell  me 
that  anything  of  the  character  of  famine 
is  imminent.      They  do  not  tell  me  that 
distress  has  reached  an  abnormal  point. 
The  question  is  what  ought  under  these 
circumstances   to  be  the  action  of  the 
Government.    The  hon.  Member  says 
relax  the  Poor  Law ;  give  us  a  loan  of 
money ;  give  us  seed  potatoes.     Now,  I 
frankly  admit  that  circumstances  may 
arise,  as  they  have  arisen  in  Ireland, 
when  steps  like  that  become  absolutely 
necessary.    But  I  feel  certain  that  every 
man  in  this  House  who  really  has  the 
good  of  these  poor  people  at  heart  will 
agree  with  me  tnat  the  necessity  is  from 
every  point  of  view  a  lamentable  one — 
that    the    demoralization  produced  bv 
these   gifts  is    not  conducive  to    their 
ultimate  and  permanent  prosperity,  and 
that,   however  they  may  tide  over  a  few 
months  of  exceptional  distress,  you  pay 
for  thU  temporary  relief  by  perhaps  the 
permanent  aggravation  of  the  evils  you 
wish  to  deal  with.     Therefore,  nothing 
but    the  most  overwhelming  necessity 
ought  to  make  the  Executive  revert  to 
such    measures.     It  would  be  an  eafly 
thing  for  the  Executive  to  deal  with  the 
poor  of  Donegal  by  granting  the  boon, 
and,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  nothing 
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would  be  pleasanter  to  myself.  It 
would  make  mj  path  in  this  House 
smoother  and  the  administration  of 
Donegal  easier  to  me.  But  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
will  think  over  this  matter,  not  from  a 
political  point  of  view,  but  from  the 
point  of  view  o(  permanent  benefit  to 
these  people  themselves,  will  see  that 
any  Government  which,  in  order  to  ob- 
tain any  temporary  relief  for  itself, 
passed  measures  of  this  kind  likely  to 
create  permanent  demoralization  would 
be  betraying  its  trust  and  neglecting  its 
duty.  I  can  assure  bon.  Gentlemen 
that  I  shall  keep  critical  watch  on  what 
goes  on  in  Donegal.  We  know  enough  of 
the  history  of  public  subventions,  and  I 
am  not  at  all  sure  that  the  impartial  ob- 
server of  these  eleemosynary  grants  is  not 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  they  have 
done  more  harm  than  good  in  the  long 
run.  I  will  refer  stnyone  who  chooses 
to  the  Parliamentary  papers  relating  to 
distressed  Unions  issued  by  myself  in 
1887.  The  seed  loan  is  usually  quoted  as 
showing  what  the  Irish  may  do  in 
favourable  circumstances  in  paying  back 
loans.  I  am  far  from  denying  that  in  a 
large  number  of  cases  the  loans  have 
been  paid  back  with  admirable  honesty 
and  punctuality.  But  I  believe  that 
one  of  the  defaulting  districts  was  this 
very  district  in  Donegal,  and  under  such 
circumstances  to  hastily  or  unnecessarily 
revive  a  public  subvention  which  has 
thus  once  failed  would  not  be  to  teach 
a  lesson  to  these  people  of  that  kind 
which  I  am  sure  they  ought  to  learn. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bridgeton  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  was 
subjected  to  savage  reproach  in  1883 
because  he  referred  to  the  existing  Poor 
Law  as  the  proper  method  of  averting 
the  consequences  of  poverty.  I  am  sure 
he  was  influenced  by  the  highest  sense 
of  public  duty  and  the  merits  of  the  case, 
and  I  say  that  the  relaxation  of  the  Poor 
Law  is  not  a  thing  to  be  done  by 
the  Executive  Government,  except  in 
case  of  overwhelming  necessity.  If  the 
history  of  the  Poor  Law  teaches  us  any- 
thing, it  teaches  us  this — that  the 
reckless  administration  of  it  is  more 
dangerous  than  any  act  of  tyranny 
or  oppression  ever  urged  against  the 
most  oppressive  Government  which 
ever  ruled  in  this  country.  I  hope 
the  House  will  feel  that,  while  I  am 
alive  to  all  that  is  going  on  in  Donegal, 

Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour 


I  do  not  admit,  from  the  informatiOD 
given  to  me,  that  the  diatrees  Is  of 
exceptional  magnitude,  and  I  am  sine- 
GenUemen  on  both  sides  will  sapport 
me  in  the  line  I  have  taken  up — naipelj, 
that  until  an  overwhelming  necessity  is 
demonstrated  I  should  not  be  at  liberty  tO' 
carry  into  effect  the  suggestions  made,. 
I  have  no  doubt  with  uie  best  inten- 
tions, by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oorlc. 

Sir  W.  HAEOOURT  (Derby) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  began  his  speeob 
on  the  subject  of  the  misery  of  Donegri 
by  a  sneer  at  the  cold  rhetoric  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  I  venture  to- 
think  that  the  unhappy  poor  of  Donegal 
and  the  people  of  Ireland,  and,  I  will 
say,  the  people  of  England,  will  prefer 
on  this  occasion  the  touching  appeal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  sneered  at 
by  the  Secretary  for  Ireland — 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :    I  did  not. 
sneer  at  that  part  of  his  speech,  nor  at 
any  part ;  but  when  I  was  accused  of" 
stating  what   is   false   I   thought  the- 
repartee  moderate. 

Sir  W.   HARCOURT  :    We  are  ac- 
customed— the  prisoners  in  Ireland  are* 
accustomed— to  the  moderate  repartee 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     We  now 
know  what  is  meant  by  the  moderate - 
repartee  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land.    It  means  the    placing  of   the- 
Irish  Members  and  Irish  people  under - 
lock  and  key  in  prison,  and  knocking^ 
down  the  houses  of  the  Irish  tenants. 
I  think  the  public  will  judge  of  the 
moderate  repartee.    I  think  the  appeal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  on  behalf  of 
these  unhappy  people  will  be  preferred 
to  the  passionate  invective  of  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  urged  in  defence- 
of  evictions.    Listening  to  that  speech,, 
and  looking  at  it  from  end  to  end,  I 
ask  what  is  the  policy  of  the  Gtevern- 
ment  with  reference  to  this  population 
of  Donegal  ?     What  are  they  going  to- 
do   for  it?    What  assistance  are  they 
going    to    render    to    the    population,, 
which  all  admit  is  a  most  wretched  and 
a    most    miserable    reproach    to    the 
Government?     What  is  the   policy  of 
the  Government  ?    It  is,  in  one  word,  a 
policy    of   extermination.      The    Irish 
Secretary  is  going  to  destroy  their  hovels.. 
He  has  invented  a    new    machine — a 
machine  which  he  says  is  to  be  the 
instrument  of  the  law.    It  is  not  the- 
instrument  of  the  law  but  of  the  police^ 
The  police  have  this  defensive  battering- 
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ram,  and  the  police  are  the  servante  of 
the  Ooyemment.  He  sajs  it  makes  no 
difference,  and  he  objected,  when  I  said 
that  it  made  a  difference,  that  the  people 
are  in  a  state  of  misery  and  wretched- 
ness. I  am  speaking  in  the  presence  of 
English  Gentlemen  opposite,  many  of 
whom  are  landlords.  I  ask  them  if 
they  agree  with  the  Irish  Secretary  on 
that  point?  Suppose  there  were  an 
English  village  with  a  few  wretched 
cottages  where  the  people  could  hardly 
tolerate  existence.  Would  it  make  no 
difference  to  them  if  the  persons  to  be 
evicted  were  wretched  cottiers  or  well- 
to-do  farmers  ?  In  the  one  case  I  can 
images  them  saying — *'  Here  is  a  farmer 
who  can  pay  his  rent  if  he  chooses,  and 
against  Mm  I  will  invoke  all  the  pro- 
cesses of  the  law."  But  I  know  no 
English  gentleman  who  would  say  to 
the  wretched  cottiers — **It  makes  no 
difference  to  these  poor  creatures  who 
are  just  on  the  point  of  starvation.  It 
makes  no  difference  to  them,  and,  there- 
fore, I  will  have  my  battering  ram  and 
level  their  houses  over  their  heads.'' 
That  is  the  doctrine  of  the  Irish  Secre- 
tary. It  is  nothing  to  him  that  the 
tenants  are  wretched  and  miserable. 
Eviction  was  made  for  them  ;  that  is  his 
logic. 

♦Mr.    a.   J.  BALFOUE:    That  has 
no  resemblance  to  what  I  said. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  What  is  your 
argument  ?  You  say  that  poverty  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  evictions.  I 
appeal  against  that  doctrine.  I  appeal 
to  the  people  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland.  Poverty  has  everything  to  do 
with  them,  and  that  is  why  I  uttered  an 
exclamation  of  indignation  when  I  heard 
the  language  which  came  from  the  lips 
of  the  Secretary  for  Ireland.  To  say 
that  poverty  is  no  element  will,  I  am 
sure,  shock  the  sentiment  of  every  man. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  almost 
passionate  terms,  sneered  at  the  notion 
that  a  plea  of  poverty  should  be  a  plea 
for  mercy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says — '*  These  men  do  not  pav 
their  rents ;  I  will  level  their  houses. 
That  is  his  first  moderate  repartee. 
There  has  been  harsh  treatment  enough 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  for  generations 
before.  But  it  was  left  to  the  ingenuity 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  invent  a 
new  machine  for  getting  rid  of  the 
population  of  the  congested  districts. 
That  is  the  first  policy  of  the  Govern- 


ment— to  level  the  houses  of  the  people^ 
We  have  not  yet  had  the  full  develop- 
ment of  the  ram.  What  is  the  battering 
ram  for?  Is  it  meant  to  knock  the 
people  down  ? 

*B1r.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  For  the  pro- 
tection of  the  police. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  For  the  pro- 
tection of  the  police  !     Is  it  intended  to 
knock   the   people  down  and  not  the 
houses  ?    I  have  never  before  heard  of 
a  protective  ram.     That  is  a  nice  Irish 
bull  for  an  English  Secretary  to  invent. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is,  I  believe, 
having  an  opportunity  of  ascertaining 
what  this  protective  ram  can  do.     It  has 
beirti  doing  its  work  to-day,  and  we  shall 
learn  for  what  purpose.     Eviction,  then, 
is  the  first  remedy  the  Government  mean 
to  apply,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stood  up  last  night  as  the  supporter  of 
the  evictions  which  are  now  going  on  in 
Donegal.    That  is  the  first   part  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government.     The   hon. 
Member  for  Cork  made  an  appeal  which 
might  have  touched  the  heart  even  of 
the  present  Irish   Secretary.     He  said 
that  these  people  are  in  distress  and 
misery.     Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  believe  in  their  distress. 
He  first  of  all  says  that  the  potato  crop 
is  deficient;  but  that  is  nothing;  ana 
he    simply    denies    the    distress.     Of 
course,  if  there  is  no  distress  there  is 
no  need  for  assistance.     I  have  before 
heard  this  Government  making  state- 
ments with  reference  to  the   rents  of 
Ireland.     I  heard  their  statements  in 
1886-7,  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and  •  his  colleagues    brought   forward 
measures  founded  on  their  knowledge 
of  the  condition  of  Ireland.     And  what 
happened  ?    The  Government  appointed 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  ques- 
tion, and  it  turned  out  that  the  Irish 
Members  were  perfectly  right,  for  that 
Commission  endorsed  the  accuracy   of 
their  statements,  and  showed  that  the 
statements  made  from  the  Bench  op- 
posite, on  the  faith  of  official  representa- 
tions, were  altogether  untrue.  And  that 
was  their  own  Commission.     Therefore, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,   who 
knows  nothing  about  Ireland  but  what 
is  told  him  by  his  subordinates,  maker 
statements  in  the    presence    of   Irish 
Members,  I  prefer  the  statements  of 
the    Irish     Members    to     his    official 
information,  and  I  will  assume,  there-^ 
fore,  that  there  is  distress  in  Donegal* 
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lyeliefe  the  majoritj  of  the  tenants  have 
paid  their  rents,  or  a  portion  of  them,  to 
^e  trustees  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign.   I 
ehould  like  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was    aware  of  that? 
He  spoke  of  the  tenants  as  being  so  poor 
as  not  to  be  able  to  get  a  shilling  to  pay 
their  rent.    Now,  the  rent  has  been  paid 
by  the  tenants ;  but  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  general  design,  individual  tenants 
are  sacrificed  over  and  over  again.     If 
there  is  a  policy  of  extermination,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  calls  it,  it  results 
from  the  war  initiated  by  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway.    The  evictions  are 
taking  place  not    because  the  tenants 
oannot  pay,  but  because  they  have  paid 
into  other  hands  than  those  of  the  land- 
lords, who  are  holding  the  rent  against 
the  landlords.     That  is  a  very  different 
situation  from    that    which    has  been 
depicted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.     Then   the   right    hon.  Gen- 
tleman   asks — ''What  is   this  batter- 
ing ram  designed  for  ?  "    and   ignores 
the    strong    argument    of    my     right 
hon.  Friend,  who  showed  that,  if  these 
houses  are  to   be  entered  at  all,  it  is 
far    more    humane   and     more    likely 
to  save  life  and  limb  to  use  a  ram  to 
smash  a  door  than  to  pour  boiling  water 
on  the  police.    The  right  hon,  Gentle- 
man  prefers  that  a  policeman's  head 
should  be  battered  rather  than  that  a 
door  should  be  smashed  in  by  a  batter- 
ing ram.      Hon.   Members   below  the 
Gangway  have  no  pity  whatever  for  the 
police,  whom  they  call  the  instruments 
of  the  Government.     Their  heads  may 
be  broken  as  much  as  they  like.   Indeed, 
they  hold  that  the  heads  of  the  police 
ought  to  be  broken.     [**  No  ! "]    Then 
why  encourage  the  people  to  barricade 
their  houses  and  resent  the  officers  of 
the  law  ?    If  the  police  organize  what 
is  properly  called  a  defensive  arm  as  a 
means  of    defence   against  outrageous 
proceedings     undertaken     under     the 
auspices  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  the  country 
will  judffe  whether  it  is  a  more  humane 
and  civilized  course,  when  a  house  is  to  be 
entered,  to  batter  in  a  door  than  to  allow 
a  limited  number  of  police  to  be  battered 
by  persons  in  the  house  in  defiance  of 
the  law.     I  ask  whether  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  not  shown  conclusively  that, 
if  the  Government  do  not  think  that 
hasty  steps  ought  to  be  taken  in  order 
to    supply    doles    and    charity   to  the 
people    of    Donegal,    it    is     because 


it  would  be  very  demoralizing  to 
enter  upon  such  a  course,  and 
would  only  aggravate  their  condition. 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  may 
think  honestly  that  it  is  a  wise  plan 
continually  to  give  relief  out  of  the 
Exchequer,  but  it  is  not,  and  cannot  be, 
the  opinion  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sit  on  the  Front  Bench  opposite. 
Right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  may 
agree  with  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  that  there  are  exceptional 
cases  in  which  such  relief  oiay  be  given 
and  would  be  given  by  any  Government. 
But  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  and  his  friends  know  that 
there  is  no  more  dangerous  proceeding 
than  from  time  to  time  to  assist  by  ex- 
traordinary charity.  The  distress  has  been 
wetched  by  the  Government  with  great 
anxietv,  and  will  continue  to  be  watched, 
and  if  it  be  necessary  to  afford  relief  cer- 
tainly it  will  be  our  duty  to  do  so,  but  we 
do  not  see  any  hope  of  applying  such  a 
system  of  charity  as  has  been  sugt^ested. 
I  rose  mainly  to  protest  against  the  tone 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Har- 
court),  who  accused  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
of  callousness  to  the  sufferings  of  the 
population,  which  excite  the  sympathy 
of  this  side  of  the  House  quite  as  much 
as  it  does  of  the  other  side.  We  cannot, 
however,  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
these  poor  people  are  being  made  the 
catspaw  of  the  political  aspirations  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
opposite,  and  that  those  relations  be- 
tween landord  and  tenant  which  in  this 
country  would  come  to  the  relief  of 
distress,  hon.  Members  have  done  their 
best  to  destroy. 

Mr.  WADDT  (Lincolnshire,  Brigp;) : 
I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making 
observations  on  the  tone  of  the  debate, 
although  I  cannot  help  remarking  that 
we  are  constantly  hearing  a  great  deal 
from  occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
about  the  tone  adopted  by,  and  the 
vile  intentions  and  wicked  practices  of 
Members  below  the  gangway.  The 
whole  of  the  Irish  mischief  is  con- 
stantly attributed  to  them,  and  the  ab- 
surd statement  is  repeated  so  fre- 
quently that  I  really  believe  that  those 
who  make  it  are  at  last  beginning  to 
believe  it.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  inform  the  House  that  the  evidence 
of  my  own  eyes  is  iu  direct  and  blank 
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asks  what  course  they  would  take  under 
ihe  circumstances  referred  to,  he  ought 
to  apply  to  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  from 
whom  he  might  recdve  the  latest  and 
most  perfect  intelligence,  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian.    [';  Oh ! "]    I  do  not 
think  that  I  have  said  anything  which 
can  justly  be  called  either  offensive  or 
inaccurate  in  any  particular.       If  so, 
I  should  be  only  too  ready  to  with- 
draw   it.      It   was    certainly    not  my 
intention  to  be  offensive,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  in  anything  I  have  said  I 
have  transgressed  ParTiamentary  prw- 
tice  and  manners  m  every  respect.   \An 
ironical  cheer  from  Mr.  ffladetone.']    I  am 
Tery  glad  to  hear  it.    I  remember  it 
was  said  by  the  Member  for  East  Mavo, 
in  one  of  our  debates  not  long  ago,  that 
such  agitation  as  is  occurring  in  Ireland 
would  be  impossible  here.    That  is  true 
at  present  no  doubt,  because  the  same 
means  are  not  taken  in  England  to  create 
agitation  as  are  pursued  in  Ireland.   But 
I  maintain  that  if  the  same  means  were 
taken,  there  would  be  no  great  difficulty 
in  getting  up  agitation  against  landlords 
upon  the    estates  either  of  the  right 
hon.     Gentleman    or    any    one    eke. 
That    is    why    these   attacks  on  Irish 
landlords   are  unjust  and  ungenerous 
in     the     highest    degree.     When    the 
:hon.    Member  for  the   Brigg  Division 
of   Lincolnshire    (Mr.   Waddy)    spoke 
of    the    battering    ram     being     used 
because  the  houses  are   not  the  land- 
lords' property  he  was  incorrect  in  his 
statement,  because,  when  the  stage  for 
eviction  has  been  reached,  the  House, 
as  I  understand  the  law,  is  the  property 
of  the  landlord.     Whether  the  law  is 
right  or  wrong  I  am  not  arguing,  but 
that  is  a  conclusive  answer  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman.     Turning, 
however,  to    more  prosaic  matter,    my 
right  hon.   Friend,  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.    H.  Smith)   the  other 
day  stated  that  the   Government  pro- 
posed to   ask  the  Royal   Agricultural 
Society  to  appoint  some  person  or  per- 
sons to  proceed  to  Holland  in  order  to 
inquire  and   ascertain   whether,  under 
all    the  circumstances,  it  was    safe  to 
import    animals    into    the    interior  of 
this    country     from    the     Netherlands 
at    the    present     time     without     being 
subject   to    slaughter    or    quarantine. 
^Weil,  Sir,  I  have  only  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  can  give  us 
any  further  information  on  this  point — 

Mr.  Chaplin 


that  is  to  say,  whether  the  Boyal  Agn- 
cultural  Sodety  have  agreed  to  eend 
somebody,  and,  if  so,  who  haa  been 
appointed.  I  also  denre  to  know  whetihsr 
we  are  riffht  in  understanding  {hat  until 
the  inquiry  has  been  made,  and  the 
report  has  been  received,  the  Order  in 
Council  will  not  be  allowed  to  come  into 
operation.  If  the  right  hen.  GFenfle- 
man  can  g^ve  me  an  assurance  on  that 
point  it  ^1  be  a  matter  of  great  satis- 
faction to  the  agricultural  commnnity 
throughout  the  country. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  Weat)  :^  I 
will  not  trouble  the  House  bv  referring 
to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  describes  as  *'  prosaic," 
but  I  will  allude  to  the  earlier  part  of 
his  speech,  which  I  suppose  he  would 
describe  as  "  poetic."  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  proved  on  this  ocea- 
sion  that,  as  usual,  he  is  much  more 
courageous  than  discreet;  for,  as  a 
Gentleman  of  considerable  experienoe 
and  undoubted  maturity,  he  posseaaes 
a  considerable  share  of  the  rashnesa  of 
youth.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  done  better  had  he  avoided 
the  topic  of  the  Special  Commission^ 
because,  so  far  as  it  has  proceeded,  the 
Commission  has  uneartheo,  to  the  con- 
demnation of  the  world,  the  foulest  plot 
that  was  ever  directed  against  the 
character  of  public  men,  or  the  hopes  of 
a  nation.  It  is  idle  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  sav  that  he  is  satisfied 
with  the  result  of  the  Commission. 

*Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Then  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  satisfied  with  the  result 
of  the  Commission  ? 

«Mb.  CHAPLIN:  I  beg  to  explain. 
I  carefully  abstained  from  expressing 
any  opinion  as  to  the  proceedings  before 
the  Commission,  because,  as  I  said,  I 
regarded  the  debates  that  had  taken 
place  with  regard  to  it  as  indecent  and 
irregular. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Then,  in  that  case, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  the  con- 
spicuous, b.ut  undesirable,  position  of 
Satan  reproving  ein ;  for  he  takea 
advantage  of  a  speech  which  has  been 
delivered  to  the  House  on  the  subject 
for  the  purpose  of  making  an  elaborate 
retort.    The  fact  is  that  the  forced  letters 

have  been  the  very  bread  of  life  to  the 
Tory  party  for  the  past  two  years,  and 

they  had  flourished  those  letters  upon 

every  hustings  in  England,  and  there 
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are  many  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  oppo- 
site bendbies  who  may  be  said  to  nave 
been  returned  here  with  the  writ  in  one 
hand  and  the  forged  letters  in  the  other. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  had  the 
courage  and  audacity  to  ask  the  Liberal 
Party  what  they  have  done  for  Ireland, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  he  gave  the 
House  an  idea  of  the  code  of  ethics 
which  govern  his  own  mind  when  he 
said  that  a  house  which  a  tenant  has 
raised  up  by  his  own  capital  and  labour 
becomes  the  property  of  the  landlord 
upon  his  eviction.  It  would  be  more 
just  to  say  that  if  the  rip;ht  hon. 
Gentleman  had  run  a  horse  m  a  race 
and  had  lost,  that  that  horse  became 
the  property  of  the  winner. 
♦Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Allow  me  to  explain. 
I  cannot  believe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  intentionally  misrepre- 
senting me.  What  I  said  was  that  the 
law,  whether  it  be  right  or  wrong — on 
which  I  did  not  express  any  opinion— 
makes  the  house,  under  those  circum- 
stances, the  property  of  the  landlord. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Yes,  the  law  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  helped 
to  make;  the  law  for  the  iniquity  of 
which  himself  and  his  Party  are 
responsible,  and  every  step  to  remedy 
which  has  been  persistently  and  obsti- 
nately impeded  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  friends.  I  ask,  how 
dare  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ask  the 
Liberal  Party  what  they  have  done  for 
Ireland?  Does  he  think  that  the 
memory  of  the  past  is  obliterated  and 
blotted  out?  Does  he  think  that  we 
know  nothing  of  what  has  happened  in 
Ireland  since  1870?  I  know  very  well 
that  perception  is  not  a  prominent 
quality  in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  but  there  seems  to  be  no 
limit  to  his  irresponsible  and  irrational 
daring.  He  asxs  the  Liberal  Party, 
forsooth,  what  they  have  done  for  Ire- 
land. Why,  Sir,  I  wonder  how  it  is 
possible  for  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  to  listen  to  this  in  mere 
silent  indignation.  If  the  riffht  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  has  failed  to  remedy  the 
agrarian  situation  in  Ireland  so  as  to 
meet  rach  crises  as  this,  it  is  due  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Skaford  and  his  associates  on  those 
benches,  and  his  confederates  in  the 
House  of  Lords.    Does  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  forget  all  that  has  been  done 
by  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  ?  Does  he  forget  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  introduced  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  giving  compen- 
sation for  disturbance?  Well,  what 
happened  to  that  Bill,  which  would  have 
met  the  case  of  many  of  the  tenants 
whose  position  called  for  such  a  remedy  T 
That  Bill  passed  this  House  in  the  face 
of  the  vehement  and  persistent  obstruc- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site ;  but  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  by  an 
effort  for  which  the  Irish  people  will 
ever  be  grateful,  passed  that  measure 
for  the  relief  of  the  small  tenants 
through  this  House,  it  was  defeated  by 
the  associates  of  the  right,  hon  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sleaford  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
passed  a  Bill  which  saved  the  homes  of 
tens  of  thousands  of  poor  tenants  on 
whose  behalf  we  plead  to-day.  He  passed 
the  Act  of  1870  and  the  Act  of  1881 ; 
and  if  those  two  Acts  have  not  been 
— and  they  have  not  been — a  complete 
and  genuine  protection  for  the  tenants 
of  Ireland,  the  defect  is  due,  not  to  any 
fault  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  MioLothian^ 
but  to  the  persistent  efforts  of  the 
Member  for  Sieaford  and  his  friends  to 
mutilate  those  measures,  and  render 
them  less  useful  for  the  purposes  they 
were  intended  to  subserve.  Within  the 
limits  of  Parliamentary  experience,  it  is 
impossible  to  cite  an  example  of  more 
measureless  audacity  than  that  displayed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to-night  in 
daring  to  rise  up  in  this  House,  and 
question  the  Liberal  Party  as  to  their 
efforts  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  tenants.. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  on  this,  as 
on  many  former  occasions,  constituted 
himself  the  Censor  of  Debate,  for 
which  position  no  man  in  this  House  is 
by  temper  and  disposition  worse  fitted  ; 
for  he  invariably  succeeds  in  lowering 
the  tone  of  the  Debate.  But  there  is 
one  sentence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  which  I  agree.  He  said ''  the 
country  will  judge."  Yes,  Sir,  the 
country  will  judee,  and  the  country  is 
waiting  for  the  chance  of  judging.  We 
are  wming  to  challenge  you  at  this 
moment  to  proceed  to  a  General  Elec- 
tion.   I  should  like  to  bear  the  hon^ 
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Gentleman  who  sneers  at  this  say  what 
was  his  majoritj  at  the  last  election. 
We,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  call  on 
you  to  go  to  a  General  Election.    Who 
is  it    that  fears  the  judgment  of  the 
country?     It  is  the  Government  who 
are  afraid  to  face  the  verdict  of  the 
<€ountry.     It  has   heen  said   that  this 
Parliament  will  continue  until  1893,  and 
that  nothing  will  induce  the  Party  in 
power  to  appeal  to  the  country,  unless 
it  be  a  hostile  vote  of  the  House.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  can  argue  pleasantly — 
such  are  his  disposition  and  nature — 
over  the  woes  of  others ;   but,  in  this 
case,  he  is  speaking  of  what  he  does 
not    understand.      He    has     referred 
to  the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  Donegal. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know 
what  has  been  the  action  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  ?   Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man deny  that  on  57  estates  in  Ireland 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  resulted,  in 
settlements  under  which  the  landlords 
have    conceded    the    demands    of   the 
tenants  ?    The  moneys  are  lodged  in  a 
Trust  Fund,  and  the  moment  that  the 
landlord  is  willing  to  agree  to  the  settle- 
ment, every  penny  of  the  money  lodged  in 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  will  be  ready  and 
at  his  disposal.    Is  it  not  disgraceful, 
is  it  not  painful  that  Irish  Members, 
acquainted   with   the   affairs   of   their 
country,  should  have  to  listen  to  such  a 
speech  as  that  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  inspired  by  contempt  for  the 
Irish  Members  and  for  the  sufferings  of 
their  race,  and  marked  at  every  point  by 
the  most  absurd  ignorance  of  the  state 
of  affairs  in  Ireland?    What  does  the 
'Chancellor    of  the    Exchequer    know 
about  these  poor  people  in  Donegal? 
Irish  Members  around  me  will  confirm 
me  when  I  say  that  this  district  was 
naturally  rock,  mountain,  and  marsh; 
the  Ordinance  survey  and  valuation  of 
Ireland  will  confirm  me;  it  was  not 
worth  sixpence  an  acre;    it    was  not 
worth  a  penny  until  these  poor  squatters 
camp^upon  it.    The  value  of  the  land  is 
due  to  them.    Thev  carried  soil  upon 
their   back  from  the  valley  and  tney 
brought  seaweed  from  the  strand  to  im- 
prove the  land;  and  when  the  Chan- 
cellor   of   the  Exchequer   speaks  elo- 
quently of  the  Irish  landlords,  does  he 
think  mat  we  are  ignorant  of  how  these 
men  have  laboured  to  make  the  soil,  and 
^ot  only  they  but  their  fathers  before 
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them  ?    The  experience  of  the  Donegal 
district  may  be  described  in  this  way  — 
that  land,  naturally  worth  nothing,  was 
made  worth   something   by  the  penal 
servitude  of  the  tenants.    They  made 
it  worth  something  while  the  landlord, 
if  I  might  borrow  a  phrase  from  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  critically 
watched  from  his  chateau,  or  his  club  in 
London,  until  he  saw  the  soil  spread 
up  the  moimtain  side  and  over  the  rock, 
and  then  he  raised  the  rent  from  6d.  to 
Is.,  from  Is.  to  5s.,  and  even  10s.  an 
acre.    And  after  this  revolting  plunder, 
sanctified,  I  suppose,  by  law,  carried  on 
for  years,  ana,  in  some  cases,  genera* 
tions,   the  right   hon.   Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stands  up 
at  the  Table  and  tells  us  that  the  rent 
in  this  case  is  an  insignificant  considera- 
tion.   Little  he  knows  how  these  people 
live,    and  how    little     they   can    live 
upon.    Little  he  knows  that  the  father 
leaves    for    the    harvest  in    England^ 
and  that  the  whole  family  live  meagrely 
that    he    may    be    able    to   use   his 
wages     thus    earned    to    satisfy    the 
landlord.    I  know  of    a    family    who 
depend  for  sustenance  upon  the  enters 
prise  of  a  poor  girl,  the  daughter  of  the 
house,  who,  after  buying  thread,  makes 
a  pair  of  socks,  and  then,  with  bare 
feet,  travels  along  the  road  to  sell  these 
socks  for  twopence.    That  is  the  way 
they  live,  and  yet  the  rent  of  a  shilling 
a- week  is  described  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  insignificant.   Why,  these 
poor  'people  live,  many  of  them,  on  a 
shilling  a-week.    Had  they  lived  under 
an*  equitable  rent  for  10  years,  they 
would  have  been  able  to  have  put  by 
the  difference  between  that  and  the 
rack-rent,  and  would  not  to-day  have 
been  compelled  to  live  on  Indian  meaL 
They  would  have  been  able  to  have 
satisfied  the  primitive  wants  belonging 
to  a  way  of  life  undisooverable  by  a 
gentleman    with    £18,000    a-year    of 
private  income  and  £4,000  a-year  of 
salary.     Now,    Sir,    the    riffht    him. 
Gentleman   (Mr.    Balfour)    nas    said 
that   he    would   orltically    wi^oh  the 
case.    I  think  it  is  a  revolting  phrase, 
but   I    think   it   is   one   whien  verf 
well    tests    his    method    of    regard- 
ing   Ireland.     Does    he    know    that 
seedioff  time  has  come ;  does  he  know 
that  the  fate  of  these  people  must  be 
settled  in  a  fortnight  or  a  aumth  ?    Hie 
right  hon:  Gentleman  will  stand  oriti- 
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callj  by,  lie  will  analyze  their  suffer- 
ings, be  will  watch  Uiem  in  the  ex- 
tremity of  their  despair  and  of  their 
liuneer,  and  by  the  time  his  critical 
mind  has  come  to  a  conclusion  he  will 
find  that  their  homes  have  been  levelled 
by  his  spiked  battering  ram — 15ft.  long, 
bought  with  Imperial  money,  hung 
upon  chains,  and  surrounded  by  armour, 
made  to  ram  horizontally  in  defence. 
And  when  their  homes  hare  been 
levelled  by  the  battering  ram,  these 
people  will  be  turned  out  to  starve  by 
the  roadside,  or  drift  into  the  work- 
house. That  will  be  the  result  of  the  criti- 
cal examination  of  the  Minister.  What 
information  can  he  give  us?  What 
Reports  has  he  received  ?  If  he  has  got 
any  Report,  will  he  lay  it  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  ?  We  know  the  facts  of 
the  situation.  People  have  been  eating 
meal  since  last  September,  and  the 
potato  crop  at  that  time  was  a  quarter  of 
the  average  crop.  Does  he  consider  what 
that  means?  The  credit  of  the  tenant 
is  gone.  The  encouragement  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  the  landlords 
to  proceed  to  evictions  has  destroyed  the 
oredit  of  the  tenants.  They  are  eating 
seed  potatoes  in  many  instances.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  has 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  will  provide  some  seed 
potatoes  for  this  season.  He  has  replied 
that  he  will  give  the  matter  his  oritioal 
observation.  Seed  potatoes  in  Donegal 
are  6d.  a  stone — which  is  famine  price— 
or  more  than  100  per  cent  in  excess  of 
the  market  price,  2^d.  It  means  that 
seed  potatoes  are  not  in  the  market  at 
all,  that  they  have  been  eaten,  and  that 
the  people  have  absolutely  no  seed 
potatoes.  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  fi^ve  U8  some  assuranoe 
upon  this  subject  before  the  debate  con- 
cludes. Unless  the  people  are  provided 
with  the  means  to  seed  their  ffiound, 
tmdoubtedly  there  will  be  deau  from 
famine,  and  there  will  be  a  state  of 
affairs  whioh  will  cast  disgrace  upon  the 
British  Gbvemment,  and  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  has  any 
human  feeling,  oould  not  look  upon  with 
equanimity.  There  is  a  golf  between 
the  right  hon«  Gentleman  and  the  late 
Mr.  Forster.  Mr.  Forster,  when  he 
adopted  a  pcdicy  whioh  was  considered 
<:rael,  feU  nimself  under  the  necessity 
of  parsoiag  it|  but  I  think  Mr.  Forster 
pursued  tluit  policy  reluctantly,  and  I 


have  no  doubt  he  never  ceased  to  be  a 
man  of  humane  instinct.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  on  the  other  hand  is  a  cold 
and  deliberate  inciter  to  cruelty. 
Another  thing  I  will  say  of  Mr.  Forster, 
that  when  you  asked  him  a  plain 
question  he  gave  you  a  straight  6m.swer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  that 
other  Chief  Secretaries  have  been  worse 
treated  than  he.  I  do  not  think  we 
could  have  another  Chief  Secretary 
whose  character  would  display  so  revolt* 
ing  a  combination.  I  call  it  a  most 
revolting  combination  of  human  cha- 
racter to  find  the  minimum  of  frankness 
associated  with  the  maximum  of  cruelty. 
I  should  like  for  a  moment  to  test  the 
question  of  frankness.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  asked  to- day  with 
reference  to  the  issue  of  a  secret  circular, 
about  a  month  lifter  the  meeting 
of  the  Special  Commission.  The  Chief 
Secretary  has  two  ways  of  dealing  with 
Irish  affairs— either  he  point  blank 
refuses  to  answer,  or  he  gives  an  answer 
which  is  worse  than  misleading. 
He  boldly  refused  to  answer  to-day  the 
allegation  about  the  circular.  Now,  I 
have  the  text  of  it  before  me.  This  cir- 
cular was  issued  last  November,  when 
the  Commission  Court  sat.  It  is  headed 
"Very  Secret;  Agrarian  Crime."  It 
is  unfortunate  for  the  British  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  that  under  the  present 
system,  even  that  which  is  very  secret 
immediately  becomes  public.  This  cir- 
cular is  not  simply  "  private  "  or  "  con- 
fidential," it  is  very  secret,  and  has  con- 
sequently come  into  our  hands.  It  is 
from  Dublin  Castle  to  the  police — 

*'  Very  secret !  Agrarian  crime !  Please  let 
me  have  as  soon  as  you  can  the  particulars 
asked  for  on  the  opposite  margin  regarding^  all 
Leaguers  convicted  of  agrarian  crime  since 
September,  1879.  Of  course  <  Leaguers '  include 
members  of  the  Land  League  as  well  as  of  the 
National  Lefl^e.  Be  very  discreet  in  collecting 
this  information.  From  the  local  knowledge  ox 
the  poHoe  no  difficulty  is  apprehended  in  the 
perrormance  of  this  duty,  (a)  Where  tried  and 
offence:  (b)  names  of  persons,  addresses,  and 
witnesses  generally,  and  what  each  can  prove ; 
(o)  names  and  present  addresses  of  persons  who 
rtksx  produce  records  of  each  conviction  as 
entered;  (d)  remarks,  showing  nature  of  evi- 
denoe  given,  and  any  point  of  interest  showing 
connection  between  Latgue  and  offences." 

That  is  the  circular  issued  by  the  Go- 
vernment, which  declared  its  determina« 
tion  to  stand  impartially  between  the 
parties.  Would  any  honest  man — ^I  will 
not  say  Ohi^  Secretary — desire  to  bring 
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into  Court  a  case  which  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  submit  to  the  test  of  cross- 
examination  ?  How  were  we  to  be 
prepared  with  the  material  for  cross- 
examination  when  we  were  unaware 
that  this  circular  had  been  issued? 
Although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refused  to  answer,  we  know  that 
his  refusal  was  simply  an  admis- 
sion of  the  existence  of  the  circular. 
We  can  all  appreciate  the  advantage  it 
would  have  been  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
if  he  could  have  said,  **  No  such  cir- 
cular has  been  issued."  Why,  he  would 
have  bounded  to  the  Table  if  he  could 
have  made  such  a  declaration.  He 
could  not  do  so ;  two  things  restrained 
him — a  desire  to  keep  within  the  lines 
of  truth,  and  the  second,  a  more  bind- 
ing, restraining  influence,  I  imagine, 
was  the  knowledge  that  we  had  a  copy 
of  the  circular  in  oar  hands.  Now,  I 
say,  quoting  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, **  the  country  will  judge."  A 
Special  Commission  was  given  to  us  to 
enable  us  to  clear  our  character.  The 
Government  were  most  anxious  that  we 
should  clear  our  character.  They  loved 
us  more  than  brothers;  they  desired 
that  we  should  prove  ourselves  worthy 
of  retaining  our  places  in  this  Imperial 
Assembly,  and,  prompted  by  that  desire, 
they  directed  the  police  to  set  about  col- 
lecting not  merely  evidence,  but  rumour. 
Why,  we  had  the  result  offered  to  the 
three  Judges  who  form  the  Special 
Commission  in  the  very  form  of  this 
special  circular.  A  District  Inspector 
had  a  Eeturn  in  the  form  of  this  cir- 
cular ;  but  the  Judges  refused  to  receive 
it,  and  the  Court  was  plunged  into  in- 
extinguishable laughter  when  the  Dis- 
trict Inspector  was  found  to  have 
included  in  his  Eeturn  of  reasons  why 
Irish  Members  should  be  expelled  from 
this  House — perhaps  for  disfranchising 
Ireland — that  in  one  case  a  Land 
Leaguer  was  alleged  to  be  reasonably 
suspected  of  having  been  g^lty  of 
"furious  driving."  Yes;  the  country 
will  judge  as  to  this  CiroiUar,  and  as  to 
the  methods  adopted  by  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment to  assist  us  in  the  endeavour 
to  clear  our  character  in  this  inquiry, 
and  as  to  the  sincerity  and  firankness  of 
the  Chief  Secretary.  It  is  too  late  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  pretend  that  we 
never  made  propoisals  for  an  alteration  of 
the  condition  of  things  in  D<megal.  The 
poor  tenants  of  the  district  stood  on  a 
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special  footing  and  must  be  dealt  with, 
in  a  special  manner,  and  if  we  were  rei- 
sponsible  do  not  doubt  but  we  should! 
deal  with  the  case  promptly.  We  have 
made  many  proposals,  m  the  form  of 
compensation  for  disturbance,  for  deal- 
ing with  arrears  and  on  the  direction  oft 
migration.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  kindly 
and  compassionably  assented  to  our 
proposal  m  the  Bill  of  1882,  and  those 
proposals  have  been  effectual  in  savins;^ 
these  poor  people  in  their  homes,  rt 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  are  so  ready  to  deride  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sleaford  (Mr.  Chaplin)  and  others^ 
had  urji:ed  upon  their  Government  the 
concession  in  the  legislation  of  1887, 
of  our  demand  for  providing  for 
arrears,  and  a  provision  similar  to  that 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  agreed  to  in  1 882,  the  distress 
we  lament  and  deplore  to-day  in  Donegal 
would  not  have  arisen.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  proposed  a  system 
of  migration.  The  Chief  Secretory  says 
it  is  easy  to  g^t  land.  My  hon.  Friend 
when  defeated  in  his  efforts  to  embark 
upon  legislation  attempted  by  other 
means  to  effect  his  object  and  carry  out 
migration  for  the  relief  of  the  crowded 
districts,  but  he  was  boycotted  by  the 
landlords  ;  he  could  not  get  land  at  less 
than  25  years'  purchase.  If  be  could 
have  got  it  at  20  years'  purchase,  if  he 
could  have  obtained  it  on  any  terms 
that  would  not  have  meant  a  material 
loss,  he  would  have  bought  it,  and  the 
question  would  have  been  disposed  of. 
The  Chief  Secretary,  who  has  done 
nothing  to  assist  in  a  solution  of  the 
difficulty,  savs  you  can  get  land  cheap, 
and  I  tell  him  you  cannot.  There  is 
this  special  feature  attached  to  Aese 
Donegal  holdings  that  whatever  value 
they  have  belongs  to  the  tenants,  and  the 
landlord  has  no  right  to  rent  for  such. 
The  tenants  cannot  pay  rent  from  the 
produce  of  the  land,  they  come  over  to 
England  every  year,  they  labour  in  the 
harvest  fields  here,  they  carry  home 
the  bulk  of  the  wages  tibeylbns  eam^ 
and  out  of  this  they  pay  the  landlord's 
rent.  When  the  Chief  Secretary  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exoh^net  speitk 
of  the  English  labourer  and  Us  allot- 
ment, they  simply  display  Aeir  ignor^ 
anoei  for  th^  is  no  analogy  in  the  eases^ 
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Is  it  the  case  that  an  English  labourer 
l)aildB    his   own  house  and  fives   his 
allotment  whatever  value  it  has?     A 
'<K>mparison  in  cases  fundamentally  dis- 
tinct is  fallacious,  and   tends  only  to 
mislead.     Does  the  House  know  what 
tKxnirred  in  Donegal  yesterday  ?    There 
were    seven  evictions  carried  out,   the 
'battering  ram  standing  by  in  a  position 
of    self-defence,    and   in    these    seven 
houses  there  was  not  foimd  one  potato 
or  other  food.    I  challenge  contradiction 
to  my  statement.    In  one  house  broken 
into  was  a  woman  with  a  babe  on  her 
breast;  her  husband  was  absent.    The 
£rst  emergency  man  who  entered  after 
ihe  door  was  burst,  without  warrant, 
:gave  the  woman  a  violent  push.     The 
poor  woman  holding  her  babe  with  one 
arm  stooped  to  seize  a  stool,  and  another 
emergency  man  gave  her  a  blow  on  the 
face  with  his  clenched  fist,  blood  spurt- 
ing out  from  the  force   of  the   blow. 
Here  was  a  poor  woman,  her  husband 
"being  absent,  trying  to  defend  her  house 
■against  the  brutal  wretches  who   were 
executing  a  brutal  law.     She  had  not  in 
the  house  a  single    potato  or  item  of 
food      whatever.         With      the       aid 
of      the    battering      ram      the     pro- 
ceedings   were    carried    out    in    pur- 
suance   of   what    has   at    other  times 
been  described  as  a  policy  of  concilia- 
tion.    I  press  for  a  reply  before  this 
debate  closes.     Will  notlung  be  done 
by  special  grant  of  out- door  relief,  by 
provision  oi  seed  for  the  tilling  of  the 
farms  for  the  present  year,  to  save  these 
people  from  starvation?    What  is  the 
use  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site standing  upon  the  abstract  letter  of 
ihe  law  ?    What    has  been  done  has 
been  a  direct  incitement  to  landlords  to 
«vict.    The  Government    have  incited 
the  landlord  not  to  come  to  a  settlement 
with  his  tenants,  for  they  have  taken 
away  from  the  tenants  their  guardian, 
their  benefactor,  their  protector,  their 
banker— Father  MTadden.    The  right 
hon.   Gentleman  will  not   discuss  the 
arrest  of  Father  M'Fadden.     Does  he 
forget  the  case  in  which,  the  Attorney 
Oeneral    having   declined    to    proceed 
against  a  policeman  who  was  accused 
on  the  finding  of  a  coroner's  jury  of 
having  killed  a  man  at  Middleton,  the 
Ohief   Baron  called    attention    to  the 
failure  of  justice,  and  in  the  interests 
of  justice  *the  Attorney  General  was 
compelled  to  proceed  before  a  magis- 
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trate?    It  is  a  question,  in  the  case  of 
Father  M'Fadden,  of  the  exercise  of  the 
functions  of  the  Attorney  General.  What 
is  he  about  to  do  ?    We  have  a  right  to 
know.    The    materials  have  been  for 
many  days  before  him ;  is  he  going  to 
institute  a  prosecution    or    not?    The 
imprisonment    of     Father    M'Fadden 
means  that  the  case  of  the  other  per- 
sons is  prejudiced  by  the  closing  of  the 
mouth  of  their  principal  witness.     It 
means  that  the  accused  can  make  no 
adequate    arrangements    for   their   de- 
fence.    It  means  there  is  no  one  to  look 
after  these  poor  starving  women  and 
children,  no  one  to  assist  the  tenants  by 
endeavouring  to  promote  a  settlement 
with  the  landlord,  should  he  be  willing 
to  come  to  terms.     By  your  method  of 
arresting  Father  M'Fadden  you   have 
done  more  than,  in  my  memory,   has 
ever  been  done  by  any  Government  to 
plunge  the  district  into  confusion  and 
despair,  to  bring  about  breach  of  the 
law  and  peril  to  life  and  property.     The 
police  were  planted  about  the   church 
from  an  early  hour.     The  warrant  for 
arrest     had    been    held    for    several 
days    and     no     attempt    was     made 
to     execute     it — it     was     held     over 
while  Father  MTadden  went  about  the 
parish  on  his  parochial  duties.     Why, 
if,  as  the  Chief  Secretary  says,  you  are 
anxious  that  arrests  should  be  made  in 
a  manner  and  at  a  time  when  they  are 
likely  to  cause  the  least  disturbance, 
did  the  police  wait    until    the  people 
were  assembled  on  a  Sunday  morning  ? 
The  police  were  there  100  strong  from 
7  in  the  morning,   why   did  they  not 
effect    the    arrest    at    an    early  hour? 
They  waited  until  he  passed  into  church 
and    until    Divine    Service    was   over. 
Perhaps  the  House  is  not  aware  that  on 
that  day  Father  M'Fadden,  with   the 
near    prospect    of     his    own    arrest, 
addressed  the  people  from  the  steps  of 
the  altar  with  as  powerful  an  address 
in  the   interest  of  peace  and   on  the 
duties  of  self-denial,  forbearance,  and 
Christian   church.     Divine  Service  be- 
ing  over,    Father    MTadden    walked 
out,  wearing  his  soutane  and  biretta, 
and  carrying  his  breviary  in  his  hand. 
Outside  the  door  the  people  were  col- 
lected, and  the  authorities  could  not  have 
chosen  a  psychological  moment  more 
likely  to    provoke    a   riot.      Inspector 
Martin,  whose  traeic  death  no  man  can 
deplore  more  deeply  than  my  colleagues 
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seaweed,  and  the  other  a«  to  domiGOiaiy 
Tints  made  by  the  police  to  make 
arrests  or  collect  informatioiL  I  merely 
wish  to  remind  the  Honse  that  both 
these  allegations  were  made  the  sabject- 
matter  of  distinct  questions  in  the 
House,  and  both  questions  were  answered 
by  my  right  hon«  Friend  or  myself 
upon  information  we  obtained.  That 
information  satisfied  us,  and  upon  it  we 
founded  our  statements  that,  in  sub- 
stance, the  allegations  were  in  their 
main  features  without  foundation. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  repeat  the  state- 
ments deliberately  and  emphatically, 
and  I  challenge  inquiry. 

«Mr.  MADDEN:  The  statements 
baring  been  embodied  in  questions  and 
put  on  the  Paper  in  the  ordinary  way, 
inquiry  was  made,  and  we  gave  the  re- 
sult. Inquiry  was  made  through  the 
usual  sources  for  obtaining  infor- 
mation, and  everyone  must  recognize 
that  it  is  the  only  way  by  which 
a  Member  of  the  Government, 
whether  it  is  the  Home  Secretary 
as  representing  the  English  Govern- 
ment, or  the  Chief  Secretary  as  repre- 
senting the  Irish  Government,  can,  when 
questions  are  asked,  procure  the  neces- 
sary information  to  answer  them.  I  do 
not  ask  the  House  to  judge  as  between 
the  statements  in  the  questions  and  the 
answers  given ;  but  when  those  state- 
ments are  repeated,  as  they  have  been, 
let  the  House  remember  that  when 
those  statements  were  made  previously 
the  information  we  obtained,  in  the  only 
way  in  which  we  could  obtain  it,  was 
in  contradiction  of  those  statements. 
Another  reference  was  that  in  relation  to 
what  occurred  after  the  Middleton  in- 
quest, and  it  is  my  duty  to  refer  to  this,  as 
tne  right  hon.  Gentleman  cast  a  distinct 
slur  OD  my  learned  colleague  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland's  conduct  in  the 
matter.  The  allegation  was  that  the 
Attorney  General  was  to  blame  in  not 
putting  a  person  on  his  trial  in  conse- 
quence of  the  result  of  a  Coroner's  in- 
quisition, and  it  was  suggested  that  the 
course  taken  by  the  Attorney  General 
met  wiUi  the  aisapproval  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron.  I  say  distinctly,  without 
wearying  the  House  by  going  into  details, 
the  course  taken  by  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral in  refraining  from  putting  the  man 
on  his  triid  on  the  Coroner's  inquisition 
was  in  accordance  with  the  practice 
which  prevails  both  in  this  country  and 
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in  Ireland.  He  took  a  oovme  whidi 
met  with  the  entire  approval  of  the 
Chief  Baron — ^namely,  that  of  having  a 
magisterial  inquiry  into  the  facts  of  the 
case,  with  the  result  whidi  is  known  to 
the  House.  The  Lord  Chief  Baron  at 
no  time  animadverted  on  the  &ct  that 
the  man  was  not  put  on  his  trial  upon 
the  inquisition  of  the-  Coroner's  joxy, 
and  that  was  in  acoordanoe  with  the 
practiee  his  predecessors  had  followed, 
and  whidi  is  followed  in  England. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  did  not  saj  any- 
thing about  the  approval  or  disapproval 
of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron. 
*Mr.  madden  :  The  action  of  the  At- 
tomey  General  for  Ireland  was  in  no  way 
the  result  of  the  debates  in  this  HoosOy 
neither  has  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  at  any 
time  animadverted  on  the  fact  that  the 
man  was  not  put  on  the  trial  on  the 
inquisition  of  the  coroner's  jury.  I 
must  repeat  that  the  course  taken  by 
the  Attorney  General  in  this  case  was 
the  usual  course.  But  I  have  simply 
risen  to  explain  to  the  House,  in  regfurd 
to  the  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sexton)  in  which 
he  challenged  me  to  meet  certain 
charge,  that,  having  reg^ard  to  the  dr- 
cumstances  of  the  case,  the  matter  is  one 
which  cannot  possibly  be  discussed  in 
the  House  at  this  moment. 

CoLoiTEL  NOLAN  (Galway) :  I  should 
like  to  brine  the  discussion  back  to 
what,  I  think,  is  the  most  important 
point  of  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  and  which 
to  a  great  extent  has  been  lost  sight  of. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  specially 
warned  the  Chief  Secretary  that  there 
is  very  great  distress  in  the  districted 
and  has  implored  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  make  some  provision  to  meet  it. 
I  think  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Poor  Law  Authority  in  the  district  to 
find  funds  to  afford  adequate  relief^ 
and  therefore  it  is  imperative  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  should  afford  relief. 
The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  has  said  that 
for  the  (Government  to  afford  relief  would 
amount  to  an  encouragement  to  what 
he  called  the  congested  distriote.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  have 
lost  sieht  of  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
multiplying  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  The 
marriage  and  birth  rate  there  is  only 
about  half  whit  it  is  in  England ;  indeed, 
there  is  no  possibility  of  we  population 
increasing.    A  second  reason  which  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  gives  is  that  the 
original  seed  rate  has  not  been  paid. 
But  of  the  £700,000  94  per  cent  has 
been  repaid,  and  it  is  only  in  the  ez- 
oeptionaily  poor  districts  where  the 
money  has  not  been  repaid. 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE;  I  said  the 
seed  rate  has  been  exceedingly  well 
paid,  compared  with  other  Irish  loans, 
out  that  it  has  not  been  particularly 
well  paid  in  that  part  of  Donegal. 

CoLONBL  NOLAN :  Anyhow,  all  over 
Ireland  94  per  cent  has  been  paid,  and 
there  is  every  probability  that  another 
3  per    cent  will    be  paid.     A   loss  of 
3  per    cent  on   the   whole    loan  is  not 
very  great,  all  the  circumstances  con- 
sidered.     Suppose    you    now   advance 
£7,000  or  £8,000  for  the  same  purpose, 
and  £4,000  or  £5,000  was  not  repaid, 
I  do  not  think  that  would  be  an  ex- 
treme case.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
talks  about  eleemosynary  aid,  but  I  do 
not  look  upon  the  matter  in  that  light 
at  all.  I  never  forget  that  we  in  Ireland 
contribute  £8,000,000  to  the  Imperial 
•  Exchequer,  and  that  we  only  get   back 
for  any  useful  purpose   whatever  about 
£2,000,000.  Instead  of  asking  for  alms 
on  this  occasion,  we  are  only  asking  for 
a  small  portion  of  our  own  money. 

Mr.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hoxton): 
I  rise  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  the 
GK>vernment's  reply  to  what  has  been 
brought  before  it  has  been  a  reply  of 
shreds  and  tatters.  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  did  not  refer  to  the  Circular 
about  which  questions  have  been  put  to 
the  Chief  Secretary.  I  put  on  the 
Paper  a  question  upon  the  subject  very 
reluctantly,  because  I  felt  that  if  the 
charge  happened  to  be  baseless,  it  was 
very  undesirable  it  should  remain  on  the 
Paper  for  even  the  short  time  a  ques- 
tion may  appear  on  the  Paper.  I  made 
up  my  mind  to  put  the  question  on  the 
Paper  owing  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  Circular  came  into  my  hands, 
and  because  I  felt  the  Government 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  denying 
its  correctness.  Up  to  this  moment  its 
correctness  has  not  been  denied.  The 
Gh>vemment,  too,  appear  to  be  wanting 
in  appreciation  of  the  point  raised  by  us. 
They  say  they  will  not  deal  with  the  case 
of  Father  M'Fadden.  Why  have  we 
raised  the  case  ?  Here  there  is  a 
population  in  the  extremity  of  distress ; 
they  cannot  even  get  seed  potatoes ;  and 
you  will    not  do  anything   for   them. 


Who  helped  them  in  their  trouble 
before  ?  Father  M'Fadden  and  Father 
Stephens,  whom  you  are  about  to  send 
to  prison.  When  the  people  were  evicted, 
who  received  them  and  comforted  them  ? 
Father  M'Fadden  and  Father  Stephens. 
It  is  because  you  have  removed  what 
the  people  relied  on,  that  you  are  called 
on  and  implored  bv  us  to  take  some 
steps  for  meeting  the  difficulties  of  the 
people.  One  would  have  thought  from 
the  remarks  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
commenced  all  the  trouble  in  Done&^al. 
That  is  not  the  case  at  all.  The  Plan 
of  Campaign  has  helped  to  stop  evictions 
not  only  in  Donegal,  but  all  over 
Ireland.  Last  night  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary seemed  to  think  thatTan  attack  on 
the  right  of  private  property  is  what  I 
and  others  mean  when  we  speak  against 
the  system  of  landlordism.  He  asked 
what  I  meant  by  landlordism.  I 
can  show  by  a  short  quotation  what 
landlordism  in  G  weed  ore,  with  which  the 
Government  are  identifying  themselves, 
is.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter  addressed 
to  Father  M^Fadden  by  a  landlord  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  the  Olphert  estate. 

" It  is  useless, "  this  gentleman  writes,  "to 
deal  kindly  any  longer  with  these  tenants.  I 
may  tell  you  that  I  would  not  now  accept  99 
per  cent,  of  all  rents  and  costs  due  to  me,  as  I 
am  going  to  clear  out  the  two  townlands,  and 
it  is  my  land  I  want  now.  Remember,  they 
are  merely  hying  on  my  land  as  long  as  I  let 
them,  and  I  will  not  regard  cost  in  carrying  out 
my  plans.  I  have  ample  private  means  and 
will  set  aside  a  sum  yearly  until  all  are  out  of 
that.  In  doing  this  I  am  only  following  out  the 
Scriptural  precept  that '  a  man  may  do  what  h& 
Ukes  with  his  own.'  I  am  determined  on  this, 
and  in  five  or  at  the  most  ten  years'  time  there 
will  probably  not  be  a  single  family  left 
there.^' 

This  is  an  example  of  the  '*  iron  sleet  of 
arrowy  shower  which  in  my  remarks 
yesterday  I  referred  to,  and  against 
which  Father  M'Fadden  has  been  a 
rock  of  defence,  and  it  is  an  example  of 
the  unjust  system  which  the  Donegal 
peasantry  have  been  taught  by  our 
administration  to  identify  with  the 
Government  of  the  Queen. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland  Division)  :  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  another  estate 
on  which  the  Government  or  their 
agents  are  acting  in  a  somewhat 
different  fashion.  The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign has  been  raging  on  the  Massereene 
estate  some  time,  and  there  is  still  a  dis- 
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a  view  of  their  carrying  out  executions 
at  the  Old  Bailey.  When  executions 
had  to  be  carried  out  in  the  provinces, 
Sheriffs  found  it  convenient  from  time 
to  time  to  write  to  the  authorities  at 
Newgate  in  order  to  obtain  the  services 
of  the  hangman.  The  executioner  ap- 
pointed by  the  Court  of  Aldermen  re- 
ceived a  retainer  of  £20  a-year,  with  an 
addition  of  £10  for  each  execution  ;  the 
object  of  the  retainer  being  to  secure 
the  first  claim  upon  him  whenever  his 
services  might  be  required.  In  the  case 
of  the  present  hangman,  however,  there 
has  been  no  appointment  whatever.  He 
seems  somehow  to  have  slipped  into  the 
office  after  the  dismissal  of  a  man  who 
was  discharged  for  gross  misconduct 
and  drunkenness.  It  is  a  remarkable 
thing  that  there  are  no  rules  and  no 
conditions  laid  down  anywhere  for  the 
guidance  of  the  executioner  in  the 
carrying  out  of  his  duties,  with  the 
single  exception  that,  by  the  rules  of 
the  Home  Office,  he  is  bound  to  sleep 
within  the  precincts  of  the  goal  on  the 
night  preceding  the  execution.  To 
show  that  this  rule  is  by  no  means  suffi- 
cient to  ensure  propriety  of  conduct  on 
the  part  of  the  executioner,  I  may  men- 
tion some  circumstances  connected  with 
the  present  executioner  that  are  already 
known  to  the  House,  as  I  have  already 
put  questions  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews) with  regard  to  them.  In  May, 
last  year,  Berry  had  to  hang  two  men 
at  Hereford.  On  the  night  preceding 
the  execution  he  went  down  to  Hereford 
and  Was  filed  at  a  smoking  concert  in 
one  of  the  hotels,  he  himself  being  a 
performer.  I  put  a  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
(Mr.  Matthews)  on  this  subject,  and  his 
reply  was  that  the  executioner  was 
appointed  by  the  Sheriff,  and  neither 
the  Home  Secretary  nor  the  Prison 
Commissioners  had  any  control  over  him. 
After  hanging  the  men  at  Hereford,  he 
went  to  Worcester,  where  there  was  the 
same  sort  oifiting  at  public  houses,  and 
where  he  held  a  kind  of  lev4e.  The 
High  Sheriff  of  Worcestershire,  anxious 
to  prevent  unseemly  conduct  on  the  part 
of  the  executioner,  similar  to  that  which 
had  occurred    elsewhere,   took   special 

gains  to  speed  Berry  on  his  way  to  his 
ome  in  Bradford,  but  instead  of  pro- 
ceeding there  he  alighted  at  Kidder- 
minster, where  a  scene  occurred  which 
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excited  a  great  deal  of  scandal.     I  have» 
here  a  letter  from  the  Mayor  of  Kidder- 
minster, which  reads  as  follows : — 

Heathfield, 

WOLYBRLBT,    KlDDBRMlNSTBB^ 

February  4th,  1889. 

'*  Dear  Sir  E.  Leohmere, 

I  have  this  morning  a  report  from  our  Chief' 
of  the  Police,  to  whom  I  had  given  instructions- 
to  furnish  me  with  all  facts  bearing  upoi^ 
Berry's  visit'to  Kidderminster. 

The  gist  of  the  matter  seems  to  be  this — he 
arrived  in  the  town  about  10.30  a.m.,  and  left 
again  by  the  4.9  p.m.  train.    During  that  time 
he  visited  at  least  three  public  houses,  at  two  of 
which  he  gave  addresses  of  about  ten  minuter 
each,  in  one  on  '  Morality,'  and  in  the  other  on. 
*  Phrenology.'    These  were  heard  by  Inspector 
Griffiths,  the  second  in  command  of  our  Boroughs 
Force.    At  the  public  house  where  he  lectured^ 
on  Phrenology,  the  attendance  might  fairly  be 
described  as  holding  a  Uvee.    There  is  no  doubt 
as  to  his  distributing  cards  bearing  his  name  as- 
Public  Executioner.     We  have  tried  to  procure 
one,  but  have  failed  to  do  so,  and  it  would  be 
impossible  now  to  obtain  one  without  exciting, 
remaiks  and  suspicion.     Berry   was  certainly 
sober  whilst  in  the  town,  as  the  Chief  Constable  - 
gave  orders  as  soon  as  he  heard  he  was  in  the 
place  that  he  was  to  be  watched  and  arrested  if 
he  became  intoxicated.     I  may  add,  that  at  one  - 
of  the  houses  he  visited,  he  spoke  of  Crowther 
whom  he  had  executed  that  morning.     I  hope 
these  details  will  meet  your  requirements.     I 
have  every  reason  to  believe  them  to  be  strictly- 
accurate. 

I  am,  yours  very  sincerely, 
Edward  J.  Morton, 

Mayor  of  Kidderminster." 

I  have  also  a  letter  from  a  Town  Coun- 
cillor of  Kidderminster,  who  says — 

**  I  have  gone  into  this  matter  thoroughly^ 
and  find  that  he  did  visit  public  houses  at  Kid- 
derminster, including  the   following: — **The 
Anchor  Inn,"  Worcester  Street;  ** Lyttleton*B 
Arms,"  Park  Butts;  "Plough  and  Harrow,"   * 
Bewdley  Street.    At  the  first  he  freely  distri- 
buted lus  card,  and  held  animated  converse 
with  all  comers.    One  of  such  cards  I  enclose^, 
but  it  must  be  returned  to  me.    At  the  second, 
public  house  he  and  his  assistant  were  demon^ 
strating  in  the  presence  of  numerous  men  and . 
women,  .and  his  language  is  described  as  foul- 
and  disgusting.    The  assistant  above  referred . 
to  is  a  biftrber  at  Kidderminster  named  Silcox, 
and  was  passed  into  the  gaol  by  Berry  under 
an  assumed  name  as  his  pupil," 

I  thought  it  my  duty  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr.. 
Matthews)  to  these  facts,  and  did  so  by~ 
means  of  a  question  in  this  House.  X 
may  say  that  I  have  no  personal  feelings 
in  this  matter.  I  belieye  that  this  man-, 
does  his  terrible  work  with  all  the  skilly 
and,  I  believe,  with  as  much  humanity  a». 
men  of  that  occupation  have  ever  brought- 
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to  bear  on  the  work  they  have  to  do. 

But  he  himself  hoa   stated  that  he    is 

abeolutel;  without    any  coaditions-   or  ,  ^^^^  ^    ^^^  ^^^^  „^^,  „    >,™i,o  u.    i.™^ 

rules.      As  long  as  he  ia   the  eerront  of    \Ub  and  duties  could  have  MiiouBly  entertained 


"I  caDDQt  too  ationttlj  protest  against  tbe- 
BUKgMtion  of  employing  Uie  offioera  of  any 
pnson  in  such  a  capacity.  I  could  not  believe 
that  any  one  vitk  actual  experience  ol  piison 


the  High  Sheriff  he  is  under  the  orders 
of  the  High  Sheriff,  but  before  and  after 
the  execution  he  is  under  no  authority  i  ^of°^*^"uti^' 
or  rule  or  oontrol.  The  feeling  of  JSi°  ^  ™' 
Grand  Juries  and  Oonrts  of  Quarter 
Sesaiona  on  this  subject  ia  known  by  a 
considerable  number  of  presentments. 
Qrand  Juries  in  Surrey,  Dorset,  West- 
moreland, Leiceaterehire,  Woroestei- 
ahire,  the  City  of  Worcester,  Lincoln- 
shire, Gloucesterahire,  Durham,  the 
City  of  York,  and  elsewhere  have  all 

ezpreased  themaelves  in  favour  of  the  '.  r<  "a    «»"  „U!-». 

■D  "^  1  .-      T  L  1.       J  .  .    '  Cross  some  years   airo,   and  oi    whioh 

Ee.»^«l,onlh.,eve.l„edtoprop<,..to    j^,^  ^^    j,?^  w.  Ch.im.n,  to  con- 

their  opinion    on  the  subject — namely,  ,  »    »      i  _     *  ui    „      „_    „„1 

Lord  &i.!  Jo.tio«  OoU,  dge  .nd  Mr     "'Vf.  »»'  ?!  ?  i'T,  v,    X.^.h™? 
T     .-         i>,  m,         -fi     ,      m  ■   ,    nf  tustiaa  whicb  had  taken  Diace  a  snort 

Justice    Denman.       The     Lord     Chief 


idaa  for  a  raoment.  Now,  more  than 
desirable  to  raise  the  aCandard  of  a 
It  he  were  liable,  aa  a 
called  on  to  officiate  aa 
the  common  haogmau,  or,  in  bis 
absence,  as  prinuipol,  how  should  auch  a  man 
be  looked  apon  in  the  future  by  his  brother 
warders,  bis  relatives  and  acquaintances  in  his 
immediate  neighboorhood  ?  Such  au  arranRe- 
ment,  in  my  humble  judgment,  would  be  highly 
unpopular  throughout  the  prison  service." 
I  think  that  very  likely  the  House  is^ 
very  little  acquainted  with  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee  appointed   by  Lord 


whicb  had  taken  place  a  short 


"The  JndM  were  deeply  intareated  i     .  . 

rightand  duly  decorooi  adminiatration  of  the    ,.      „~   „-„t^„Jl  .^('kn.,™man 
Uw,  and  there  was  not  one  of  them  who  would    ""«  appointment  of  hangman- 

"I  think  leaving  it  to  the  discretion  of  tha- 
1  Sheriff'  to  aelect  a  person  ia  not  so  perfect,  and 
not  80  good,  and  it  ia  not  so  likely  to  be  a  good, 
appointment  as  would  be  the  case  it  the  autho- 
ntiea  seleoCed  the  man  and  gave  him  the  neces- 
sary amount  of  inatraction. 

Colonel  Cowan  also  said — 

"  The  great  practical  object  ia  to  secure  a  fit 
man  for  the  office  who  shall  conduct  it  with 
skill,  and  at  the  same  time  be  a  fairly  respect- 
able man  who  is  nut  likely  to  do  anythiuK  to 
disgrace  an  oCGce  which,  in  itself,  is  not  too- 
much  respected." 

Another  witness,  and  a  very  important 
one,  Dr.  Carte,  who  apoke  from  ex- 
perience, as  having  been  medical  officer 
to  one  of  Her  Uajeaty'a  prisons,  said — 
"I  am  of  opinion  Chat  there  should  be  a. 
regularly  appointed  haognian  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Home  Office,  or  whatever  offics- 
the  post  would  properly  come  under.  I  deem 
'  ich  Sheriffs  bargain  with  aa 


Hr.  Justice  Denman  expressed  a  dif- 
ferent view  when  the  York  City  Qrand 
Jury  handed  in  a  presentment  respect- 
ing the  appointment  of  a  pubUo  execu- 
tioner ;  hie  Lordship  said — 

"  He  would  forward  the  recommendation  to 
the  proper  quarter,  but  be  did  not  think  that 
each  a  subject  should  be  put  into  the  handa  of 
the  ttoTemment.  He  would  suggest,  as  a 
better  plan,  toi  the  Visiticg  Justices  to  appoint 
a  person  oonnected  with  the  gaol  who  was  a 
thoroughly  respectable,  praiseworthy,  and  effi- 
cient loan,  who  should  be  set  apart  to  carry 
out  the  work  of  eiecnlion,  in  consideration  of 
which  he  should  have  an  addition  to  his  salary 
quite  independent  of  the  QoTemment  of  the 
day.  Hs  did  not  think  it  desirable  that  the 
Sheriff  should  have  to  hunt  up  a  man  from 
other  places,  but  any  particular  gaol  might 
fumisfa  some  person  ^om  amongst  Uie  warders 
who  might  pn-form  the  office.  That  was  his 
opinion.     It  might  be  wrong,  but  such  gentle- j   ••  » 

men  as  thoM  of  the  Grand  Jurj-  would  bo  mors    "n^t  objectionable. 
Hksly  to  come   to  a   right    decision  on   the    »  regularly  appointed  hangr 
_att»,t>  have    certain    rules  laid    dc 


rgain 
ignorant   hangman  for  his   bungling  servioes 

"  '   only  would   I   have 

bui  I  would 

for    him    to- 

foUow." 

An  bon.  Member  called  attention  to- 


present.     Tbe  House  was  counted, 
and,    forty    Members    being    in    their 


the  employment  of  i^ersons  connected  ;  \^^  '«*  ^^'^^  ^f"  '"'»  n°'  '"''y  "«"?- 

with  g^ls   as  executioners    would   b<  J  »"■"  """"•      'rh«  R™,«  «»«  ^mmt^ 

aoythiiu  bat  condooive  to  good  disci' 

pUne.  Let  me,  on  that  point,  quote  the  j  P'B<^Bi 

words     of    a     very     excellent     Prison  j    *Sib     £.     LBCHUEBB     continued  r 

Goremor,  Lieutenant  Leggett,QoTemor    Should  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  th» 

of  Woneeter  Gaul:—  Home    Secretary   (Mr.    Matthews)   be- 
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'willing  to  make  any  change,  I  think  that 
the  hangpoian  should  be  properly  ap- 
pointed and  should  be  oerti&cated.  He 
ought  to  poBsess  a  certificate  to  the  effect 
that  he  was  well  qualified  by  his  conduct 
to  perform  the  duties.  I  believe  also  that 
there  should  be  an  assistant  executioner, 
eo  that  when  two  executions  take  place 
on  the  same  day  in  different  parts  of 
England,  there  may  be  two  men  capable 
of  performing  the  duties.  I  think  that 
the  men  should  be  paid  by  the  State, 
in  accordance  with  a  custom  which  is 
almost  universal.  In  France  and  Gfer- 
many  the  executioner  is  paid  by  the 
State,  and  even  in  our  small  dependency 
of  Malta  the  same  system  is  adopted. 
In  conclusion,  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Ghentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
(Mr.  Matthews)  if  he  does  not  think 
that  any  grave  constitutional  principle 
is  involved,  to  support  my  Motion.  I 
believe  that  no  cx>nstitutional  principle 
whatever  is  involved,  and  that  the 
change  I  propose  would  be  not  only 
beneficial  to  the  State,  but  approved  by 
the  public  at  large,  and  by  those  who 
are  interested  in  carrying  out  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  the  country. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  1mit«  oQt  {rcMQ  the  word  **  Tliat**  to  the 
end  of  the  Qoestion*  in  order  to  add  the  word% 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honte,  soch  persons  who 
msv  from  dne  to  time  be  emploved,  in  panasnce 
of  jnstioe,  in  ctrnrin;  into  effect  the  extreme 
peosItT  of  the  Law  by  hanging,  ahooM  be 
^nc«d  nnder  the  direct  oontxtd  of  the  Home 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
'Question.^^ 

M*.  LOCKWOOD  ;Tork) :  I  lise  to 
second  the  Motion,  and  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
(Mr.  Matthews^  will  see  his  way  to 
ciept  it  in  the  terms  in  which  th«  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  has  moved  it.  I  would 
point  out  that  it  does  nos  pi>i^po«»  in  ai^ 
way  to  interfere  with  the  daUMt  whi^ 
High  ShenfBsL  thiv>ugh  tlnMr  Under 
Sberi£fi&.  are.  in  the  pr««^nt  Mane^  of  th^^ 
law.  called  upon  to  perlorm.  It  ni«w4y 
asks  the  Home  OfioK  as  a  rMpiVMible 
body,  to  wie  that  penoa»  are  af^^ali^ 
who  are  qualified  to  canr  oal  Uii^  ^M^ 
lible  work*  and  who  will  he  r^p^uuMMif^ 
to  eome  odio^  with  Mgard  to  the  ww  i« 
w^ich  execttti^ms  ax«  oamed  \^t.  1  a«a 
.  mware  that  a  R^\rl  of  a  CV>mmittoe  %^ 
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the  House  of  Lords,  published  in  Jane* 
1888,  suggested  that  the  High  Sheziff 
should  be  relieved  of  aU  responaibili^ 
in  connection  with  the  execution  of  eri- 
minals,  and  that  the  opinion  was  ex- 
pressed by  that  Gk>mjmttee  that  the 
penalty  of  death  should  be  enforced  bj 
the  authority  which  now  has  charge  of 
all  prisoners  and  controls  the  exeontion 
of  other  penal  sentences.  I  see  vsij 
grave  objections  to  that  recommendation 
being  carried  out,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
we  should  ask  the  Home  Secretary,  npcm 
the  consideralaon  of  a  Beeolution  sneh 
as  this,  to  pledge  himself  to  any  such 
sweeping  arrangement.  What  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  asked  f&r  is  that  the  Home 
Office  should  grant  certifieates  to  pro- 
perly qualified  persona,  and  that  the 
certificates  should  be  held  subject  to  the 
work  being  done  in  a  proper  manner. 
No  doubt  many  hon.  Members,  and  a 
large  number  of  persons  outside  that 
House,  hold  strong  views  on  the  questiaaL 
of  capital  punishment.  Some  are  of 
opinion  that  it  ahould  be  abolished 
altogether;  but  every  one  will  agree 
that  if  capital  punishment  eontinuas  to 
form  a  part  of  die  Penal  Code  of  this 
country,  it  should  be  carried  out  with 
decency.  There  have  been  grave  scan- 
dals in  connection  with  exeeotions.  I 
have  heard  of  scenes  such  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  described.  Beceptions  havs 
been  held  the  night  before  executions, 
and  the  man  who  was  to  oarxy  out  the 
sentence  of  the  law  was  ihs  hero 
of  the  hour.  The  tstriUe  imple- 
ments of  death  weie  ahown — I  sup- 
pose for  the  purpose  of  satisfying 
some  morbid  cariosity — and  after  the 
sentence  of  death  has  been  carried  out 
thei«  has  been  anolhw  reception.  Then 
th«>»  have  been  descriptioasof  that  which 
the  law  says  should  be  kept  private. 
And.  also«  an  exhibition  ia  inade  of  the 
in*«de  in  which  the  wretched  criminal 
has  been  pi>^pared  for  his  deatii;  but  I 
wiU  not  go  further  into  thia  disagiee- 
ahle  sttbioci.  I  will  only  say  that  I 
n»^ru>i  the  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
Ban>n«;  a*  a  p^sable  means  of  putting 
a^  Mop  u>  $uch  jioandals  in  Ae  fstnie. 
Kow  wh«t^  I  ask.  is  our  piessnt 
^v^^l^Mut  It  i$  the  duty  of  the  ffigh 
^^h«ritf  lo  tak^  over  into'his  enatodj  the 
vtimxaal  who  has  been  oonvietsd  and 
mittMK>^i  to  death.  Thb  isa  duty  which, 
h^>w^vtlrx  »  wvfenned  by  Ae  Undav 
■^^  " '"^    and  I  bel^ve   it  is 
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that  the  Under  Sheriff  should  be  pre- 
sent   when  the    sentence   of   death   is 
passed,  and  also  when  it  is  carried  into 
execution,   for  the  purpose  of  indenti- 
fication.  Moreoyer,  if  the  Under  Sheriff 
is  not  able  to  secure  the  services  of  any- 
one willing   to  discharge  the    terrible 
functions  of  the  executioner,  that  officer, 
•according  to  the  dreadful  traditions  of 
our  law,  has  to  perform  the  duty  with 
his  own  hands.    Under  these  circum- 
stances,   we  can   ima^ne    how    it    is 
that  the  Under  Sheriffs— and    here   I 
must  not  be  taken  as  finding  fault  with 
the  way  in  which  they,  as  a  rule,  per- 
form their  duty,  for  I  believe  they  do  it 
well — are   willing    to  accept    anybody 
who  offers  himself  as  prepared  to  carry  out 
the  last  sentence  of  the  law.     Were  the 
Besolution  of  the  hon.  Baronet  carried 
into  effect,  the  result  would  be  that  a 
•certain  number  of  men  would  be  ap- 
pointed who  would  hold  certificates  and 
licences  from  the  Home  Office,  and,  if  I 
may  call  the   attention  of   the   Home 
Secretary  to  the  7th  section  of  the  dlst 
Victoria,  chap.  24,  he  will  see  there  is 
no  doubt   that  the    Home    Office    has 
power   to    grant    these    certificates    or 
Bcences,  for  by  that  section  it  is  pro- 
vided that — 

'*  The  Home  Secretary,  under  this  Act,  may 
from  time  to  time  permit  each  rules  and  rega- 
lations  to  be  obserred  in  the  execution  of  the 
judgment  of  death  as  he  may  from  time  to 
time  deem  expedient  for  the  purpose." 

These  words,  it  appears  to  me,  are  wide 
enough  to  give  the  Home  Secretary  the 
necessary  power,  supposing  he  does  not 
possess  it  otherwise,  as  I  think  he  does ; 
T)ut  if  he  has  no  discretion  in  the  matter, 
I  venture  to  think  that  under  that  section 
there  is  ample  authority  to  him  to  gprant 
such  certificates  and  licences.     The  sub- 
ject is  not  an  agpreeable  one  to  enlarge 
•upon,  and  I  have  said  what  I  have  to  say 
upon  it;    but  I  would   appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  interests 
of  the  coomiunity,  to  lend  a  favourable 
•ear  to  this  proposal.     In  the  Courts  of 
Justice,  from  the  highest  official  down  to 
the  lowest  officer  who  disturr>s  the  pro- 
ceedings by  calling  ''silence,"  everyone 
has  a  responsible  duty  to  perform ;  but 
in  the  case  we  are  discussing,  the  man 
who  carries  out  the  last  terrible  sentence 
•of  the  law,  and   on  whose  conduct  so 
much  depends,  is  an  irresponsible  indi- 
vidual.    I  trust  the  Home  Secretary  will 
^e  able  to  accept  this  Resolution,   in 


order  that  those  employed  in  the  office 
of  executioner  may  be  responsible  in- 
stead of  irresponsible  persons. 

Me.  MORRISON  (Skipton) :  I  am 
prepared  to  go  as  far  as  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  because  I  think  that 
the  hangman  should  be  appointed  under 
direct  responsibility  to  the  Home  Office. 
This  goes  further  than  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet,  and  would  recognize 
what  is  in  fact  the  present  practice- 
namely,  that  the  apparatus  of  the 
executioner  should  be  provided  by 
the  Home  Office.  It  will  be  ad- 
mitted that  it  is  a  very  odious  thing 
to  throw  on  the  gentleman  who 
holds  the  office  of  High  Sheriff  of  his 
county  the  duty  of  making  provision 
for  carrying  out  the  sentence  of  death. 
I  am  not  quite  prepared  to  accept  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  would 
point  out  that  if  the  suggestion  I  have 
made  were  carried  out  it  would  get  rid 
of  the  greatest  scandal  of  all — namely, 
that  although  the  High  Sheriff  engages 
the  executioner  for  individual  executions, 
he  has  no  further  control  over  him  after 
the  executions  are  performed.  I  would 
only  further  endeavour  to  enforce  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Baronet  as  to 
the  extreme  inexpediency  of  having  the 
executions  performed  by  the  regular 
staff  of  the  gaol.  Such  a  duty  would  be 
very  unpopular  among  the  governors 
and  warders  of  our  prisons.  I  believe 
it  is  the  opinion  of  the  most  experienced 
governors  of  our  gaols  that  to  adopt  such 
a  proposal  would  tend  to  interfere  with 
the  authority  of  the  warders  over  the 

Srisoners,  and  would  also  have  a  ten- 
ency  to  prevent  good  men  from  applying 
for  the  post  of  warder,  it  being  eminently 
necessary,  when  one  remembers  the  diffi- 
cult, delicate,  and  responsible  duties 
those  officers  have  to  discharge,  that 
every  care  should  be  taken  to  secure  that 
really  good  men  should  be  induced  to 
offer  themselves  for  that  position.  I 
think  that  the  appointment  of  the  hang- 
man should  be  directly  in  the  hands  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  I  think  we 
should  derive  further  advantage  from 
following  up  the  practice  which  has 
lately  been  adopted  of  excluding  re- 
porters from  executions. 

Mr.  H.  COSSQAM  (Bristol,  East): 
I  think  we  are  much  indebted  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  for  having  called  attention 
to  this  question  as  to  the  execution  of 
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of  Commons."  Therefore,  Benr  is  one 
of  the  pereoQB  eupporting  it.  If  satis- 
factoiy  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  am  willing 
to  give  a  partial  undertakiag.  It  would 
not  be  an  easy  thing  for  the  Home 
Office  to  select  some  officer  wbo  might 
be  considered  capable  of  conducting  this 
terrible  function  skilfully,  and  at  the 
same  time  be  a  man  of  respectability 
wbo  might  be  trusted  to  abide  by  the 
conditions  imposed  upon  him;  but  if 
such  a  man  can  be  selected  he  might  be 
tendered  to  the  Sheriff  to  be  employed 
if  the  Sheriff  thought  fit,  just  as  at 
present  a  scaffold  ia  offered  without  in 
the  least  insisting  that  it  shall  be  used. 
No  doubt  this  plan  would  give  security 
against  such  misconduct  and  painful  in- 
cidentB  as  attention  has  been  called  to. 
In  the  Kidderminster  case  Berry  acted 
in  defiance  of  the  express  agreement 
with  the  Sheriff — that  ne  was  not  to  go 
to  any  place  of  public  entertainment 
after  the  execution,  but  was  to  proceed 
direct  to  the  railway  st.ation  accompanied 
by  a  warder.  He  violated  these  con- 
ditions, and  there  might  be  no  security 
that  an  official  from  the  Home  Office 
would  not  equally  yield  to  the  tempta- 
tion, which  seems  to  be  offered  by  a 
morbid  curiosity,  except  it  were  the  risk 
of  forfeiting  his  employment.  I  will 
consider  whether  it  is  possible  for  the 
Home  Office  to  select  some  fit  and  well- 
conducted  person.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  that  many  persons  regard  ttus  as  a 
hateful  office,  the  holder  of  which,  so 
far  from  being  au  object  of  interest, 
should  be  abhorred,  and  there  are  few 
respectable  men  who  would  undertake 
the  office  unless  the  temptation  is  made 
larger  than  can  be  offered.  Sut  it  by 
DO  means  follows  that  I  could  not  find  a 
fitting  person  who  might  be  confidently 
recommended  to  Sheriffs.  I  will  under- 
take to  consider  the  matter  and  see 
whether  it  is  possible  to  find  such  a  per- 
aon.  The  suggestion  of  Ur.  Justice 
Denman  that  a  warder  in  every  gaot 
should  be  selected  for  the  duty  seems  to 
be  quite  impracticable.  At  some  gaols 
there  is  not  an  execution  in  10  years  j 
and  it  would  be  an  extravagant  under- 
taking  to  appoint  on  executioner  at  each 
gaol.  I  have  no  corps  in  connection 
with  me  from  which  I  could  obtain  a 
man  to  accept  so  ungrateful  and  un- 
welcome a  post;  but  I  am  prepared  to 
endeavour  to  carry  out  my  hon.  Friend's 
TiewB  in  the  direction  he  has  stated; 
Hf.  Xatthtvi 
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but  it  must  be  olearly  onderBtood  that  I 
could  only  tender  the  services  of  the  maD 
eo  selected  to  the  different  Sberi^ 
leaving  it  to  them  to  employ  him  or  not^ 
as  they  thought  fit,  just  as  soafibldB  and 
other  appliances  are  offered  to  prison 
luthorities  and  the  Sheriff,  leaving  their 
:esponsibiIity  entirely  untouched.  I 
hope  jny  hon.  Friend  will  be  satisfied 
with  this  offer,  and  will  not  press  the- 
Resolution  to  a  Division. 
*Sm  £.  LEOHMERB :  I  am  to  & 
certain  extent  satisfied  with  the  under- 
taking of  the  right  hou,  Gentieman,  who 
may  probably  in  carrying  it  out  draw  up^ 
rules  and  conditions  which  will  have  tl:^ 
effect  of  securing  the  object  in  view.  I 
would,  therefore,  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
my  Amendment. 

Objection  being  taken,  the  Sp«ak«r 
put  the  Motion,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  port  of  th» 
Question,"  which  was  agreed  to. 
Uoin  Question  again  proposed. 

THE    INHABITED  flODSB   DDITf. 

LoBD  HENRY  BBTTCE  (Ohippan- 
ham) :  Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  I  beg  to  oidt 
attention  to  the  subject  on  which,  if  the 
forms  of  the  House  bad  permitted, 
I  intended  to  submit  the  following' 
Motion : — 


tionB,  proIeBsional,  busiiieu,  BohalsBtic,  lod 
priv&te,  tenemont,  and  other  hanwa,  D* 
amended,  and,  where  nece«s»ry,  repealed,  in 
order  to  lemedy  the  onjost  and  aaomaloiu  con- 
ditioni  relatiiiK  thereto." 

Sir,  I  refer  to  this  subject  under  a  full 
sense  of  the  old  saying,  that  threat- 
ened, perhaps,  I  might  say  doomed, 
men    live   long.    There      eon    be  do 

Juestion  of  tne  antiquity  of  the 
nhabitsd  House  Duty,  though  we  may 
not  quite  say  that  it  is  "as  old  aa  the 
hills.  It  was  first  imposed  in  1896,  in 
the  reign  of  William  and  Maiy,  and  it 
was  continued  under  various  tides  until 
1834,  when  it  was  repealed.  But  I 
think  I  may  safely  say  that  previous  to 
that  time,  in  1S03  and  in  1808,  in  the 
43rd  of  George  IQ.,  Schedule  B,  was 

faased,  and  under  its  provisions  the 
nhabited  House  Duty  was  re-imposed 
and  is  still  levied  with  few  exeptions. 
By  the  Act  of  14  and  15  Tiotori^ 
cap.     36,    private     and     professionM. 
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houses,     institutions,     schools,    banks, 
fire    and    life    insurance    offices,     and 
lodging    houses    are    charged    9d.    in 
the    £,    but    I    would    call    attention 
to  this  fact,   all  places  of  business — 
hotels,  restaurants,  and  shops  of  evexy 
description,  public  houses  and    market 
gardens — are  charged  6d.  in  the  £.     It 
was  on  the  80th  June,  1857,  that  the  tax 
was  re-imposed — the  year  in  which  the 
window  light  duty  was  repealed — and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  then  spoke  of  the  impost 
as  ''irrational,"  reminding  the  House 
that  it  was  only  the  old  tax  of  1 834  re- 
instituted  with  all  its  injustices.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion 
said  that  *'  He,  for  one,  could  not  regard 
the  house  tax  as  resting  on   a  secure 
foundation,  seeing  that  it  re-introduced 
theyery  objectionable  features  which  had 
once  before  been  the  cause  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  tax."    I  observe  that  in  the 
list  of  those  who  took  part  in  the  divi- 
sion at  the  time  were  the  names  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield   (then   Mr.  Disraeli),  Mr. 
Gladstone,  Mr.  Sidney   Herbert,  Lord 
Henry  Bentinck,  and  the  Bight  Hon. 
J.    C.   Henries.      Well,    from    time  to 
time,  certain   modifications  have   been 
made,  and  it  may  be  said  that  the  ques- 
tion has  been  "  well  tinkered."    Nearly 
20  years  ago,  the  present    Chancellor 
of    the    Exchequer    moved    that    the 
tax     should     be     devoted     to     local 
purposes,     and    not,     as    at    present, 
to  Imperial  purposes.     In  1871  the  in- 
habitated  house  tax  yielded  £1,200,000, 
whereas  now  its  amount  is  £1,933,000. 
The     late     Lord     Iddesleigh,     when 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  received 
a    deputation     on     this     subject     in 
1874,    again   in    1876,    and  in    1877. 
On     each     occasion     the     deputation 
pointed  out  to  him  the  anomalies  ex- 
perienced in  the  operation  of  the  tax, 
and  the  grievances  it  carried,  and  Lord 
Iddesleigh    expressed    sympathy    with 
them    in   their    object.      The    present 
Chancellor    of     the    Exchequer    (Mr. 
Gx)schen)  has  done  much  the  same  thine. 
A    deputation  waited  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  May,  1 887,  and,  in 
reply  to  their  representations,  he  ad- 
mitted— 

"  That  the  anomaloas  pontion  of  the  house 
tax  justified  a  great  deal  of  the  murman  and 
complaints  which  are  made  against  it.  He 
looked  f orwaid  to  a  large  measure  abolishing 
exemptions,  and  placing  the  whole  tax  on  a 


more  satisfactor}'  footing,  and  should  look  for 
the  support  of  all  the  hon.  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  present  to  aid  him." 

As  regards  the  question  of  caretakers, 
that  subject  was  brought  before  Lord 
Iddesleigh  (then  Sir  Stafford  Northoote) 
in  the  years  1874,  1876,  and  1877,  and 
a  Bill  was  brought  in  by  him  and  passed 
dealing  with  this  particular  branch  of 
the    subject.      The    Act    received   the 
Royal  Assent  in    1878.     The  measure 
was  brought  in  under  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Bevenue  Bill.     It  was,  unfor- 
tunately, supplemented  by  an  Act  pro- 
moted by  Somerset  House,  which  had 
the  effect,  I  doubt  not,   of  stultifying 
the  effect  of   Sir  Stafford  Northcote's 
Act.      This  particular  Act  I  allude  to 
defines  a  caretaker  as  a  person  obedient 
to  the  employer  or  occupier  of  the  pre- 
mises,   and   enacts   that   if  an   officer 
or    porter    in    such    employ   is    kept 
as  a  caretaker  of  the  premises,  such  a 
use  of  him  renders  the  premises  liable 
to  the  duty.  Therefore  you  must  employ 
a  person  entirely  separate  to  look  after 
your    premises.     I    cannot  understand 
how  it  is  that  the  house  duty  is  charged 
upon    persons  who    only   employ    one 
servant,  who  is  not  employed  otherwise 
than    domestically.     Not  only  does  it 
affect  business  and  professional  men,  but 
it  affects  thousands  of  others.     But,  Sir, 
there  is  another  old*  standing  grievance, 
that  no    distinction  is    made  between 
occupiers  who  let  apartments  for  acknow- 
ledged business  purposes,  and  those  who 
occupy  premises  for  dwelling  purposes 
only.     The  entire  abolition   of  the  in- 
habited   house    duty    is    not    only   a 
popular    measure,     but    a    just    one. 
Furthermore,  this  is  a  tax  on  the  work- 
ing   man.     There  are    fifty    times    as 
many    houses     rated    below    £50     as 
there    are    houses    rated    above    that 
amount.    I  will    give  the    House    an 
illustration.     A  landlord  holds  part  of  a 
street  where  the  rents  are  from  £36  to 
£40,  the  tenant  paying  the  taxes.    The 
property  tax  of  fid.  falls  on  the  richer 
man,  but  the  house  duty  falls  upon  the 
poorer  man,  the  tenant,  who  has  to  let 
part  of  his  house  in  single  rooms,  and 
has  to  charge  proportionately.    I  main- 
tain that  houses  which  are  building  or 
may  be  built,  and  existing  houses  which 
have  been  or  may  be  converted  into  tene- 
ment dwellings  for  the  working  classes 
— ^whether  such  tenements  be  self-con- 
tained or  not — shoidd  be  free  from  in-^ 
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hahited  house  ^atv,  if  let  m  prorided 
h J  Section  1 2  of  the  Working  Claflsee 

Act,  1  iSS  :— 

'*  In  an jr  continct  made  for  letting  for  habita- 
tion by  persons  of  the  working  claMes  a  hooie 
or  mrt  of  a  hoase*  there  shall  he  implied  a  con- 
dition that  the  house  is  at  the  Gommencement 
of  the  holdincr  in  all  respects  reasonablj  fit  for 
human  habitation." 

All  perAons  of  the  working  classes 
naturally  thought  that  they  would  get 
some  benefit  for  this  prorision.  It  is 
unnecessary,  howeTer,  to  enlarge  on  the 
roaring  trade  which  the  jerry  builders 
hare  done  through  the  anomalies  of  the 
Act.  But  the  working  classes  surely 
should  have  some  compensation  in  re- 
spect of  the  clause  whicn  I  have  quoted, 
and  what  I  maintain  is,  if  the  tax  were 
abolished,  that  one  penny  in  the  pound 
on  the  income  tax  would  be  sufficient  to 
m«>et  the  deficiency,  and  the  income  tax 
is  very  often  6d.  in  the  £,  whereas  the 
inhabited  house  duty  is  9d.  in  the  £. 
Another  grievance  is  that  the  duty  is 
asseraed  on  the  g^'^ss  rental;  and  yet 
another  grievance  is  that  the  collectors 
of  this  tax  are  not  paid  by  salaries  in- 
stead of  by  poundage.  M.  Turgot,  a 
celebrated  French  financier,  once  said 
that  the  '*  art  of  taxation  was  to  pluck 
the  goose  without  making  it  cry."  Bat 
in  the  present  case  they  make 
it  cry  because  of  the  imposition 
of  the  tax.  and  interference  with  many 
of  thi'kse  personal  liberties  which 
Englishmen  think  they  ought  to 
poMesB.  But  it  is  never  too  late  to 
mend  :  and  let  me  hope  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  wiU  take  a  new 
departure,  and,  if  the  duty  cannot  be 
abolished,  lee  an  attempt  be  made  to 
inrestigate  its  anomalies^  and  also  let 
i:  be  a  local  tax,  and  not  devoted  to 
Imperial  purp«>eee.  No  tax  is  more 
actvi^rwlly  o-^ndemned,  and  yet  none  is 
more  tenacioaslv  stuck  to  by  the  Chan- 
cellor «>f  the  Exoliequer.  Many  trades  and 
Srofemons  have  appealed  agaiast  this 
utT  —  vanehousmBiea.  maBU&etvren^ 
o*cet»  of  Her  Majeety^s  Serrieea. 
soltcitoTk  a;xct£on*ir».  miaiag.  pii>- 
fcMOAaL  and  pruCxsng  eagiaMn.  and 
^VT««  c\f  br«w«ff«^  wiae  m^rchaaa;.  and 
hotel  keefWML  Really,  the  tax  rtfikts 
is^fsTT  o&  ^'«  saay  n«i«s  and  pr>- 
fc^.^9 :  as4  it  b«i^  ia  »  v«y  bitf e 
coceT.  Aai  I  fifrrt  ^«i»  «»  i^*t  aar 
OiaftM&«  <:^  t^  Gxv-lfc«i;«r  wW  wvnM 
either  m<di5r  it  or  abo^  h  ahk>g«di« 


would  earn  the  gratitude  of  tiia 
majority  of  this  conBtry. 
^iB  GUYEB  UUNTKlt  rSaeknej, 
Central) :  I  rise  with  mneh  pleasure  to 
support  the  noble  Lord  in  nia  pgotest 
against  this  dnty.  The  inniabitod 
house  duty  has  been  proteatad  aninat 
by  almost  every  daas  of  Her  Migesty'a 
subjects.  It  falls  particalaily  lienvuf 
on  certain  memben  of  the  medical 
profession,  because,  wherever  a  medical 
man  has  a  surgery  in  conneetion 
with  his  house,  he  has  to  pay  at 
the  rate  of  9d.  in  the  £,  mstead 
of  6d.  On  May  3,  1887,  a  depu- 
tation waited  on  the  ChanoeHor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  admitted  that  tiie 
anomalous  position  of  the  house  tax 
justified  a  great  deal  of  the  complaint 
made,  and  promised  to  put  the  tax  on  a 
more  satisfactory  footing.  Ths  pinisst 
against  the  inhabited  house  dnty  has 
been  supported  by  60  or  70  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  I  trust  As 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  soon  be 
able  to  fulfil  the  expectations  he  held 
out  in  May,  1887,  to  which  I  hsTe  just 
alluded. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Oatashead): 
I  do  not  want  to  enter  into  As 
varied  topics  which  have  been  refeiied 
to  in  the  speech  delivered  by  the  n^da 
Lord,  but  there  is  one  matter  in  eonaee- 
tion  with  this  tax  with  regard  to  which 
I  introduced  to  the  ChaM^hir  of  &a 
Exchequer  a  deputation  from  tiie  Nordi 
of  England.  It  is  a  matter  whidi,  no 
doubt,  very  largely  affects  Oa  ganeral 
domiciliary  condition  of  the  poor  in 
those  industrial  communities  whidi  bnv^ 
sprung  up  somewhat  rapidly  in  rsrwf 
years.  There  is  nothing  of  greater  im- 
portance to  the  general  ws&rs  of  As 
community  than  a  tax — be  it  local  or 
Imperial — which  affects  the  d  wellinga  of 
the  people.  Fully  aware*  as  I  am,  of 
the  very  gisat  difficulty  arisEB^  In  cos* 
nection  with  this  matter^  s^  I  Ifeopo 
the  subject  wiQ  not  bo  ovcrloolosd,  aal 
that  the  SeeretaiT  to  the  TrsMsnj  will 
be  able  to  gnre  us  some  i^>^s— *>^»^  ^ 
the  coune  HkcKy  to  bo  takan  Vy  As 
Inland  Se<Teu«e  Au^ocHiss  in  TCsniA  to 
the  spectfiepocat  whieh.xnXo««^CorlaBl; 
we  had  ^«  h^nonr  of  laving  bafas^  At 
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-which  is,  no  doubt,  yery  far  from  satis-  ( 
factory.    They  have  been  designated  as 
rookeries.    Now  I  haye  no  wish  to  claim 
any    exemption    whatever    for    these 
rookeries  from  the  payment  of  this  duty. 
These  places  are  often  in  an  insanitary 
condition;  families    often  occupy    one 
room,  high  rents  are  extracted,  and  it  is 
the  worst  possible  condition  of  rack  rent- 
ing that  can  be  imagined.     But  there 
are  other  property  owners  who  have  de- 
Toted  themselves  to  improving  the  condi- 
tion of  the  poor,  and  who   have  erected 
houses  which  toe  let  out  in  what  are 
known  as  flats.    The  Inland  Revenue 
Authorities  have  laid  down  a  regulation 
that  the  inhabited  house  duty  shaU  be 
imposed  in  all  cases  where  there  is  not 
a  separate  entrance.     It  is  very  difficult 
to  elucidate  this  matter  fully  without  the 
aid  of  a  plan,  but  as  plans  have  been 
frequently  submitted  to    the  Treasury 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will  no 
doubt  understand.     In  April  or  May, 
1884,  a  debate  was  raised  in  this  House 
by  Mr.  Lawrence  in  which  the  question 
was  discussed  of  the  position  of  private 
individuals  and  larg^  societies  owning 
industrial    dwellings.       At    that    time 
the    First     Lord     of    the     Treasury, 
referring  to    smaller    tenements,    said 
that  an    invidious  distinction   existed. 
Since     that     time     large     companies 
who  have  erected  these  dwellings  have 
been    exempted    from    this    duty    in 
cases    where    the    separate  tenements 
were  below  £20  annual  value.     I  think 
private  individuals  who  have  made  exer- 
tions quite  equal  to,  if  not  gpreater  than, 
those  put  forward  by  the  managers  of 
these  large  societies,  should  not  be  put 
in  a  less  favourable  position  than  the 
public  companies.    I  am  quite  aware  of 
the  difficulty  that  if  some  distinction 
were  not  drawn,  old,  insanitary  houses, 
the  ^*  rookeries  "  which  exist  in  London 
and  some  other  great  towns,  would  be 
•exempted ;    but  I  cannot  believe  that 
the  ingenuity  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Authorities    and    the   Government    is 
unequal  to  the  task  of  drawing  some 
line  of   demarcation   which   would  be 
adequate  to  the  equity  of  the  case.     I 
should  like  to  know  from  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  he  is  able  to 
hold  out  any  hopes  that  this  will  be 
done.     I  trust  that  the  Government  will 
do  their  best  to  extend  the  exemption 
given  to  public  companies  to   private 
individuals,   who  have  done  much  to- 

VOL.  COCXXXV.    [thikd  sbbies.] 


wards  improving  the  domiciliary  con- 
dition of  tne  poor. 
*CoLONBL  LAURIE  (Bath) :  I  should 
like  to  say  a  word  in  favour  of  the 
claims  of  lodging-house  keepers  in  larg^ 
watering  plaoee.    Thev  carry  on  a  busi- 
ness perfectly    well  defined,  and  pay 
9d.  in  the  £  inhabited  house  duty.    In 
regard  to  this  duty  the    shopkeepers 
are    placed    on    far   more    favourable 
terms.    They  pay  6d.  only,  and  com- 
pete with  the  lodging  house  keepers  in 
lettioff  apartments.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
that  the  question  of  exempting  lodging- 
house  keepers  is  surrounded  by  great 
difficulties,  but  it  was  suggested  by  a 
deputation  in  which  I  took  part  last 
year   that   these  difficulties  might  be 
obviated  by  a  system  of  registration.     I 
hope  that  tiie  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
when  he  replies,  will  ailude  to  the  some- 
what-unfair treatment  of  lodging-house 
keepers  in  these  places. 
♦Ma.    KELLY     (Oamberwell,     N.): 
The  inhabited  house  duty  has  been  long 
universally  condemned,  and,   if  it  be 
continued  at  all,  this  should  only  be 
done  on  a  graduated  scale.     When  in 
1877  it  was  first  imposed  bv  Lord  North, 
it  was  on  a  graduated  scale ;  and  when 
re-cast  in  1778  by  him,  it  was  further 
graduated,  the  scale  being  6d.,  9d.,  and 
Is.,  and  it  therefore  bore  less  heavily  on 
the  poor  than  it  now  does.     I  am  quite 
aware  that  a  house  under  £20  annual 
value  does  not  pay  the  tax  at  aU,  but 
representing,   as  I  do,  a  Metropolitan 
constituency  I  know  how  impossible  it  is, 
either  in  London  or  in  any  large  town, 
to  put  up  a  house  of  so  low  a  value,  so 
hifirh  is  the  price  of  land.     I  think  ex- 
emption  should  be  g^ven  to  those  who 
furnish  excellent  dwellings  for  the  poor 
in  the  shape  of  industrial  blocks.     We 
know  that,  thanks  to  the  advocacy  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  some  five 
years  ago,  co&ipanies  industrial  blocks 
were  (as  had  previously  only  been  the 
case  with  the  Peabody  buildings  before) 
exempted  from  the  duty.    Sir,  in  recent 
years  there  has  been  a  great  movement 
for  providing  the  poor  with  dwellings  in 
what  are  called  tenement  houses.      A 
gpreat  many  people  have  strong  objec- 
tions to  living  in  industrial  blocks ;  some 
of  the  rooms  are  very  high  up,  while 
there  are  others  where  light  can  never 
penetrate,  and  which  are  consequently 
most    unhealthy  for  sick  persons   and 
children.      Therefore,  in  the  interests 
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of  the  poor,  those  who  have  built  streets 
of  houses  in  tenements  have  done,  as  I 
believe,  a  great  work,  and  have  accom- 
plished not  a  little  to  solve  the  problem 
of  the  proper  housing  of  the  working 
classes.  The  diificulty  as  to  these  houses 
practically  resolves  itself  into  this — that 
they  are  not  so  constructed  as  to  come 
within  the  Treasury  Minute  as  to  having 
only  one  door  opening  on  to  the  passage. 
There  is  also  the  difficulty  that  they  have 
front  doors  opening  directly  on  to  the 
street.  I  agp*ee  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gateshead  that  the  last  thing  to  be 
done  is  to  encourage  rookeries.  I 
should  deplore  the  grant  of  any  con- 
cession which  should  in  any  way 
benefit  owners  of  rookeries  ;  but,  if 
these  rookeries  jaxe  to  be  done  away 
with,  it  is  only  by  an  extension  of 
tenemented  houses  for  the  poorer  classes. 
We  do  not  want  the  concession  to  ex- 
tend to  any  houses  which  have  been 
altered  for  the  habitation  of  the  poor. 
The  concession  may  be  safeguarded  by 
requiring  from  the  landlord  a  declara- 
tion that  the  tenements  were  built  for  and 
are  bona  fide  occupied  by  one  family — 
and  one  family  only.  In  conclusion  I 
should  like  to  say  it  seems  to  me  that  if 
this  great  question  of  the  proper  hous- 
ing of  the  working  classes  in  our  great 
industrial  centres  is  to  be  solved  it  can 
only  be  by  making  it  worth  people's 
while  to  build  proper  houses  in 
tenements,  and  the  greatest  inducement 
that  you  can  offer  to  those  persons  is  to 
reduce  their  rates  and  taxes  as  far  as 
possible. 
*Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  L.  Jackson,  Leeds) :  I 
hope  my  noble  Friend  will  not  be  dis- 
appointed if  I  do  not  go  at  any  length 
into  the  very  important  question  which 
he  has  raised.  I  am  bound  to  point  out 
at  the  outset  that  the  light  and  airy  way 
in  which  my  noble  Friend  spoke  of 
£1,900,000  revenue  will  hardly  com- 
mend itself  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  appears  to  think  it 
would  be  easy  to  raise  this  revenue  by 
putting  an  extra  penny  on  the  income 
tax,  but  I  am  not  sure  that  that  would  be 
more  popular  than  the  present  tax. 
There  is,  of  course,  one  very  strong  ob- 
jection to  the  abolition  of  this  tax. 
We  have,  in  the  first  place,  a 
very  limited  area  of  taxation,  and 
I  think  any  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  hesitate  a  good  deal 

Mr.  KeUxf 


in  the  present  day  before  he  entered 
upon  any  scheme  which  would  tend  to 
limit  the  area  of  taxation,  and  I  do  not 
deny  for  a  moment — and  the  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would,   if    he   were 
here,  be  prepared  to  admit — that  there 
are  anomalies   in   connection  with  this 
tax  which  he   would  be  very  glad  to 
remedy,  and  which,  I  hope,  he  will  in 
some  future  year  have  the  opportunity 
of  remedying.     The  hon.   Member  for 
Gateshead,  I  know,  has  taken  consider- 
able interest  in  this  question,  but  I  am 
not  quite  sure  that  he  would  entirely 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  0am* 
berwell,  who  apparently  is  willing  that 
any    concession    which   may  be  made 
should  not  apply  to  any  dwellings  which 
have  been  altered,  but  should  apply  only 
to  dwellings  built  for  a  special  purpose. 
As  far  as  I  remember  his  previous  appli- 
cation to  the  Treasury,  it  went  raUier 
in  the  direction  of  some  concession  to 
dwellings  which  have  been  altered,  and 
which  certainly  would  not  come  within 
the    category    advocated    by   the   hon. 
Member  for  Camberwell.     I  hope  that 
my  noble  Friend  who  has  brought  for- 
ward the  Motion  will  be  satisfied   to 
obtain  the  expression  of  opinion  which  he 
has  elicited.     I  can  assure  him  that  it 
has  been  several  times  under  the  con- 
sideration of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and,  al- 
though I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say 
that  he  will  immediately  deal  with  it, 
I  am  quite  sure  that  he  will  not  lose 
sight  of  it,   but   if  it  is    possible  for 
him     to    remedy     some    of    the    ano- 
malies which  do  exist,  he  will  be  glad 
indeed  to  have  an  opportunity  of  doing 
so.    I  cannot  admit  that  this  is  a  tax 
which  presses  very  heavily  on  the  poor, 
as  the  House  is  aware  the  tax  is  not 
assessable  to  any  separate  property  of  a 
less  value  than   £20  a  year.     I  think 
the  House   will  cordially  endorse  the 
sentiment  of  my  hon.  Friend  that  it  is 
not  desirable  to  extend  or  give  any  faci- 
lities for  the  extension  of  buildings  which 
are  known  as  rookeries.   There  is  a  great 
difficulty  in  defining  what  is  a  lodging 
house,  and  I  admit  possibly  that  there 
may  be  something  in  the  claim  put  for- 
ward by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bath,  on  behalf  of  the  very 
deserving  class  of  lodging  house  keepers 
at  watering  places.     But  I  fear  that  an 
exemption  of  lodging  houses — without 
some  very  strict  definition — would  mean 
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ihe  exemption  of  every  rookery  in  Drury 
Lane,  because  they  would  all  come 
under  the  definition  of  lodging  houses. 
I  am  quite  sure  the  House  would  not 
dedre  to  encourage  that  kind  of  dwell- 
ing,  nor  would  its  sympathy  be  in  the 
direoticin  of  granting  additional  facili- 
tiet  fbr  them. .  However,  I  can  promise 
mj  hoOL  Friends  that  my  right  hon. 
niend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  give  the  matter  careful  considera- 
tion. It  is  not  for  me  to  anticipate  what 
he  win  say  on  Monday,  but  I  hope  he 
will  be  able,  ii  not  now,  at  any  rate  on 
some  future  occasion  to  at  least  rectify 
■ome  of  the  anomalies  which  exist. 

Motion  by  leave  withdraw. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Besolntions  (11th  April)  reported. 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Mb.  J.  G.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  I  think,  last  night,  that  he  expected 
a  very  substantial  increase  in  the 
charges  under  the  head  of  Tramways 
in  Ireland.  Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  the  tendency  is  to 
decline.  The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  reduced  the  rate  of  interest  for 
Consols  from  3  to  2}  per  cent,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  if  money  is  only  worth 
^i  P®'  ^^^"^  ^^  ^  rather  extravagant  that 
the  ratepayers  in  baronies  should  have 
to  guarantee  a  larger  amount  of  interest 
on  these  undertakings.  Cannot  the 
hon.  Gentleman  see  his  way  to  lower 
this  guarantee  of  interest  of  from  4  to 
5  per  cent  and  make  it  more  in  con- 
formity with  the  present  value  of 
money?  If  he  does  not  do  so  I  fear 
there  is  some  danger  of  the  baronies 
repudiating  their  Hability.  I  think 
some  scheme  of  conversion  should  be 
arranged.  When  the  Tramways  Act 
was  first  passed  by  this  House  the 
Ooremment  proposition  was  that  4  per 
cent  should  be  the  amount  of  the 
guarantee,  including  the  Government 
subvention,  but  an  Amendment  was 
moved  by  Captain  O'Shea  to  raise  the 
guarantee  from  4  to  5  per  cent  in  the 
mterests,  I  have  no  doubt  of  friendly 
company  promoters,  who  paid  him  a  fee 
for  his  action,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  unfortunate  ratepayers  in  these 
baronies  now  pay  3  per  cent,  whereas 
they  would  only  have  been  called  upon 


to  pay  2  per  cent  for  these  guaranteed 
railways  if  the  Bill  had  been  passed  in 
its  original  form.  There  is  another 
matter  to  which  I  should  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
that  is  in  regard  to  Foynes  Pier,  in  the 
county  of  Kerry.  On  a  recent  occasion 
he  explained  that  he  had  no  responsi- 
bility as  to  whether  or  not  the  money 
gpranted  for  this  undertaking  was  mis- 
spent :  all  he  had  to  do  was  to  see  that 
the  Treasury  got  proper  security  for  it. 
That  may  be  so  from  a  strictly  legal 
point  of  view,  but  as  it  is  the  ratepayers' 
money  which  is  lent  for  these  works 
there  should  be  some  supervision  over 
the  expenditure  of  it.  Government 
money  may  be  foolishly  or  badly  laid 
out  if  there  is  no  supervision,  and  then 
there  may  be  no  return  to  the  rate- 
payers.  I  see  in  this  Estimate 
there  is  a  sum  of  £3,500  for  the 
Ulster  Canal.  What  is  the  posi- 
tion of  this  canal  at  present?  Is  this 
£3,500  a  final  gift?  Do  the  Govern- 
ment intend,  and  have  they  undertaken, 
to  lend  any  sum  for  this  canal  ?  If  any 
has  been  lent  how  has  it  been  expended  ? 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  answer  these 
questions  I  shall  be  very  well  satisfied. 
I  hope  he  will  be  able  to  say  he  will 
save  the  interest  of  the  taxpayers  and 
protect  the  guarantors  of  railways  in 
various  districts. 

*Mb.  W.  L.  JACKSON  :  Speaking  for 
myself,  I  cannot  hold  out  any  hope  of 
the  adoption  of  a  scheme  by  which  the 
rate  of  interest  on  guaranteed  lines — 
lines  guaranteed  by  certain  baronies, 
can  be  reduced.  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  this  is  an  obligation  which  has 
been  deliberately  entered  into  and  which 
is  legally  binding,  and  there  is  no  power 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  alter 
or  reduce  the  rate  of  interest.  The 
hon.  Member  has  hinted  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  taxes  out  of  which  these 
loans  are  guaranteed  by  the  baronies 
will  be  repudiated.  I  am  exceedingly 
sorry  that  he  should  give  utterance  to 
such  a  sentiment.  I  do  not  believe  that 
these  loans  which  have  been  ho  guar- 
anteed will  be  repudiated  either  by  the 
barony  which  guaranteed  them  or  by  the 
taxpayer ;  on  the  contrary,  these  rail- 
ways are  conferring  conHiderable  benefits 
on  many  districts,  and  I  iiope  that 
before  long  many  of  them  will  be  much 
nearer  paying  thoir  working  expenses 
than  they  are  a  present.     I  stated  the 
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it  stands,  what  does  it  amount  to  ?  It 
amounts  to  this,  that  the  Committee 
found  that  assuming  that  upon  the  fields 
to  which  I  have  referred  a  g^unpowder 
factory  is  to  be  erected,  this  park  cannot 
continue  to  exist  with  any  regard  to  the 
public  safety,  and  the  Government  knew 
before  they  purchased  this  land  that 
there  was  a  right  of  way  through  it,  and 
now  they  come  to  the  House  and  ask  us 
to  take  away  an  immemorial  right.  An 
efPectnal  stop  should  be  put  upon  pro- 
ceedings of  this  kind.  The  law  has 
provided  a  tribunal  before  which  ques- 
tions of  right  of  way  are  to  be  tried,  and 
it  itirther  provides  that  if  anyone  desires 
to  close  a  public  path,  he  should  obtain 
the  certificate  of  two  Justices,  which 
certificate  shall  be  confirmed  at  Quarter 
Sessions.  The  Government  originally 
proposed  to  go  to  Quarter  Sessions,  but 
subsequently,  when  opposition  was 
manifested,  and  it  was  known  that  those 
who  object  to  the  closing  of  this  path 
would  be  professionally  represented  at 
Quarter  Sessions,  they  abandoned  that 
mode  of  proceeding  and  have  now 
come  to  the  House.  Up  to  a 
few  moments  ago  it  was  quite  my  in- 
tention to  challenge  a  Division  upon 
this  question  by  way  of  protest,  but  I 
am  very  much  interested  in  a  Bill  which 
stands  lower  down  on  the  Paper,  the 
progress  of  which  has  already  been 
somewhat  impeded,  and  I  am'  not 
anxious  to  join  in  stopping  the  progress 
of  that  Bill  further.  It  may  be  to  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  I  should 
not  challenge  a  Division  now,  but  I  will 
do  so  upon  the  Third  Reading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  and  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  seven  Members,  four  to  be 
nominated  by  the  House,  and  three  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill 
presented  three  dear  days  before  the  meeting 
of  the  Committee  be  referred  to  the  Committee  ; 
that  the  Petitioners  praying  to  be  heard  by 
themselyet,  their  Goonsel,  or  agents,  be  heard 
against  the  Bill,  and  Counsel  heard  in  support 
of  the  BUI. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power 
to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  throe  be  the  quorum. 

RELIOIOTJS  PROSECUTIONS  ABOLITION 

BILL.-LNo.  1.] 
SBOOND    BBADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 


♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  Bill,  the  Second 
Beading  of  which  I  have  asked  the 
House  to  pass,  is  directed  against  pro- 
secutions, which  are  partly  prosecutions 
at  common  law,  and  partly  prosecutions 
by  Statute.  The  Statute  is  the  9th  and 
1 0th  William  HI.,  chap.  35,  and  that 
Statute  enacts  that  any  person  convicted 
of  blasphemy  shall,  for  the  first  offence, 
be  adjudged  incapable  and  disabled  in 
law,  to  all  intents  and  purposes  whatso- 
ever, to  have,  to  hold,  or  enjoy  any 
office  or  offices,  employment  or  employ, 
mente,  and  shall,  for  a  second  offence, 
be  adjudged  disabled  from  being  a 
plaintiff  or  defendant  in  any  suit,  or 
from  being  the  guardian  of  his  own 
children,  or  from  being  capable  nf 
receiving  any  legacy,  and  shall  be 
liable  to  imprisonment  for  the  space  of 
three  years.  That  Act  has  been  held 
to  be  supplemental  to  the  common  law. 
I  may  best  describid  the  Statute  by  usin  g 
the  words  of  Lord  Coleridge,  uttered  in  a 
case  which  was  tried  six  years  ago. 
In  the  course  of  the  defence,  the  Statute 
had  been  described  as  shocking,  and 
Lord  Coleridge  said — 

**Some  old  things,  and  amongst  them  this 
Statute,  are  shocking  enough,  and  I  do  not 
defend  them.*' 

In  a  judgment  which  Lord  Justice 
Lindley  delivered  in  1885,  His  Lord- 
ship spoke  of  this  Statute  as  cruel  in  its 
operation  against  the  persons  against 
whom  it  was  directed.  The  Statute  of 
6th  of  George,  chapter  47,  which  ap- 
plies to  Scotland,  makes  the  offence 
punishable  by  14  years^  transportation. 
Now,  Mr.  JuBtice  Stephen  in  his  '*  His- 
tory of  the  Criminal  Law,"  which  was 
written  and  passed  through  the  Press 
in  1882,  although  it  was  published 
in  1883,  wrote— 

**  Ofifences  against  can  hardly  be  treated  as 
an  actually  existing  head  of  our  criminal  law. 
Prosecutions  for  such  ofifences  are  still  theoreti- 
cally possible  in  a  few  cases,  but  they  hare  in 
practice  become  entirely  obsolete.*' 

Unfortunately,  whilst  the  History  was 
passing  through  the  Press,  several  pro- 
secutions were  initiated,  one  of  which  was 
tried  at  Maidstone,  two  which  where 
tried  at  the  Old  Bailey,  and  two,  in  one 
of  which  I  was  myself  the  defendant, 
which  were  removed  by  certiorari  to  the 
High  Court,  and  were  tried  before  the 
present  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England. 
Here  are  two  views  of  the  law  which  it 
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for  which  you  punish  to-day,  has  been 
an  ever-changing  wbrd.    It  is  only  240 
years  ago   that   a    man,    Naylor,   the 
Quaker,  of  the  same  faith  as  the  man 
(Mr.  Bright)  all  of  ns  in  this  House 
honoured,    was   tried    for    blasphemy. 
Gheorge  Fox,  William  Penn,  ana  scores 
of  their  co-workers  were  sent  to  gaol, 
or   whipped   at    the  cart  tail  as  blas- 
phemers. The  Unitarians,  had  they  lived 
even  later  than  the  times  of  which  I  have 
just  spoken,  would    have  come  within 
the  penalties  of  this  Statute  which  Lord 
Ooleridge  says  gives  a  ferocious  power 
against  people,  and  which  Lord  Justice 
Lindley  condemns  as  an  essentially  bad 
law.  I  feel  that  this  is  not  a  time  of  night 
to  trespass  unduly  on  the  attention  of  the 
House.     I    can    only    appeal    to    the 
generosity    of    the    majority,     but    I 
would  point  out  to  them  the  position 
in  which    they    put    those    who  differ 
from    them    when    they    lack    gene- 
rosity themselves.     I  have   sometimes 
tried    to    argue    with    my  friends    in 
France    against  the  strict .  enforcement 
some  of  them  have  put  on  the  Anti- 
derical  laws ;   they  have  answered  me 
''the  Church  shows  us  no  mercy."     It 
is  that  kind  of  unfortunate  spirit  which 
treats  opinion  as  if  it  were  a  crime  and 
thought  as  if  it  were  a  crime,  when  the 
very  honesty  of  the  utterance  of  that 
thought,    that    expression  of   opinion, 
shows  you  that  the  persons  against  whom 
you  direct  your  Statute  have  at  least  the 
virtue  of  honesty  to  redeem  their  action 
from  being  classed  as  that  of  the  or- 
dinary criminal.     It  is  against  this  un- 
fortunate spirit  I  am  arguing ;  it  is  for 
these  people  I  am    pleading  to-night. 
I  am  pleading  for  many  who  have  found 
trusts  for  their  children  cancelled,   as 
was  the  case  with  a  Member  of  this 
House,  honoured  while  sitting  in  it  be- 
cause of  the  family  to  which  he  belonged, 
and  for  the  great  name  and  greater  tra- 
ditions associated  with  it — I  mean  Lord 
Amberley.  He  found  his  trust  for  hischil- 
dren  cancelled  because  the  man  whom  he 
honoured  enough  to  give  the  trust  that 
might  have   been  brought  within  the 
scope  of  this  statute,     it    is    too  late 
to-day  to  keep  these   penalties  on  the 
Statute  Book.    The  Bill  may  not  receive 
sanction    for    its  second   reading    to- 
night,    but     it   is   something — and    I 
thank  the  House  for  it — ^that  the  House 
has  listened  patiently   and  generously 
to  an   appeal    made  on  behalf  of  an 

Mr,  Bradlaugh 


unpopular  minority ;  and  one  day  or 
other  justice  will  have  to  be  donsi  and 
I  ask  the  House  to  do  it  whikt  tfaoss 
for  whom  they  are  asked  to  doitareftir 
and  weak,  rather  than  leaTO  us  to  win, 
as  win  we  will,  that  outside  pnUifl 
opinion  by  the  ballot,  whioh  aster* 
mines  what  the  law  shall  be. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  sescmi 

time." 

Ms.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Iiyiie)r 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  hon. 
Member  to  whose  speech  we  have  just 
listened  with  very  great  interest  has  not 
attempted  in  the  Bill  he  has  drawn  cr 
has  had  drawn  for  him  to  grapple  witii 
the  difficulties  that  surround  wis  ques- 
tion.    He  has  alluded  to  a  number  of 
Acts  that  he  himself  admits  are  practi- 
cally obsolete  and  never  enforoedy  and 
he  has  taken  care  in  the  illustratioDS  he 
ha^  given  of  recent  prosecutions  to  avmd 
telling  the  House  that  none  of  these 
prosecutions  have  been  under  any  of 

«Mb.  bradlaugh  :  Pardon  me ;  I 
thought  I  expressly  read  from  Lord 
Justice  Lindley's  judgpnent  in  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  v.  Bradlaugh  a  pas* 
sage,  in  which  the  learned  Judge  said 
his  judgment  was  determined  by  the  fact 
that  these  were  old  Acts  of  Parliament 
still  unrepealed,  by  which  such  people- 
can  be  cruelly  prosecuted,  and  he  went 
on  to  say  that  whether  the  state  of  the 
law  ought  to  remain  so  or  not  was  not 
for  him  to  express  an  opinion,  but  he 
was  bound  to  have  regard  to  the  fact 
that  these  Acts  remained  unrepealed. 

Mr.  ADDISON  :  Surely,  so  acute  an> 
interpreter  of  the  law  as  the 
hon.     Member    will     see     that     the 

remarks  of  the  learned  Judg^  ezaetly 
bear  out  my  position.  Lord  Justice- 
Lindley  remarked  there  were  a  number 
of  old  Statutes  still  on  the  Statute  Book, 
but,  having  in  view  that  fact,  he  did  not 
think  the  Common  Law  had  been  altered- 
or  tampered  with.  But  what  I  wassaying, 
and  what  I  still  point  out,  is  this,  that 
neither  the  hon.  Member  nor  any  other 
of  the  people  prosecuted  in  recent  times 
for  what  is  called  blasphemy,  have  ever 
been  prosecuted,  or  indicted,  under  any 
of  these  Acts,  certainly  not  under  the- 
Act  of  Edward  YI.,  certainly  not  under 
the  Act  of  Elisabeth,  against  defaming 
the  Prayer  Book,  certainly  not  under 
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the  9  and  10  WUUam  ni.,  nor  the  Act 
of  Geo.  IV.,  in  regard  to  bloapfaemy. 
The  hon.  Uember  bat  had  a  veir  lar^ 
ezpwienoe  in  these  matters,  ana  it  he 
V€>e  able  to  contradict  me  on  this  point 
I  am  Bare  he  woold  do  so.  If  he  does 
not  it  shows  I  am  right,  and  that  not 
one  of  these  obsolete  statutes  during  20 
years  has  been  bronght  into  action  for 
anT  prosecution  whatever. 
*Hb.  BRADLAUQH:  I  quite  admit 
there  has  been,  bo  far  as  I  am  aware,  no 
indictment  whatever  under  the  Statutes, 
btrt  it  is  also  true  that  in  eight  or  nine 
oases,  argued  in  6meo,  these  Statutes 
hare  been  quoted  in  support  of,  and  as 
explaining,  the  Common  Lav. 

Mb.  AJ)DIS0N  :  That  is  exactly 
my  position,  that  learned  Judges,  who 
have  explained  what  the  Common  Law 
is,  have  also  shown  that  the  mind  of  the 
Legislature  is  expressed  by  there  being 
so  little  inclination  to  tamper  with  it  that 
th^  have  not  repealed  any  one  of  these 
Acts.  But  it  still  comes  back  to  the 
point  I  make— that  all  th4  Acts  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  commented  upon, 
pointing  out  what  terrible  tlungs  they 
are,  and  how  persons  may  be  sent  to 
prison  for  this,  or  Uuahers  to  prison  for 
that,  under  none  of  these  has  anybody, 
in  recent  times,  been  prosecuted  or 
indicted.  But  the  real  difficult  in 
dealing  with  this  matter  is  that  if  these 
Acts  are  abolished,  it  will  be  necessary 
for  the  House  that  makes  the  abolition 
to  deal  with  the  matter  further,  and  say 
what  should  be  allowed  and  what  should 
not  be  allowed  in  the  way  of  attack  upon 
reUgiouB  institutions  and  the  feelings  of 
decent  people.  The  same  prinrnple 
applies  to  indecency  as  to  blasphemy — 
tn^  are  both  matters  of  the  utmost 
difflonlty ;  and  whoever  has  drawn  this 
Bill  has  not  attempted  to  deal  with  the 
difficulties,  but  has  framed  a  Bill  that 
goes  tax  beyond  the  provisions  of  these 
Acts  of  Parliament,  avoiding  difficulties 
instead  of  meeting  them,  for  it  provides 
that  in  future  in  this  country  every 
blasphemy  or  blasphemous  libel — how- 
ever insulting  to  relinon  —  however 
hurtful  to  the  feelings  of  decent  people, 
however  cormptiug  to  our  youth  and 
injnrfons  to  the  oommuui^ — are  to  be 
made  lawful.  After  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  no  criminal  prooeeoinEs  shall  be 
any   ]  for — 

,  neresy, 
y  at  Gom- 
iw,  (me  asks 


AhtUtioHBiU. 
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at  once  what  is  blasphemy  at  Common 
Law  ?  I  will  quote  from  a  book  well 
known  to  all  lawyers,  and  from  an  old' 
edition  not  intended  to  put  a  modem 
gloss  on  the  definition,  "  Wharton's 
Law  Lexioon" — 

n  offence  oninit  God  and 

...  to  the  Almighty  Hii  being 

aniTpTOTiileiice,'  or  by  oootamelioiu  leproaohea 

of  oar  Saviour  Ohriit;  nlto  all  profane  MotBag 

at  the  Holy  Sotiptarea,  and  exposing  tkem  to 


"Zl 


This,  then,  is  what  blasphemy  is.  The 
hon.  Uember  for  Northampton  proposes 
that  this  shall  not  be  punishable  by  any 
criminal  proceedings  whatever.  Now, 
see  what  the  effect  of  that  would  be. 
Hon.  Members  must  be  struck  by  this, 
that  there  must  he  matters  which  in 
any  decent  well  organized  commu&i^r 
whether  the  majority  or  the  minority 
believe  in  religious  principles,  ought  to 
be  protected.  If  religious  people  are 
in  the  minority — instead  of  being,  as  I 
believe  they  are,  and  as  I  hope  they 
always  will  be,  in  an  overwhelming 
majority — if  they  are  in  a  minority, 
*heir  feelings  are  fully  entitled  to  be 
respected  out  of  common  deoenoy,  if  out 
of  nothing  else.  Now,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  ^at  vile  pictures,  and  carica- 
tures, and  offensive  publications  exposeii 
in  the  streets  or  in  shop  windows  and 
which  might  have  a  tendency  to  pio- 
voke  a  breach  of  the  public  peaoe,  might 
still  be  punishable  if  his  Bill  were 
passed  ;  but  I  oannot  help  thinking  a» 
a  lawyer,  that  would  not  be  so,  because 
such  publications  would  cease  to  be 
blasphemous  libels,  and  no  criminal 
proceedings  could  be  maintained  in  re- 
spect to  £em.  What  is  called  tending 
to  a  breach  of  the  peace  is  only  the  form 
of  theory  on  which  prosecutions  for  libel 
are  founded,  but  if  yon  say  nobody  ia 
to  be  prosecuted  for  libel,  you  abolish 
the  whole  doctrine  about  breach  of  the 
peace.  So  I  say  the  hon.  Member  has- 
not  attempted  to  grapple  with  the  diffi- 
culties thst  were  present  to  the  minds 
of  Lord  Coleridge  and  Mr.  Justaca 
Stephen ;  he  does  not  say  what  should, 
he  lawftil,  but  that  everything  shall  be 
lawful,  however  iniurioua,  or  irritating 
to  the  feelings  of  the  community.  The 
hon.  Member  quotes  France,  and  he 
has  considerable  acquaintance  with  the 
laws,  manners,  and  cuBtoms  of  France, 
so  he  must  know  that  French  legislation 
has  done  that  we  do  not  attempt  to  do. 
Notwithstanding  the  opinions  of  a  la^e 
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mmorityy  mlthoogli  these  old-fuhioned 
obsolete  blaaphemj  laws  do  not 
exist  in  Freni^  law,  jet,  in  the  Penal 
Code  there  is  an  Article  mating  it  an 
offence  punishable  bj  fine  or  bj  im- 
prisonment up  to  five  jears  to  insult  or 
outrage  anj  recognized  religion  in 
France.  Now,  does  the  hon.  Member 
propose  there  should  be  something  of 
that  kind  here  ?  What  does  he  propose 
to  establish  in  substitution  of  the 
laws  he  would  abolish  but  unbounded 
liberty  and  licence  of  erery  kind  ?  What 
reason  has  he  given  for  this  ?  He  says 
opinion  should  be  free.  Well,  opinion 
is  free,  and  nobody  iu  England  is  pro- 
secuted for  his  religious  opinions  or  the 
want  of  them. 

♦Me.  BBADLAUGH:    Yes;    I   was 
indicted. 

Mk.  ADDISON:  I  do  not  like  to 
enter  into  a  personal  oontroyersy  with 
the  hon.  Member,  but  surely  he  does 
not  mean  seriously  to  maintcdn  that.  I 
pass  on  from  his  to  another  case,  "  The 
Queen  v,  Foote."  It  was  not  for 
religious  opinions  that  in  that  case  the 
▼ery  severe  sentence  was  passed ;  it  was 
for  the  publication  of  caricatures  of  the 
most  outrageous  kind  calculated  to 
excite  the  greatest  possible  ill  feeling  in 
the  whole  neighbourhood  where  they 
were  exhibited.  I  have  only  just  come 
from  the  library,  and  happened  to  miss 
the  interesting  discussion  on  the  House 
Duty,  while  reading  Professor  Huxley's 
article  in  the  Ninetemth  Century,  Professor 
Huxl^  shows  clearly  enough  that  opinion 
is  perifectly  free  in  this  country  so  long 
as  it  is  nothing  more  than  an  honest 
attempt  to  express  opinion  and  not  to 
insult  other  religious  opinions.  The 
hon.  Member  has  made  no  case  for  the 
Bill,  although  I  admit  that  there  is  very 
great  difference  of  opinion,  as  he  says,  be- 
tween Judges  as  to  what  the  law  is. 
Lord  Ooleridge  holds  that  it  is  the 
manner  aud  intention  to  insult  and 
annoy  rather  than  the  matter  that 
should  be  considered  in  relation  to 
attacks  on  religion,  and  others  who  wish 
the  law  altered,  press  Mr.  Justice 
Stephen's  view  and  make  it  more  strong. 
Yet,  whether  on  the  one>ide  or  the  other, 
every  body  admits  that  if  the  matter  is 
dealt  with  at' all  it  should  be  dealt  with 
not  only  negatively  but  positively.  We 
ouffht  to  know  from  those  who  propose 
this  Bill  on  what  principle  they  intend 
to  go.  If  wo  allow  free  tmfettered 
licence  we  shall  be  below   every  other 

Mr.  Addis m 


emUsed  eoimiiy  in  the  wotUL  I  beg 
to  move  that  tlM  BiU  be  read  a  socooa 
tame  this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed  to  leavo  out  the 
word   ''now"  and  at  the  en^  of  As 
jQueetion'to  add  the  words  "upon  tlds 
day  six  months  (ifi*.  AMMt^) 


Mb.  HTJNTEB  ( Abeideen.  N.)  :  I  do 
inot  intend  to  oocopy  the  tune  of 
the  House  at  this  late  hour  for 
more  than  a  few  minutes,  but  I  nuist 
entirely  join  issue  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  has  just  spoken  of 
the  statement  he  has  made  in  regaxd 
to  the  law  of  blasphemy.  Thore  axe 
two  views  in  respect  to  the  Ocmamon 
Law,  but  there  are  not  two  views  in 
respect  to  the  Statute  Law.  It  is  peir- 
fecUy  dear  that  by  the  Statute  Law  anj 
expression  of  opinion  struck  at  by  the 
Statute,  in  whatever  language  sneh 
expression  may  be  couched,  is  pnnish- 
able  as  an  indictable  offienoe.  Li 
regard  to  Common  Law  there  are  two 
opinions,  that  of  Lord  Coleridge,  and 
that  of  Mr.  Justice  Stephen.  Lord  Ckde- 
ridge  takes  tlie  view  that  the  mere  denial 
of  the  prevailing  opinion  and  oonviotion 
on  religion  does  not  in  itadf 
constitute  a  crime,  but  in  practioe  I  can 
draw  no  distinction  between  the  denial 
of  all  right  to  express  an  opinion  and 
the  right  to  send  a  man  to  prison  be- 
cause he  has  expressed  his  opinion  in  a 
manner  not  agreeable  to  12  men  of  the 
jury.  What  happened  in  the  ease  of 
Foote  ?  He  was  tried  by  three  juries, 
and  two  disagreed ;  but  when  the  jury 
did  agree  he  was  sentenced  to  a  yeac^i 
imprisonment.  And  why  ?  Mr.  ^ustioe 
North  did  not  attempt  to  conceal  his 
bigotry,  for  in  the  plainest,  if  not  the 
politest  language,  he  said  that  Foote 
must  be  punifihed  because  he  had 
**  dedicated  his  talents  to  the  service  of 
the  Devil;"  which,  in  plain  EngBsh, 
meant  that  he  held  opinions  on  religion 
differing  from  those  of  Mr.  Justice 
North.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
represents,  as  I  believe  he  does,  oor* 
reotly  the  general  sense  with  respect  to 
this  subject  of  religious  prosecutions,  it 
does  not  seem  to  me  it  would  be  at  all 
difficult  if  the  Bill  were  read  a  second 
time  to  reconcile  his  view  with  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton.  I 
look  for  a  solution  of  the  dimoulty  to 
the  Indian  Penal  Code,  in  which  emi- 
nent Englishmen  have  had  to  deal  in 
instituting  a  law  for  India  with  this 
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Tery  qaestion   of   religioas  irritation. 
They  had  to  frame  a  law  for  oircum- 
stances  and  institutione  far  more  diffi- 
cult   than    anything    existing    in   this 
•country,  where,  indeed,  there  are  few 
oooaaions    for    trying     the    question, 
and  where  very  few  persons  derive  any 
pleasure  or  satisfaction  from  deliherately 
wounding    or    insulting    the    relifi^ous 
feelings  of  his  neighbours.  But  in  India 
among  a  violent  and  fanatical  people  we 
from  time  to  time  hear  of  terrible  riots 
breaking  out  from  such  causes  at  the 
season  of  the  religious  festivals,  when 
the  religious  feelings  of  the  people  are 
vehemently  excited.  In  India,  therefore, 
we  had  to  provide  for  the  same  difficul- 
ties that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
lias  suggested  as  existing  here    in    a 
modified  form.     I  ask  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  manner  in  which  this 
question  has  been   dealt   with    in   the 
Indian  Penal  Code.     The  section  runs 
thus — 

"Whoever,  with  the  deliberate  intention  of 
irotmding  the  religious  feelings  of  any  person, 
titters  any  word  or  makes  any  sound  in  the 
hearing  of  that  person,  or  makes  any  gesture, 
or  places  any  object  in  the  sight  of  that  person  " 
—this  covers  the  case  of  pictures,  etc. — **  shall 
he  punished  with  imprisonment,  with  or  without 
liard  labour,  for  a  term  which  may  extend  to 
one  year,  or  with  fine,  or  with  both."  I 

I  would  suggest  that  if  there  exists  any 
honafide  desire  to  settle  the  question  on 
fair  lines,  by  which  I  mean  on  lines 
which  on  the  one  hand  will  give  a 
guarantee  of  religious  freedom  and  on 
the  other  hand  will  afford  adequate  pro- 
tection to  the  religious  feelings  of  the 
•community,  then  I  think  a  solution  might 
be  found  in  the  section  of  the  Indian 
Penal  Code  I  have  read.  I  would 
8UgS»0Bt  that  hon.  Members  might  allow 
the  Bill  to  pass  its  Second  Beading,  and 
in  Committee  I  would  move  the  inser- 
tion of  this  section  as  an  Amendment 
that  I  think  would  meet  the  difficulties 
of  the  question.  I  trust  the  suggestion 
may  meet  with  approval,  and  the  Bill 
will  then  remove  what  is  undoubtedly 
the  cause  of  great  difficulty.  I  think  I 
can  refer  to  no  higher  authority  than 
the  Indian  Penal  Code,  than  which  no 
document  in  the  English  language  was 
ever  prepared  with  more  careful  con- 
sideration and  ability. 

Mb.  8.  SMITH  (Flintshire) :  To  a 
large  extent  I  agree  with  what  has 
been  said  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  The 
feeling  is  unanimous  that  the  age  of 
reh'gious  persecution  is  passed,  and  no 


one  should  now  be  punished  for  holding 
or  not  holding  religious  opinions.     We 
are  all  of  one  mind  upon  that.     But  still 
I  feel  that,  if  we  pass  the  Bill,  we  shall 
open  the  flood-gates  of  the  country  to  a 
vile  tide    of  ribald  and  blasphemous 
literature  of  which  few  in  this  House 
are  aware.     For  a  few  years  past  I  have 
been  making  some  feeble  efforts  to  stop 
the  irruption  of  foul,  corrupting  litera- 
ture in  the  country,  and  so  I  have  be- 
come aware  of   the  circulation  in    in- 
creasing   quantities    of   literature    so 
loathsome— so  obscene — that  those  who 
provide    it,   and  those  who  habitually 
read    it,    must    be    degraded    to    the 
level    of     beasts.       It     is    extremely 
dfficult    to     draw    the    line     between 
what  is    blasphemous    and    what    is 
obscene,  the  two  things  run  one  into  the 
other.    If  we  absolutely  take  away  all 
pow^r  of  prosecuting  for  blasphemy,  we 
may  legalize  the  publication  of  litera- 
ture of  the  most  revolting  kind.     Hon. 
Members    would  scarcely  believe  that 
such  papers  could  be  printed  as  these  of 
which  I  have  several  specimens,  which 
have  been  issued  in  London,  and  some 
of  them,    I    believe,   by  a  gentleman 
whose  name  has  been  mentioned  in  the 
course  of  this  debate — they  shock  and 
outrage  all  feelings  of  decency  beyond 
description,  and  woodcuts  are  attached 
that   turn    into    contempt   the  noblest 
things  of  the  Christian  religion .     Just  to 
give  hon.  Members  an  idea  of  what  would 
become  legal  under  this  Bill,  let  me 
mention  that  one  depicts  the  Almighty 
dancing  a  lewd  dance  with  the  Devil. 
It  soils  one's  lips  to  say  such  things. 
I  am  sure  the  House  does  not  wish  this 
sort  of  thing  to  be  legalized.     I  am  told 
by  lawyers  that  these  infamous  produc- 
tions may  be  made  the  subject  of  prose- 
cution, but  not  if  this  Bill  passes.     There 
are  societies  supported  by  a  considerable 
amount  of  money  whose  business  it  is  to 
circulate  this  infamous  literature,  and 
I     am     advised     that     if     the     Bill 
becomes    law  abominable  publications 
of  this    class  could   be  distributed  at 
the  doors  of  our  Sunday   schools   and 
churches — publications    that  turn   into 
ridicule     and     contempt     the     holiest 
things  of  the  Christian  faith,  and  the 
law  could  not  touch  them.     I  have  every 
desire    for  liberty    of  opinion,  but  to 
remove  every   restraint  upon  publica- 
tions of  this  kind  is  liberty  carried  to 
madness.     I  believe  that  of  the  whole 
nation,   99   out   of    every    100   would 
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repudiate  the  idea.  I  am  disposed  to 
think  that  with  an  amendment  such  as 
has  been  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter) 
the  Bill  might  become  a  valuable 
addition  to  the  Statute  Book. 
I  quite  agree  that  these  obsolete  laws 
should  not  be  maintained.  No  one  now- 
a-days  would  wish  to  prosecute  a  man 
for  holding  opinions  or  for  expressing 
them  in  a  rational,  sober  manner,  but  on 
the  lowest  ground,  I  hold  it  is  contrary 
to  all  ideas  of  civil  society,  that  the 
holiest,  deepest,  and  strongest  convic- 
tions of  men  and  women  should  be 
afiEronted  in  the  rudest  manner  possible 
without  there  being  any  redress  at  law. 
I  hold  that  our  duty  as  a  country 
goes  b<)yond  that,  and  that  we 
owe  obligations  to  Almighty  Ood  the 
Sovereign  Buler  of  mankind  to  uphold 
in  all  lawful  and  proper  ways  the  autho- 
rity of  his  laws.  1  will  not  insist  on 
that  argument  now,  but  I  do  insist  that 
we  shall  not  give  the  stamp  of  legality 
to  atrocious  caricatures  and  literature, 
such  as  I  have  mentioned.  I  believe 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has  no  wish  or  desire 
that  such  literature  should  be  legalized 
or  circulated,  but  I  would  point  out  that 
the  effect  of  passing  the  Bill  will  be  to 

f've  the  stamp  of  legality  to  such  things, 
support  the  Motion  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months. 
♦The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
E.  Clarkb,  Plymouth) :  I  should  be 
glad  if  the  House  were  able,  after  this 
short  debate,  to  dispose  of  the  Bill  to- 
night, but  whether  it  is  able  to  do  so  or 
not,  I  am  anxious  to  say  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  that  they  g^ve  it  their 
most  decided  opposition.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  has  suggested 
certain  adaptations  from  the  Indian 
Penal  Code,  and  the  last  speaker  has 
accepted  the  suggestion.  But  were 
this  proposal  given  effect  to,  it  would 
be  the  creation  of  a  new  Bill. 
It  would  mean  the  striking  out  of  the 
only  effective  clause  in  the  Bill,  and  the 
substitution  of  something  entirely  dif- 
ferent. The  Bill  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  is  about  the 
most  unpractical  suggestion  which  could 
possibly  be.  The  hon.  Member  has 
treated  the  House  to  a  dissertation  as  to 
what  is  the  true  common  law  in  this 
country  on  the  subject  of  blasphemous 
libel.    It  stands  thus — that  in  the  case 

Mr.  8.  Smith 


mentioned  the  Lord  Chief  Jofltioe  laid 
down  the  law  in  regard  to  blasphemy  and 
blasphemous  libel  in  terms  whion  the- 
hon.  Member  says  he  wishes  truly  ex- 
pressed the  law.    He  says  he  ahould  be 
glad    if  the    decision    in  the  case  of 
*'  The  Queen  v.  Ramsey  and    Foote '' 
did     correctly     represent     the     lawp 
but   because    another   learned  Judge, 
writing     a     magazine     artidoi     sug- 
gested  that    the    Lord   Chief  Justice 
was  wrong  in  his  exposition  of  the  law, 
the  hon.  Member  tries  to  persuade  the- 
House  diat  it  ought  to  pass  a  Bill  ia 
order  to  alter  the  law. 
«Mb.   BRADLAUGH:    I  thought  I 
had  expressly  quoted  a  passage  from. 
another  Judge.    I  referrea  to  a  dtation 
given  at  Nisi  Prius  by  Justices  Stephen 
and  Hawkins  from  a  dictum    of  Mr^ 
Justice  Lindl€(y  in  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
♦Sib  E.  CLARKE :  The  hon.  Member 
does  not  appreciate  the  point  I  am  pat- 
ting.    He  said  in  his  speech  that  the 
law  is  the  subject  of  dispute — that  there 
are  two  views  of  it,  one  being  that  ex- 
pressed by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  in  the- 
case  I  have  mentioned,  which  judgment 
was  afterwards  revised  by  the  learned 
Judge  and  published    in    a  corrected 
form,  as  he  was  anxious  that  his  opinion 
on  the  subject  should  remain   clearly 
defined ;  and  the  other  view  of  the  law^ 
that  of  Mr.  Justice  lindley.    I  say  that 
the  judgment  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
at  present  represents  the  most  authon* 
tative  exposition  of  the  law  on  this  sub* 
ject.     So  long  as  it  remains,  it  will  be- 
idle  to  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to 
pass  a  Bill  in  order  to  put  the  law  eveu 
into    that    condition    which   the    hon« 
Member  desires.     If  the  Bill  would  put 
the  law  into  the  position  in  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  see  it,  then 
I  should  say  the  House  has  other  and 
better  things  to  do  than  to  pass  a  Bill  to 
declare  that  to  be  the  law  which  has* 
been    pronounced    to   be   the    law  by 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice.     But  this  BiU 
would    go    much    further.     It    would 
sweep  away  the  whole  law,  Common 
or  Statute,  by  which  blasphemous  libel 
can    be  punished.    It  has   been  said 
that  there  is  no  prosecution  now  for  the 
expression  of  religious  opinions.      I  am 
astonished  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  should  have  said  that  he 
himself  has    been    prosecuted  for  the 
expression  of  opinions.    I  am  certain 
that  in  that  prosecution  on  which  the 
hon.  Member  was  convicted 


465        ReligioM  IroMeuttom       {April  12,  1889} 


AhoUtion  Bill, 


466 


♦Mr  BBADLAUQH:  I  never  have 
^een  convicted  on  a  prosecution  for 
blasphemy. 

♦Sir  E.  CLARKE :  If  the  hon. 
"Oentleman  had  waited  until  the  close  of 
my  sentence  he  would  have  seen  that  I 
am  stating  the  fact.  The  prosecution 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  was  con- 
victed, although  the  judgment  was  after- 
wards quashed  on  a  technical  objection, 
was  not  a  prosecution  for  the  expression 
of  religious  opinions.  Another  prose- 
oution  was  in  respect  of  the  circulation 
of  those  very  scandalous  publications  to 
which  the  last  speaker  referred.  I  have 
some  knowledge  of  the  filthy  and 
wicked  publications  which  have  been 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  the  character  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  cannot  even  indicate  to  the 
House.  They  were  issued  week  after 
week,  but  there  is  a  natural  reluctance 
to  institute  prosecutions  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  advertising  these  pub- 
lications. They  contain  grossly  inde- 
<sent  suggestions  with  regard  to  matters 
which  are  regarded  as  sacred  by 
Christian  people.  If  this  Bill  were  to 
pass,  while  anyone  would  be  liable  to 
criminal  prosecution  for  the  smallest 
imputation  on  the  character  of  an  indi- 
vidual, people  would  be  free  to  scatter 
broadcast  the  most  scandalous  and 
shocking  suggestions  with  regard  to 
sacred  things  of  religion  without  being 
subjected  to  any  prosecution.  This  is 
onough  to  make  the  House  reject  the 
Bill  with  indignation.  One  knows  per- 
fectly well  the  terrible  mischief  which 
is  done  when  one  of  these  publications 
oomes  into  anyone's  hands,  whether 
it  be  a  child,  a  young  person, 
or  a  man.  The  thing  cannot  be 
forgotten.  It  has  existed  and  it  has 
defiled.  If  this  Bill  became  law  there 
would  be  absolutely  no  law  whatever  in 
this  country  to  suppress  this  wickedness. 
Some  of  the  Statutes  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  repeal  are  obsolete  Statutes. 
They  might  uist  as  well  be  erased  from 
the  Statute  Book,  because  they  are  ob- 
-solete;  but  their  simple  repeal  is  not 
the  object  nor  the  efiPect  of  this  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  would  not  waste  his 
time  in  presenting  a  Bill  simply  to  get 
rid  of  the  Statutes.  There  has  been  no 
prosecution  under  the  Act  of  William 
III.,  and  no  prosecution  for  heresy  since 
1640.  These  Statutes  might  very  well 
be  repealed  in  a  Statute  £aw  Revision 
Bill ;  but  as  it  is  not  the  object  of  the 


Bill  to  get  rid  of  these  innocuous  Sta- 
tutes, I  hope  we  shall  have  time  to 
divide  against  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  mag  INNE8  (Northumberland, 
Hexham) :  In  the  fewest  possible  words 
I  desire  to  say  why  I  intend  to  vote 
against  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 
I  cannot  say,  with  the  Solicitor  General, 
that  I  regard  the  Bill  with  feelings  of 
indignation ;  on  the  contrary,  I  fedL,  to 
a  certain  extent,  in  a  dilemma.  By 
voting  against  the  Bill  I  shall  be 
classed  with  those  who  seem  still  to 
wish  to  perpetuate  prosecutions  for  ex- 
pressions of  opinion,  and  nothing  is 
further  from  my  thoughts  and  wish. 
Nothing,  I  trust,  is  further  from  the 
thoughts  of  the  g^eat  majority  of  the 
Members  of  this  House.  The  day  for  such 

Erosecutions  has  passed,  and,  I  firmly 
elieve,  passed  for  ever.  No  one  here, 
I  am  sure,  wishes  ever  again  to  prose- 
cute a  man  for  opinions  in  regard  to 
religion.  Many  of  us  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  regret  the  prosecutions 
to  which  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  was  subjected,  but  we  are 
unable  to  support  the  Bill,  looking  at 
the  form  in  which  it  is  presented  and  at 
the  fact  that  it  woula  legalize  those 
scandalous  productions  to  which  re- 
ference has  been  made.  The  House, 
however,  will  feel  that  we  have  for 
this  hour  and  a  half  had  a  very  useful 
discussion,  and  that  before  long,  from 
some  quarter  or  other,  we  shall  have  a 
measure  which  will  deal  with  the  matter 
in  such  a  way  as  to  get  rid  of  these 
obsolete  enactments,  and  at  the  same 
time,  preserve  the  people  from  contami- 
nation by  this  offensive  literature. 
♦Colonel  SANDYS  (Lancashire,  8.W., 
Bootle) : .  It  had  been  my  intention,  but 
for  the  intervention  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ashton,  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months, 
but  the  matter  has  been  so  well  dealt 
with  by  him,  as  well  as  by  my  learned 
Friend  the  Solicitor  General,  that  I 
shall  intervene  for  a  very  few  moments 
only  between  the  House  and  a  Division. 
The  law  in  this  country  is,  that 
those  who  kill  the  body  shall  be 
punished  without  mercy ;  but  if 
this  Bill  is  passed,  it  will  be 
tantamount  to  allowing  those  who 
would  kill  the  souls  of  the  people 
to  do  so  with  impunity.  On  that 
ground  I  certainly  shall  vote  against  the 
BiU,   and  I  would  remind  the  House 
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that  under  the  law  of  Moses  blasphemers 
were  led  out  of  the  camp  and  stoned  to 
death  by  the  people.  I  do  not  think, 
therefore,  that  the  penalties  under  these 
Acts  can  be  regarded  as  excessive  at 
the  present  time.  I  hope  the  House 
will  reject  the  Bill  by  a  handsome 
majority,  in  order  to  show  that  it  con- 
siders itself  insulted  by  haying  such  a 
measure  brought  before  it  and  being 
asked  to  sanction  it  at  all. 

Mb.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) : 
If  this  measure  were  one  to  do  away 
with  the  Statutes  aimed  at  what  is  called 
schism  or  heresy,  I  should  not  have  a 
word  to  say  against  it.  But  if  this  Bill 
is  passed  I  believe  that  my  children 
might  be  compelled  to  see  on  the  walls 
of  this  city  as  they  go  along  the  streets 
things  which  I  would  rather  they  should 
die  than  see  and  take  into  their  minds. 
It  behoves  us  to  stand  up  boldly  for  those 
things  which  we  hold  most  precious 
both  in  time  and  eternity — which  stretch 
beyond  this  world  into  the  next.  Under 
these  circumstances,  and  with  a  feeling 
of  the  profound  est  responsibility,  I 
declare  that  though  I  should  be  pre- 
pared to  vote  as  earnestly  as  any  man 
for  anything  that  will  promote  religious 
and  civil  liberty,  yet,  as  I  believe  that 
this  Bill  would  open  the  flood-gates  of  the 
vilest  and  mont  terrible  iniquity  that  it 
is  possible  to  perpetrate,  I  shall  speak 
and  vote  against  it  on  every  possible 
occasion. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  wish  to  say 
that  a  phrase  used  by  the  Solicitor 
General  might  possibly  be  understood 
as  putting  on  me  some  kind  of  moral 
responsibility,  in  connection  with  the 
illustrated  publications  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referred. 
I  do  not  suppose  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  intended  his  words 
to  convey  that  meaning,  but  if  he  did, 
I  must  say  that  all  the  evidence  adduced 
at  the  trial  went  just  the  other  way. 

♦Sir  E.  CLARKE:  I  did  not  think 
that  my  words  had  been  misunderstood. 
The  quotations  I  gave  were  from  the 
words  of  Lord  Coleridge  to  the  effect 
that  the  defence  was  grounded  on  the 
contention  that  the  publication  was  not 
bv  the  hon.  Member's  authority. 

*Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  After  the 
speeches  that  have  been  delivered 
against  this  Bill,  as  my  name  is  on  the 
back  of  it,  I  wish  to  say  I  intend  to  vote 
for  it  purely  on  religious  principles.  I 
read  not  one  word  in  the  New  Testament 
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in  favour  of  supporting  the  infliction  of 
any  legal  penalty  on  account  of  the- 
utterance  of  .any  religious  or  irreligiolu 
opinion,  I  read  rather  that  when  the 
disciples  of  the  Great  Master  desired  to 
call  down  vengence  on  those  who  differed 
from  them,  they  were  reminded  that  th^ 
knew  not  what  spirit  they  were  of.  It 
is  because  I  feel  more  strongly  on  this 
religious  point  than  the  hon.  Membera 
who  oppose  the  Bill  that  I  am  going  to 
support  it.  If  it  were  possible  for  the 
sense  of  decency  of  religious  people  to 
be  ■  outraged  under  the  Bill  as  at  present 
framed  of  course  [  would  in  Comcnittee 
support  any  amendment  which  might 
be  necessary  to  remove  that  blot. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  t 
Will  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
accept    the    suggestion    of    the    hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen,  in  the  sense  that 
will   make  distinctly  illegal  insults  to* 
the  religious  feeling  of  the  community,. 
and   the    outrage   -to    the    conununitj 
offered  by  publications  such  as  those- 
referred  to   by  the  hon.   Member  for 
Flintshire. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH":  I  should  b^ 
quite  ready  to  accept  something  in  tke- 
direction  of  the  clause  from  the  Indian 
Code.  It  will,  however,  be  quite  tune* 
enough  to  deal  with  a  particular  illus- 
tration when  it  comes  before  me. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  46  ;: 
Noes  111.— (Div.  List,  No.  76.) 

Main  Question  as  amended  put,  and. 
agreed  to ;  Second  Reading  put  off  for 
six  months. 

FRIENDLY      SOCIETIES      ACT      (1888> 
AMENDMENT    BILL.— [No.  193.] 
Bill    read    2",    and    committed    for 
Monday,  6  th  May. 

COLONIZATION. 

Ordered,  that  a  Select  Committoe  be  ap^ 
pointed  to  inquire  into  various  Sohemes  whiSii 
have  been  proposed  to  Her  Majesty's  Goyern- 
ment  to  facilitate  Emigration  from  the  ooa- 
gested  districts  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  the 
British  Colonies  or  elsewhere  ;  to  examine  into 
the  results  of  an^  Schemes  which  have  leoeiTed 
practical  trial  m  recent  years,  and  to  report 
generally  whether  in  their  opinion  it  is  desir- 
able that  further  facilities  should  be  given  to 
promote  emigration ;  and,  if  so,  upon  the 
means  by  and  the  conditions  under  which  sach 
emigration  can  best  be  carried  out,  and  the 
quarters  to  which  it  can  most  advantageously 
be  directed. — (J/r.  Ritehiet) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  after - 
Twelve  o'clock  till  Monday  next- 
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PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

BARROW  HEMATITE  STEEL  COMPANY 
(WATER)  BILL.— (By  Order,) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Barrow) :  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time" — {Mr,  Caine,) 

♦Colonel  SANDYS  (Lancashire,  S.  W.» 
Bootle) :  I  have  put  a  notice  on  the 
Paper  in  reference  to  this  Bill,  because 
I  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  it,  seeing  that  it  involves 
matters  of  considerable  importance  to 
that  part  of  the  country  with  which 
it  proposes  to  deal.  There  is  also 
alongside  of  it  another  Bill  (the 
Barrow-in-Furness  Corporation  Bill), 
which  practically  forms  part  of  the 
same  scheme.  I  do  not  intend,  how- 
ever, to  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of 
a  division,  because,  considering  the 
composition  of  the  Committee  to  whom 
it  will  necessarily  be  referred,  and  also 
the  fact  that  the  whole  question  turns 
very  much  upon  technical  and  engineer- 
ing evidence,  as  well  as  local  matters, 
it  is  probable  that  the  House  at  this 
stage  would  not  be  willing  to  de- 
part from  its  usual  course.  There- 
fore, although  I  am  prepared  to  go  into 
the  question  fully,  I  do  not  propose  to 
embark  upon  any  lengthened  opposition. 
I  may  say  that  the  reason  why  I  oppose 
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the  Bill  and  take  an  objection  to  the 
Second  Reading  is  that  the  river  Duddon 
forms  part  ofa  fishery  district,  consisting 
of  five  rivers,  under  the  control  of  the 
Fishery  Board,  of  which  I  am  the  Chair- 
man, and  I  have  been  asked  by  my  Board 
to  see  what  can  be  done  in  the  matter.  Only 
this  moroing  I  have  received  a  protest 
stating  that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  be 
proceeded  with  at  this  moment,  as  the 
question  is  under  consideration  in  various 
quarters.  We  have  been  told  that  it  is 
before  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  we  have 
received  no  information  as  to  the  ques- 
tions which  have  been  considered  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  or  the  provisions  recom- 
mended by  them,  and  it  is  quite  impos- 
sible for  my  Board  to  accept  the  Bill  as 
it  stands.  At  the  same  time,  I  am  quite 
sure  that  every  question  will  be  threshed 
out  before  the  Select  Committee,  and 
that  all  the  details  will  be  thoroughly  gone 
into.  Moreover,  should  the  Bill  when 
it  comes  back  from  the  Committee  be 
such  as  we  cannot  accept,  it  will  be  com- 
petent for  me,  on  behalf  of  the  Fishery 
Board,  to  move  the  rejection  of  the  mea- 
sure on  the  Third  Reading.  Therefore 
I  will  not  trouble  the  House  with  enter- 
ing into  any  details,  but  will  simply  say  a 
few  words  on  those  provisions  of  the 
Bill  which  appear  to  me  to  be  objection- 
able. In  the  first  plaee,  I  consider  that 
under  this  Bill  it  would  be  possible  for 
the  Steel  Company  to  drain  entirely  the 
river  Duddon.  At  certain  times — the 
driest  months  in  the  year — it  would  be 
possible  to  take  away  all  the  water  from 
the  stream,  and  the  river  would  become 
absolutely  dry  just  at  that  period  of  the 
year  in  the  summer  when  the  salmon 
are  running  up  the  river  to  spawn. 
Another  objectionable  point  is  one  with 
which  the  Fishery  Board  are  not  so  much 
concerned,  that  it  is  proposed  to  throw  a 
weir  or  dam  across  the  river  Duddon, 
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the  effect  of  which  will  be  to  diminish  December,  1888,  at  Brennan's  Glen,  in  said 
the  flow  of  water  down  to  the  estuary  county  of  Kerry,  being  a  proclaimed  district 
for  something  like  1 7  miles,  the  present  within  the  provisions  of  the  said  Act,  did  with 
flow  being  of  the  utmost  importance  in  certain  persons,  to  wit,  James  Gilhooly, 
keeping  the  river  open  as  a  navigable  Patrick  Kearney,  Thomas  J.  Condon,  Daniel 
channel.  If  the  flow  of  water  be  mate-  J.  O'Connor,  and  certain  other  person  and 
rially  diminished,  the  effect  will  be  to  persons  whose  names  are  unknown,  nnlawfoUy 
prevent  vessels  from  getting  up  at  all.  take  part  in  a  criminal  conspiracy  punish-^ 
Another  point  to  which  I  take  exception  able  by  law  at  the  time  of  the  pasaing^ 
is  that  the  Corporation  of  Barrow  do  of  ^he  said  Act,  to  wit,  a  criminal  con- 
not  require  this  water  for  the  needs  of  ^^^^^  ^  induce  certain  persons  whose 
the  inhabitants.  And  m  that  contention  ^^^^^  „e  unknown,  to  wit,  tenants  of 
I  am  supported  by  a  letter  whieh  has  f^rms  on  an  estate  known  as  the  Kenmare 
been  addressed  to  me  by  some  of  the  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^  county  of  Kerry  aforesaid,  not 
ratepayers  Imng  on  the  spot.  I  also  ^  ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  obUgations,  to  wit,  Uy 
complam  that  the  Corporation  axe  askmg  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^  ^  pay  theowners  of  such 
for  powers  to  apply  the  provisions  of  an  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  they  thesaid  tenantewere 
Act  which  they  obtained  m  1875  m  re-  ^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^^  ^ 

§ard  to  the  water  shed  to  an  entirely      ,.  ,  fv       -j  j     .  i^fV 

ifferent  water  shed,  and  that  they  have  ^^"f^^'  T, ^TT  ""T        °"^  ,  ^""^ 

not  yet  exhausted  the  water  shed  then  ^^"^fj  entitled  to  be  paid,  came  on  for  hear- 

granted  to  them.      For  these  reasons  ^^»  ^«^^^«  ™«'  *^«  ^^«^*^  ^^^  J«^»«  «^* 

I  strongly  object  to  the  Bill,  but  I  do  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  for  the  county  of 

not  propose  to  trouble  the  House  with  ^®"T^»  sitting  as  sole  Judge,  pursuant  to  the 

a  Division  upon  it  at  this  stage.  provisions  of  Section  11,  Sub-section  7,  of  the 

r\       J.'       II  mi_   1.  i.!-    Ti'n  1-  J  ^aid  Act,  at  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  for 

Question  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  .,       .,         .      .  xrm  ^v    o^i.^  j 

J,  . .        ««       i.        J  J  X  the  said  county  at  Killamey,  on  the  26th  day 

a  second  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to.  *  nr     v    loon       a  x.      a-  ^    .  xv 

'     '^  **  of  March,   1889,  and  by  adjournment  at  the 

M  O  TI O  AT  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  at  Tralee,  in  said 

^^  ^_^   *  county,  on  the  10th  day  of  April,  1889,  when 

I  confirmed  the  said  conviction,  and  sentenced 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  ^^e  said  William  O'Brien  to  be  imprisoned  in 

(NO.    2)   BILL.  ,j,j^gg  (j^qJ  ly^jjj^  ^jjg  ^^   jQ^  ^y   ^j  ^p^ 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach,  Bill  i889,  to  the  20th  day  of  May,  1889,  withou* 

to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  ,     ^  i  ^  • 

the  Board  of  Trade  under  *«  The  General  Pier  ^^^^  labour. 

and  Harbour  Act,   1861,"  relating  to  Cork,  I  have  the  honour  to  remain, 

Davenport,  Dover,  Milford-on-Sea,  and  Worth-  gj^ 

ing— ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Michael  ^         v  j.*  ^ 

Hicks  Beach  and  Mr.  Jackson.  ^^"^  obedient  servant. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  197.]  John  Adyb  Gurban, 

County  Court  Judge  and  Chairman 

CRIMINAL     LAW    AND      PROCEDURE  of  Quarter  Sessions 

(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  (IMPRISONMENT        ^    ^.  ^,  „^^'  ^^^  ^p    i   mT"' 
OF  MEMBER).  ^^  ^^^^^  ^°''-  ^^^''  ^®®^'  ^•^•' 

■»r          OT^^K^^^                 •   ^  J      XT-                  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Mr.      speaker     acquainted     the  

House  that  he  had  received  the  follow- 
ing letter  relating  to  the  imprisonment  contracts  with  forkionebs. 

of  Mr.  William  O'Brien,  a  Member  of  Address  for — 

this  House —  "  Copies  of  aU  Contracts  for  Articles  of  Hom» 

rpj^i  Manufacture  made  in  the  United  Kingdom  by 

r,^       ,       ,,.'.,,«„  t^6  several  Government  Departments,  between 

rhursday,  11  April,  1889.  the  1st  day  of  April  1888  and  the  31st  day  of 

Sir,  March    1889,    with    Contractors    outside    the 

I  have  the  honour  to  inform  you  that  the  Kingdom."— (iTfr.  Howard  Vincent.) 

appeal  of  Mr.   WiUiam   O'Brien,    Member  of  ^^g^  n^ji^  (FACTORY  ACT). 

Parliament,  from  the  conviction  by  a  Court  o^  A/I/I  -P 

Summary  Jurisdiction,  as  defined  by  Section  11, 

Sub-section   6     of    "l^e  Criminal   Law  and  i„»acfory'rrrd"e  to'L^S^^^Lt'j 

Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,   1887,"  for  that  he,  India  in  reply  to  inquiries  recently  directed  by 

the  said  William  O'Brien,  on  the  20th  day  of  the  Secretary  of  State  forIndia.^'~(ifr.  CbtiM.) 

Colonel  Sandys 
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DIPLOMATIC    AND   CONSULAR 
BUILDINGS. 

Hetum  ordered — 

''Showing  the  total  amount    expended  on 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings  for  altera- 
tions, additions,  maintenance,  and  repairs,  dur- 
ing the  last  15  years- 
Name  of  Embassy  or  Legation. 
Original  cost  of  Buildings. 
Date  of  purchase  or  erection. 

Total  spent  for  additional  land  or  Buildings 
since  1st  April  1874. 

Total  spent  for  alterations,  maintenance,  and 

repairs,  since  1st  April,  1874. 
— {Mr,  Awry  H,  Fowler,) 

QUESTIONS, 


TOBACCO  SMUGGLING. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Customs  have  received  a  me- 
morial or  memorials,  praying  for  the 
release  of  Walter  Walker,  presently 
detained  in  Calton  Gaol  for  non-pay- 
ment of  £821  5s.,  the  amount  of  penal- 
ties to  which  he  was  adjudged  liable  for 
complicity  in  smuggling  tobacco ; 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated,  that 
Walker  has  been  in  prison  since  the 
27th  of  March,  1888,  that  his  health  has 
suffered  greatly  from  his  confinement, 
that  his  wife  and  children  have  become 
paupers,  and  that  there  is  no  prospect 
whatever  of  Walker  being  able  to  pay 
the  penalties  for  which  he  is  liable ;  and 
what  sum  has  up  to  this  date  been  ex- 
pended by  the  Commissioners  for 
Walker's  aliment  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.): 
Walker  has  been  in  confinement  since 
the  27th  of  March,  1888,  the  date  of  his 
arrest.  He  will  be  liberated  at  the 
expiration  of  a  year  from  the  date  of 
his  conviction,  which  took  place  on  the 
30th  May,  1888,  the  period  of  his  im- 
prisonment being  regulated  by  the  pro- 
visions of  Section  4  of  the  Debtors 
fScotland)  Act,  1880.  The  Board  of 
Customs  have  no  information  as  to  the 
state  of  Walker's  health,  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  his  wife  and  children,  or  as  to 
his  ability  to  pay  the  penalties  for  which 
he  is  liable.  No  sum  has  been  expended 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Customs  for 
Walker's  aliment,  as  all  such  expenses 
are  defrayed  out  of  the  Prison  Vote. 


SCOTLAND— CHARGE   OF    EMBEZZLE- 
MENT. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  it  is  true  that  James 
Eoy  M*Murricb,  a  domiciled  Scotchman, 
residing  in  Paisley,  was,  on  the  28th  of 
October  last,  arrested  in  that  town  on  a 
warrant  obtained  in  Bristol,  on  a  charge 
of  embezzlement,  and  conveyed  to 
Bristol,  and  there  tried  and  sent  to 
prison ;  whether  the  offence  charged 
against  him  was  admittedly  committed 
in  Scotland ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  would 
explain  why  M*Murrich  was  allowed  to 
be  taken  for  trial  outside  the  realm  of 
Scottish  Law  ;  and  whether,  before 
M'Murrich's  arrest  on  the  English 
warrant,  any  complaint  had  been  lodged 
with  the  Scottish  criminal  authorities, 
and  with  what  result? 
♦The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  EofiERTsoN,  Buteshire):  The  facts 
are  as  stated  in  the  first  part  of  the 
question.  The  offence  charged  was 
embezzlement  of  money  belonging  to 
the  employers  of  the  accused,  who  were 
merchants  in  Bristol.  When  an  English 
magistrate  has  granted  a  warrant,  the 
Scotch  magistrates  and  police  are  bound 
to  effectuate  the  execution  of  the  war- 
rant, and  to  send  the  accused  to  Eng- 
land ;  and  in  this  matter  there  is  by 
Statute  complete  reciprocity  between 
the  two  countries.  In  this  instance  the 
question  of  jurisdiction  was  for  the 
English  and  not  the  Scotch  authorities 
to  determine.  Whether,  in  this  case,  the 
warrant  ought  to  have  been  granted,  or 
whether  the  English  Court  had  juris- 
diction to  try  the  offence,  are  questions  on 
which  it  is  not  within  my  province  to  pro- 
nounce. No  complaint  had  been  lodged 
with  the  criminal  authorities  in  Scot- 
land regarding  this  offence ;  but,  in  August 
last,  a  complaint  was  made  to  the 
Procurator  Fiscal  at  Glasgow  accusing 
M*Murrich  of  embezzling  money  belong- 
ing to  another  Bristol  firm.  In  that 
case  there  did  not  appear  to  the  Pro- 
curator Fiscal  to  be  grounds  for  prefer- 
ring a  criminal  charge. 

IRELAND— ELECTION    OF  POOR    LAW 

QUARDLA.NS. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
had  been  directed  to  the  distribution 
and  collection  of  voting  papers  at  the 
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THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

Mr.     CUNINQHAME     GRAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,    N.W.)  asked  the  Post- 
miaster  General    what   was   the  actual 
number  of  telegraphists  at  the  Central 
Telegraph  Office  who  are  placed  on  2  p.m. 
to  10  p.m.  duty  for  the  current  week  ; 
whether  from  the  time  of  their  arrival 
at  2  p.m.  till  the  time  of  their  departure 
at    10    p.m.    they    were     engaged    in 
telegraphic  operations,  and  are  allowed 
no  time  for  refreshment;  what   would 
be  the  cost,   if  any,  of  granting  these 
clerks  a  reasonable   time    for  refresh- 
ment;    whether    the    Controller    (Mr. 
Fischer)  stated  to  a  deputation  that  he 
was  willing  to  grant  a  dinner  time  to 
those  clerks  who  resided  at  a  distance 
from  the  office ;  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  severe  physical  and  mental  strain 
to  which  the  nature  of  their  occupation 
subjects  them,  he  would  grant  the  relief 
asked  for  ? 

♦The     postmaster    GENERAL 
(Mr.     RjLiKES,     University     of      Cam- 
bridge) :  In  reply  to  the  questions  of 
the  hon.  Member  I  liave   to   state:  — 
1.  That  the  number  of  telegraphists  at 
the    Central    Telegraph    Office,    whose 
hours  of  duty  during  the  current  week 
are  from  2  to    lO  p.m.,  is  26.     2.  That 
these  officers  are  supplied  with  tea  and 
bread  and  butter  at  5  o'clock,  and  that 
they  have  facilities  given  them  for  pro- 
curing   supper    before    they   leave    at 
10  p.m.     3.  That  the  cost  of  granting 
to  these  26  telegraphists  half  an  hour 
each  for  refreshments  would  represent 
13  hours  of  overtime,  which  would  be 
difficult  to  provide  for  at  this  time  of 
day;  nor    indeed    can   I   think   it   un- 
reasonable to  expect  that  officers  who 
do  not  come  on  duty  before  2  o'clock  in 
the  day  sbtiuld  have  dined   before  they 
come.     4.  And  yet  it  wan,  as  suggested 
in    the    hon.    Member's    question,    ex- 
plained by  the  Controller  to  a  deputation 
of  telegraphists  who  waited  upon  him, 
that  if  any  hardship  should  be  found  to 
arise  in  the  case  of  anyone  residing  at  a 
distance   from   the    office,   the   circum- 
stances would,  if  represented,  be  fully 
considered.     In  no  case,  however,  has 
any  such   representation  been  received. 
5.  The  duty  is  not,  either  in  its  nature 
or  the  duration   of  the  hours,  such  as 
appears  to  me  to  constitute  any  undue 
strain  upon  the  faculties  of  those  who 
discharge  it;  and  yet,  if  any  instance 


to  the  coj^rary  be  brou^ght  to  my  notice, 
I  shall  be  prepared  to  see  whether  a 
remedy  cannot  oe  applied.  6.  Wh^theri 
in  reply  to  a  question  put  at  some  time 
or  other  in  the  course  of  last  year,  the 
Controller  did,  or  did  not,  speak  of  the 
dinner  hour  as  a  privilege,  is  a  matter 
upon  which  I  am  unable  to  give  any 
information. 

ALLEGED  ILLEGAL  ARREST. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary. 
8.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  he  was  aware  that  Private  J. 
Smith,  Manchester  Regiment,  was,  on 
the  10th  of  March  last,  induced  by 
Sergeant  Griffin,  Boyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, to  go  to  the  entrance  of  the 
police  barrack  at  Bansha,  and  that, 
without  having  committed  or  being 
charged  with  any  offence,  he  was  forced 
into  the  police  barrack,  knocked  down 
by  Sere;eant  Griffin,  and  forcibly  pre- 
vented by  him  and  Constable  Spillane 
from  leaving  the  barrack ;  and,  if 
Private  Smith  has  since  been  sen- 
tenced by  Court- Martial  to  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour  for  nine  months  in  re- 
spect to  the  above  occurrence  ? 

*The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  It  is  true  that  the  private* 
Smith,  was  sentenced  bv  a  Court- 
Martial  to  nine  months'  imprisonment 
in  respect  of  the  occurrences  mentioned 
in  the  question ;  but  en  the  evidence 
coming  before  the  Judge  Advocate 
General,  he  upon  the  6th  of  this  month 
quashed  the  conviction. 

AUSTRALIAN  AND  NEW   ZEALAND 

POSTAGE. 
Me.  HENNIKER  H  EATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  his  attention  had  been  called  to 
to  the  fact  that,  whiUt  the  postage  on 
book  packets  and  patterns  to  Australia 
and  New  Zealand  is  one  penny  for  one 
ounce  and  fourpence  for  lour  ounces,  it 
costs  no  less  than  eightpenc^  to  send 
a  packet  weighing  four  ounces  and 
a-half,  or  in  other  words,  fourpence  for 
an  extra  half  ounce;  and«  wliether  it 
was  his  intention  to  put  an  end  to  or 
lessen  this  ditference  of  rates  ? 

*&!».  RAIKES:  The  rates  of  postage 
on  book  packets  and  patterns  to  Aus- 
tralia and  New  Zealand  are  substan- 
tially those  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member, 
though  he  has  omitted  (perhaps  unin- 
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ientionally)  to  mention  an  intermediate 
rate  of  twopence  for  two  ounces  between 
ibe  minimum  charge  of  one  penny  for 
the  first  ounce,  and  Uie  maximum  charge 
of  fourpence  for  four  ounces.  It  is  the 
iactthat  a  packet  exceeding  four  ounces  is 
charged  fourpence  additional  for  each 
foiur  ounces.  This  is  an  old  scale  of 
dbarge,  which  survives  only  in  the  case 
of  the  few  non-Union  Colonies — such  as 
Australia  and  New  Zealand— and  which 
I  should  be  glad  to  see  revised. 


CHILDREN  EMPLOYED  IN  THEATRES. 

Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire) 
ttsked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Boyal  Commission  on 
Education  with  regard  to  placing  young 
children  employed  in  theatres  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Factory  Acts  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthbws,  Birmingham,  E.) :  -The  re- 
commendations of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion are  still  under  consideration.  I 
am  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  an- 
nounce what  course  the  Government  will 
take. 

REQUISITIONS  BY  BOARDS  OF 
GUARDIANS. 
Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whe- 
ther Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland, 
except  under  the  circumstances  specified 
in  Section  9  of  32  and  33  Vic,  c.  41, 
had  any  power  to  issue  requisitions  other 
than  Form  No.  34  in  48  Vic.  c.  17  ; 
whether  circumstances  had  arisen  in 
Belfast  to  justify  the  issue  of  the 
second  requisition  by  the  Belfast  Board 
of  Guardians,  those  circumstances  being 
the  actual  rating  of  the  owners  or  land- 
lords, or  their  agreeing  to  become  liable 
to  the  rates.  Those  circumstances  being 
absent  in  the  cases  of  rating  above 
£4  5s.,  what  authority  have  the  Guar- 
dians to  issue  the  new  requisitions,  and 
serve  them  at  the  public  expense  on 
owners  or  landlords  of  premises  rated 
between  £4  5s.  and  £9 ;  and,  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact 
that  the  form  used  in  England  and  the 
form  to  be  used  in  Belfast  differs  in  two 
important  particulars,  viz.,  that  there  is 
no  mention  in  the  Irish  form  of  penalty, 
and  no  column  relating  to  creation  of 
present  tenancy  in  the  English  form  ? 
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♦Thb  SOLIOITOR  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn,  University  of 
Dublin) :  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  .tiie  Local  Government  Board  to 
give  directions  in  such  matters  to  Boards 
of  Guardians,  but  I  will  make  inquiry 
on  the  subject. 

Mb.  sexton  intimated  that  unless 
something  were  done  in  the  matter,  and 
explicit  instructions  given  to  the  Belfast 
Board  of  Guardians,  when  the  Vote  for 
the  Local  Government  Board  came  on  he 
would  move  its  reduction. 

«Mb.  madden  :  The  question  of  the 
way  in  which  the  Belfast  Board  of 
Guardians  have  used  the  public  money, 
is  a  question  that  would  properly  come 
before  the  Local  Government  Auditor, 
subject  to  appeal. 


INDIAN    NATIONAL    CONGRESS. 

Mb.  KING  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  been  called  to  a  certain 
Memorandum,  which  has  been  circulated 
amone  Members  of  this  House,  signed 
'*  WiHiam  Digby,  Agent  in  England  of 
the  Indian  National  Congress,''  calling 
attention  to  the  reported  contents  of  a 
Despatch  which  Lord  Dufferin,  in  a 
speech  delivered  at  Calcutta,  announced 
had  been  forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  from  the  Indian  Government,  and 
comparing  the  recommendations  of  the 
Despatch,  as  reported  in  certain  news- 
papers, with  an  abbreviated  programme 
of  a  body  calling  itself  the  '*  Indian 
National  Congress,"  for  the  purpose  of 
demonstrating  the  '*  moderation  and 
fairness  of  the  Congress ;  "  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  Despatch  in  question  con- 
tains the  recommendations  set  forth  in 
the  Memorandum;  whether  the  Despatch 
has  yet  been  made  public  by  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Indian 
Government ;  and,  whether,  in  order  to 
remove  any  doubts  as  to  the  true  nature 
of  Lord  Dufferin's  proposals,  the 
Despatch  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
this  Mouse  7 

Sib  J.  GORST:  The  Secretary  of 
State  does  not  propose  at  present  to  lay 
any  papers  before  the  House  on  the 
subject  of  proposed  changes  in  the  con- 
stitution of  provincial  Councils,  as  the 
matter  is  still  under  consideration.  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  not  examined  the 
Memorandum  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  refers.    If  the  author  of   it  has 
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^hioh  the  disease  has  been  believed  to 
have  been  conveyed  both  into  and  out 
of  Deptford,  in  1883  and  1884,  by 
persons  thus  engaged ;  and  whether  the 
frivy  Council  have  satisfied  themselves 
that  precautions  sufficiently  stringent 
now  exist  in  the  Netherlands  to  prevent 
"the  disease  being  carried  by  dealers, 
drovers,  butchers,  and  others  passing 
from  Germany  or  Belgium  to  places 
within  the  Dutch  frontier? 

Viscount  LE  WISH  AM  :  A  Depart- 
mental Committee  was  appointed  by  the 
Lord  President  last  year  to  inquire  into 
pleuro- pneumonia  and  tuberculosis  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  Eeport  of 
that  Committee  has  been  considered  on 
several  occasions  by  the  Committee  of 
Council  for  Agriculture.  A  letter  has 
been  received  from  His  Eoyal  Highness 
the  acting  President  of  the  Boyal  Agri- 
cultural Society,  and  has  been  considered 
by  the  Committee.  A  reply  has  been 
forwarded  to  His  Royal  Highness. 
The  recommendations  of  the  Committee, 
except  those  which  are  already  included 
in  Orders  of  Council,  can  only  be  carried 
out  by  further  legislative  enactment. 
And  this  question  is  still  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  G-overnment. 

Sir  E.  BIRKBECK  :  Why  was  not 
Professor  Brown,  or  some  other  Gentle- 
man connected  with  the  Department, 
sent  out  instead  of  asking  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society  to  send  a  repre- 
sentative ? 

Viscount  LEWISHAM :  The  Privy 
Council  did  not  consider  it  came  within 
their  province  to  send  an  official  over  to 
see  how  the  regulations  are  enforced  by 
a  friendly  Government. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  Will  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury consider  it  convenient  to  answer 
the  question  I  put  to  him  on  Friday — 
namely,  whether  any  reply  has  as  yet 
been  received  from  the  Royal  Society, 
and  whether  we  are  to  understand  that 
pending  such  reply  by  their  emissary, 
the  Order  of  the  31st  of  March  will  not 
be  allowed  to  come  in  force  ? 
♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith.  Strand) : 
No  reply  has  yet  been  received  from  the 
Royal  Society.  The  Committee  is  sum- 
moned .  for  to-morrow  to  receive  the 
communication  made  to  them  from  the 
Government.  As  the  rule  does  not  come 
into  operation  until  the  1st  of  June, 
there  will,  I  apprehend,  be  ample  time. 

Sir  Edward  Birkh^k 


H«li.S.   OOSSACK. 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  whether  he  had  re- 
ceived any  report  on  the  stability  or 
seaworthiness  of  H.M.S.  Cossaek,  re- 
cently arrived  at  Zanzibar ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  ask  for  a  report  from 
the  captain  of  the  shipr? 
♦The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY  (Mr.  Foewood,  IJancaahirey 
S.W.,  Ormskirk):  On  behalf  of  my 
noble  Friend  I  have  to  say  that  the 
subject  of  the  stability  and  seaworthi- 
ness of  the  Coasaek  has  not  been  referred 
to  in  any  of  the  reports  that  have 
reached  the  Admiralty,  either  from  the 
ship  herself  or  from  the  Admiral 
under  whose  orders  she  is  serving,  since 
her  arrival  at  Zanzibar. 

"POSTE  RE8TANTE"  LETTER8. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  HOARE  (Norwich) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  in- 
convenience arieing  from  the  present 
regulations  with  reference  to  letters 
addressed  ^*  poste  restante "  in  the 
London  district ;  and  whether  he  will 
consider  some  modification  in  the  system 
now  existing  ? 

♦Mr.    RAIKES:    The   "Poste   Res- 
tante "  system  in  London  has  hitherto 
been    confined    to    the    o£B.oes    at   St. 
Martin's-le-Grand    and  Charing  Cross, 
but  since  the    receipt  of  a  complaint, 
forwarded  to  me  some  weeks  ago  by  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have   been  considering 
whether  facilities  for  obtaining  callerflr 
letters  should  be    given    at    a    larger 
number  of  offices  in  the  Metropolis,  and 
I  hope  very  shortly  to  put  in  operation 
an     experimental    extension    which,   I 
trust,  will  be  satisfactory. 


IRELAND- EVICTIONS  IN   DONEQAL— 
THE  BATTERING  RAM. 

Mb.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  police  battering 
ram  in  Donegal  will  be  worked  by 
policemen  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  police 
ram  will  not  be  used  unless  there  is 
illegal  and  riotous  resistance  to  the  pro- 
cess of  law.  If  there  is  such  illegal 
and  riotous  resistance,  it  must  be  used 
in  such  manner  as  the  necessity  or  oon- 
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TOpience  of  the  case  requires  for  the 
ipurpose  of  diminishiDg  danger  to  any 
of  toe  parties  conceraed. 

Mb.  GIUj:  WiU  it  be  worked  by 
jpolioemen  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  broader 
[p^positioD  includes  the  narrower  one. 

Mb.  sexton  :  It  has  always  been 
imderstood  that  the  police  have  been 
present  at  evictions  to  protect  the 
•oherifi's  officers  and  for  no  other  pur- 
ipoee.  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
^idvised  that  the  funds  of  the  State  can 
legally  be  used  to  provide  machinery  for 
breaking  into  houses  ? 

Mb.  a.  J .  BALFOUR :  I  have  already 
imore  than  onoe  stated  the  object  for 
which  the  ram  is  to  be  used ;  but  I  must 
not  be  taken  to  assent  to  the  proposition 
•of  law  laid  down  by  tbe  hon.  Gentleman. 
If  he  will  study  the  judgment  of  Chief 
Baron  Palles,  he  will  find  he  has  nar- 
rowed and  restricted  the  duty  thrown  on 
the  police. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  As  this  ram  is  worked 
by  the  police,  will  the  cost  of  it  lall  on 
ihe  Constabulary  Vote  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  If  there  is 
any  cost  at  all,  it  will  tall  on  the  public 
iunds,  and  will  appear  on  the  Esti- 
mates. 

THE   WOODFORD   EVICTIONS. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART:  I  beg  to 
•ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  Francis 
Tully,  who  was  sentenced  to  two  con- 
secutive periods  of  six  months  each  in 
-connection  with  hi^  defouct/  of  his  liou^e 
at  the  Woodford  evictions  in  August, 
1887,  has  now  been  over  six  months  in 
gaol ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that  his 
•eyesight  is  becoming  iuipaired  owing  to 
his  imprisonment ;  and,  wtiether,  inas- 
much as  the  two  sentences  were  prac- 
tically for  the  same  offence,  he  would 
consider  the  advisability  of  extending 
.some  clemency  towards  him  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Prisons 
3oard  informs  me  that  the  reply  to  the 
inquiry  in  the  first  paragraph  is  in  the 
■affirmative.  The  Medical  Officer  re- 
ports that  the  prisoner  has  lately  had 
4uight  catarrhal  ophthalmia,  for  which 
he  is  under  treatment  and  improving 
•daily,  but  that  his  general  health  could 
not  be  better.  I  am  advised  that  the 
two  sentences  were  not  practically  for 
the  same  offence. 


THE  KALAT-I-NADIR  FORTRESS. 

Da.  CAMERON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  any  information  has 
been  received  at  the  Foreign  Office  as 
to  the  truth  of  the  reported  cession  by 
Peiffa  to  Russia  of  the  fortress  Kalat- 
I-Nadir,  and  the  conditions  on  which  it 
has  been  ceded  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fergusson,  Manchester,  E.) : 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Teheran  has 
been  assured  that  there  is  no  truth  in 
the  reported  cession  of  Kalat  I-Nadir 
by  Persia  to  Russia. 

IRELAND-THE  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, if,  in  view  of  the  grave  dissatisfaction 
expressed  at  public  meetings  in  Lismore, 
County  Cork,  with  the  recent  decisions 
of  the  Doyle  Sub- Commission,  and  of 
the  fact  that  appeals  to  the  Head  Com- 
mission have  been  lodged  in  a  large 
number  of  cases,  he  will  undertake  to 
communicate  with  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners so  as  to  ensure  an  early  hearing 
of  these  appeals  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Land 
Commissioners  inlorm  me  that  the 
appeals  referred  to  will  be  taken  up  by 
the  Appeal  Court  in  their  proper  turn. 

Mr.  CONWAY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  a  great 
number  of  originating  notices  for  fair 
rentb  have  been  issued  in  the  Manor 
Hamilton  district  of  North  Leitrim, 
some  as  far  back  as  November,  1887; 
and,  whether  he  will  afford  facilities 
for  the  disposal  of  tbe  cases  as  early  as 
possible? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  at  the 
sitting  for  the  Union  of  Mauorhamilton, 
which  was  held  in  October,  1888,  the  list 
included  applications  received  by  the 
Commission  on  the  26ch  of  October,  1887. 
The  dale  of  the  next  sitting  has  not  yet 
been  hxed. 

BOUNTIES. 

Mr.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  will  have  compiled  a  Re- 
turn of  the  various  Foreign  Countries 
giving  bounties  ;  the  various  items  upon 
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Mining  Koyalties  the  question  as  to 
Grown  royalties  on  gold  and  other 
metals,  more  especially  in  Wales  f 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  terms  of 
reference  to  the  Koyal  Oommission  on 
Mining  Royalties  will  not  exclude  from 
consideration  the  Crown  royalties  on 
gold  and  other  metals  in  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

LOCAL  RATING  AND  TAXATION  IN 

IRELAND. 

Mr.  HOWORTH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
Government,  in  view  of  the  proposed 
extension  of  Local  Government  in  Ireland 
at  an  early  date,  intend  to  introduce  any 
measure  during  the  present  Session  to 
alter  the  incidence  of  local  rating  and 
taxation  in  Ireland  so  as  to  transfer  the 
obligation  of  paying  them  from  the 
owners  to  the  occupiers  of  land  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No  doubt  the 
subject  referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend 
will  require  to  be  dealt  with  as  soon  as 
we  are  able  to  take  up  the  question  of 
local  government  in  Ireland.  But  I 
think  it  probable  that  any  alteration 
that  may  be  required  in  the  existing 
system  of  rating  would  probably  be 
more  conveniently  introduced  into  the 
Local  Government  Bill  itself  rather 
than  into  another  measure  passed  in  a 
different  Session. 

Mr.  sexton  :  As  nearly  all  local 
burdens  in  Ireland  now  idM  upon 
occupiers,  is  not  the  only  alternative 
now  to  place  them  on  owners  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is,  no  doubt,  well-informed 
on  all  questions  relating  to  rating  in 
Ireland;  but  I  think  it  will  be  found 
that  at  all  events  a  portion  of  the  rating 
falls  upon  owners,  but  I  think  I  must 
ask  the  House  to  be  good  enough  to 
wait  until  they  see  our  proposals. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  say  what  will  be  the  business 
of  the  House  on  the  Monday  and 
Tuesday  after  the  holidays  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  business  of 
the  House  on  the  Monday  after  the 
holidays  will  be  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates in  Supply.  It  is  proposed  after 
the  holidays  to  take  morning  sittings 
on  Fridays  as  well  as  on  Tuesdays. 

Mr,  Kenyon 


SUGAR  BOUNTIES. 

Sir  L.  PLAYFAIB  :  I  should  Uke  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  he  can  furnish  the  House  with  an 
Official  Eeturn  of  Bounties  given  by^ 
foreign  States  in  the  production  and 
export  of  sugar,  giving  the  amounts  for 
each  country  separately  for  each  of  the- 
last  ten  years  ? 
♦Sir  M.  hicks  BBAOH  :  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  possible  to  give  the 
information  desired  in  the  form  of  a 
Eeturn  for  a  long  neriod  of  years ;  and 
the  Board  of  Trade,  in  giving  such  a 
Betum  for  the  present  time,  might  be^ 
prejudging  the  action  of  the  Inter- 
national Oommission  to  be  appointed 
under  the  Oonvention  for  the  purpose. 
The  matter,  however,  is  being  dealt 
with  in  a  general  manner  in  a  Beport 
now  being  prepared,  which  will  be  laid 
before  Parliament,  and  such  particulars 
will  be  given  as,  I  think,  will  sufficiently 
explain  the  circumstances. 

THE  BRISTOL  MURDERER  WITHEY. 

OoLONEii  HILL :  Will  the  right  hon- 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  inform 
the  House  whether  the  convict  Withey, 
lately  executed  at  Bristol,  made  any 
statement  before  his  death  relating  to 
his  guilt  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  received,  on 
Saturday,  a  Beport  from  the  Ohaplain 
of  Bristol  Gaol,  which  contained  the  fol- 
lowing passage — 

"John  Withey  never  told  me  that  he 
murdered  his  wife,  neither  did  he  ever  deny  it. 
Nor  did  he  ever  accuse  any  one  else.  More 
than  once  he  allowed  that  he  might  have  done 
it  in  drunken  anger ;  but  he  always  added  that, 
if  he  did,  he  neither  knew  nor  remembered 
anything  about  it.'* 

The  Governor  of  the  gaol  also  informs 
me  that,  although  Withey  was  visited 
since  his  trial  by  various  relatives  and 
friends,  to  none  of  them  did  he  deny^ 
the  crime.  I  must  leave  my  hon.  Friend 
to  put  his  own  construction  on  these 
passages. 

Mr.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.) :  Is  it  usual  for  chaplains  to  delay 
the  publication  of  confessions  in  such 
cases  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  may  have  observed  that  the  state- 
ment is  of  an  ambiguous  character.  The 
Ohaplain  did  not  consider  this  was  a 
confession. 
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MR.  80AMES. 

If  B.  SEXTON :  I  desire  to  ask  the 
Home  Secretary  if  he  is  aware  that  at 
the  Central  Gnminal  Oourt  there  is  a 
zoom  reserved  for  Mr.  Soames,  and 
marked  ''Mr.  Soames's  room;"  whe- 
ther he  enjoys  this  accommodation  as  an 
officer  of  the  Government,  or  pays  rent 
for  it  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  the  question. 

FACTORIES  IN  INDIA. 

Mb.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  8.E  ,  Hey- 
wood) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  India  a  question  of 
which  I  have  f^Yen  him  private  notice. 
It  is,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  opera- 
tives in  the  cotton  mills  in  India  are 
kept  at  work  on  Sundays,  as  well  as 
week  days,  and  if  their  work  ranges 
over  84  hours  a  week  as  compared  with 
56  hours  worked  by  the  operatives  of 
Ghreat  Britain,  and,  if  so,  has  his  atten- 
tion been  drawn  to  a  communication 
from  Calcutta  which  appeared  in  the 
Datly  New%  of  the  13th  instant,  as 
follows  : — 

'<  Lord  Reay  has  assured  the  Bombay  Oham- 
ber  of  Commerce  that  the  Government  agrees 
with  the  Chamber  that  factory  legislation  on 
English  lines  is  absolutely  uncalled  for,  and 
womdbe  as  futile  as  inconvenient." 

He  further  states 


Mb.  SPEAKEE:  Order,  order.  It 
seems  that  the  question  requires  more 
notice  than  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given.  The  hon.  Gentleman  could  put 
it  down  for  to-morrow. 

Mb.  HOYLE:  I  sent  the  Under 
Becretaxy  notice  of  it  on  Saturday. 

Sib  J.  GOEST:  I  believe  I  can 
answer  the  question. 

Mb.  HOYLE  :  I  have  not  quite 
finished — 

<<He  further  states  that  the  Government 
would  co-operate  with  the  Chamber  in  opposing 
any  such  scheme." 

And  if  so,  does  the  Secretary  of  State 
endorse  the  assurance  of  Lord  Eeay  ? 

Sib  J.  GOLDSMID  :  May  I  ask  you, 
Sir,  whether  this  is  not  an  infringement 
of  the  Standing  Order  of  the  House 
which  provides  that  all  questions  shall 
be  put  on  the  paper,  unless  they  relate 
to  urgent  matters  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
stated  he  had  given  notice  to  the  Mini- 
ster.    I  said  I  thought  it  really  evades 


the  rule,  and  that  notice  should  be  put 
on  the  paper.  Inasmuch,  however,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  prepared  to 
answer  the  question,  I  do  not  think  I 
need  take  exception,  but  I  hope  this  will 
not  be  allowed  to  be  drawn  into  a 
precedent. 

Sib  J.  GOEST:  Full  information 
respecting  the  hours  of  work  in  factories 
in  India  will  be  found  in  papers  pre- 
sented to  the  House  as  a  Eeturn.  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  information 
respecting  the  alleged  statement  of  Lord 
Eeay  ;  and,  as  I  informed  the  House 
last  week,  the  despatch  from  the  Govern* 
ment  of  India  on  the  subject  of  factory 
legislation  is  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAY. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

♦The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Mr.  Courtney,  there 
are  two  occasions  on  which  the  annual 
statement  to  be  made  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  looked  forward  to 
with  emotional  interest.  The  one  is,  when 
there  is  a  great  prospective  surplus,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  finds 
himself  surrounded  by  a  crowd  of  eager 
expectants,  each  wondering  to  whose 
share  the  largest  proportion  of  relief  may 
be  given.  The  other  occasion  is  when 
there  is  a  prospect  of  a  deficit,  and  expec-  • 
tation  turns  not  on  the  relief  to  be 
afforded,  but  on  the  question  who  are 
to  be  the  victims  of  the  fresh  taxation 
that  must  be  imposed.  I  have  not  had 
the  good  fortune  to  find  myself  in 
the  former  situation.  I  have  not  ex- 
perienced the  pleasurable  emotion  which 
must  fill  the  breast  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  on  such  occasions.  Twice 
it  has  fallen  to  my  lot  to  have  a 
prospective  surplus  within  my  grasp ; 
twice  it  has  eluded  me.  Last  year  a 
bill  was  presented  to  me  which  had 
been  accepted  by  Parliament  and  en- 
dorsed by  public  opinion  for  the  relief 
of  local  taxation.  This  year  I  have 
had  to  meet  new  demands  for  the  pur- 
pose of  national  defence  ;  and  the  worst 
of  it  is  that  I  have  not  yet  entirely  met 
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the  form«r  demand  before  I  am  called  than  the  ofiginal  Budget  EsCinuito,  md 
upon  to  deal  with  the  latter.  A  large  \  £1,350,000  less  lliaB  &B  total  iwHinitud 
alioe  of  public  rerenaegoee  in  farther  re-  \  expenditure,  indvdug  the  Suppla- 
Hef  of  local  taxation  this  rear ;  and  whQe  I  mentary  Kutiinatffa. 
the  cormorants  of  local  taxation  reform  |  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  point  out  to  the 
are  still  dipping  their  hands  into  one  of  i  Committee  how  often  in  this  fiat  the  wofdi 
mj  pockets,  the  orgazi:zer«  of  national .  ''  less  than  the  eeliniate '*  have  wjumed, 
defence  are  now  patting  their  handfl  :  I  am  gratefnl  to  mj  eoHengiies  for  the 
into  the  other.  Let  me  pat  before  the  assistance  which  th^  have  lendevad  as 
Comciitcee.  in  the  roandeet  of  fibres.  ,  in  arrxTing  at  this  recah.  There  is 
the  e5ecu  of  these  ci?cibine>i  attacks.  little  to  be  said  on  the  ^flevent  item. 
Ther^r  i«  nearlj  a  rr.illion  and  a-half  ad-  \  The  total  for  the  C'Tnsolidatod  Fand 
ditional  to  be  foond  for  Lx^al  taxation  :  ^  Serrice  is,  as  the  Oonuniltee  will 
there  is  nearlv  another  nUIic-n  and .  hardlj  altered,  bat  there  aie  eha; 
a-h.ilf  for  Naral  defence.  There  is.  within  that  tocal  which  aie  ol  scMne  im- 
l^sf'irs.  an  ini:rea3e  of  abi>at  a  miUfon  p^rtance.  There  was  a  saTing  on  the 
ani  a -i^Tiarter  on  the  oriinarr  Esdmates  interees  of  the  Unfimded  IXtbt.  The 
for  the  Artnj  and  Xstt  :  making,  rates  of  intevcos  on  the  Unfonded  Debt 
rzxghlv  «p-rakin:z.  f>:ir  millioris  and  were  l'>wer  than  was  aarifiprted.  The 
a-;^i.:ir:er  of  new  ieman^is  as  ciimpired  arerage  rase  for  Exchequer  biDs  was 
wit'n  I^^  T-rar.  £.    7s.   id.      For   Tiensozj  bills   Ae 

3^;  re  I  applj  nnjself  to  the  task  ATerage  ratiw  were : — Fordnee  BMnthi^ 
^i  ^eln^  b:w  :hj.t  Iar,2e  sa:*i  nuiv  bllls^  £2  •>$.  7d.;  far  su  moniha  bailie 
h«  zirt.  the  C:niniir:ee  ^Zl  wisL-  ii  £.1  lis.  lid.:  aad  for  l±  Bonths  bOk, 
::5:::il  :.:  c*r  iniTiitcii  into  tie  histcrr  of  £i  1"?^  >i-  Thxs 
the  ExTen  irnre  in  i  the  revenne  :f  ihe  Exchequer  bCLi  of  £^ISa 
p*ist:  Tear.  I  droL  in  the  nrss  inscan-ie.  Tieasorr  bcSs  of  £idL$M, 
will  the  exr«2nirr:re.  ani  I  wiZ  reai.  a  tosal  of  £5-S.W*.  This 
ikMHT-izi^  ^>  :'^«::o=.  the  Ex':h'=q::er  which  js  also  a;5ictei  hj  the  fact 
La?i.fi  frtheT-r-AT  I^>?->.  The  0:'n=*?L:-  thit  TrfiLssrr  BEILs  w^ie  dnipped 
c\Zr*l  F:zii  ■inArr'rt?  a=.-?antai  to  whec  h-al&nteif«  woe  hE^ch  dmcng  a  per- 
£:r.r:4.5>:.  whi:l"Zs  £-'.4r:  Irtw  -Jim  tiia  :f  th*  y-nr.  gwe'ti>  aagrftft  the 
tne  intL-.Tzatii*!  tx;^ -in  iitr^r?.  "Pie  neT  Saiifng  Fa»L 
i*sif*  :n  ictx-mt  :f  the  AmiT  were  I  shjZ  now  skt  a  word  orlwo 
£1 : .  K". .  yy. .  :r  £7>.  »:  less  thin  the  r»-,g*rf  zo  thrf  sarhus  ^na  dhe 
:.:cl1  T-^±=L±z-i*i  exreniitzzr- :  and  jc  >rrT:-.t»  In  SMakhzx  -rf  sh#  Snpiifar 
i^Mvriz.z  :z  tne  L'rmjn.-ir  rAu*5cci**  >rrrj.ir«.  n  is  SLway^  xiimiFiwaij,  wwr- 
£->  :•:•:.  it  £*«:o:  m^-ire  th-in  the  tnnitelT.  lo  ■£scnr.ri5ia  hecwven  tibe 
•iirlzini.  -AfinnLXte.  Th.e  Xatx  T.:cal  Ex:he«;Der  3aH&»  aaii  she  STnwti 
L«*Kie*  vere  £-;!.'mI,XC.  rr  I*s*  rj  ii:tn;.i."'T  sg^ti.  X:cai3jr  »  iii  ■!  him 
£'.>.  '•'.■:  tnm  -Jie  t::tal  egr"-"ATcii  ex-  r^-iJt:.^!  in-1  riZ:  ^<rs  I  nvst  ndkthe 
p»rn  iiTiT'r.  iziili  ifxx  th*  Sircxec?HitarT  0:»-T^-tT*H*  ti>  gEre  lais 
ZaCJZ-ue  :f  £4:.  :•»:.  Th.e  Qt^  Serri!^  ir:eat£«:a  5:c  a  aDnmatx. 
is5:L-h*  -vfre  £1"  r~!  :•:•:.  :»a3X  £i-5>  r».'*I    tiej  wH  xf.'C  ht*  A^il*  »  X3»£«RCnnd  the 

•-  —    ••  •^^  ^»  — 


»    -   -.»..       ^t       .J  _\  ,, 


run.   --le   n.-icmjs*    rj   ^ i.i..     ^^  ;::  tin  sl3l  w:j*  r»  i^' 7a» 

iXT-tfcLnz^  :u  the  T-t'.lti  S-^tbli;*  w»s  tn*  T«iLr  1S5*-.?*  ^)£rf  v^  tttI  ts 

£:"  *j:  :•:•:.  :r  .*»  rj  i:f.  Jij:  ihiii  ^i^  li^  Wx-   >&»  £.■{««:. W«f  anm  i&B  H 

«cnu^.     rhe  Frisc  ?*Si«  fxn«&Htxr«  anruZIy  j^«nx3  rxnEacr  laiic; 

▼-is  i^.  :V.j.  .«:•:.   :c  £'..T'X  3u.Ti  till  ^i»*  fxz«fffi£r?c»  nf  ssj  D 

tn-f  wczLiT*.      Zbji  ^ii*iCT%siL  >*rrix^  &  mrsjialjur  i^«r  ^Zli*  sour  tl  s^ 

wj;*   £:  ?♦:.;  lO'..    :r  £*1  X^P  jii»  tOiin  £*rant«c  x*  :v  Tw:  ^aia^ 

the  ftiCL^ucf.     rb*  r^iitr  >*rTb»  wus  iltixyir!^}^  IVciKnaxmc^ttsii 

£:J:j.  *»:»:.  :r  £*  .'tK  ]«*»  tii*ix  tan  «c:-  Lt  wtll  i>«  >*  aii»  Tr  smani  ^^ 

Hits?.       r^*?    r,*cil     ixjifiurrxr*     w^»  :i    :»    jpnufsi^     =r    w^Boh 

£:S^  5*4.  :o:..  ^iri:a  ^   ^'i^l  *^i*l   jies  Tt^Msozir  3kqh«  sir  siuft 
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Exchequer  issues  of  the  year  in  question 
falls  short  of  the  Estimate  by  the  amount 
thus  unissued.     Or  the  Department  has 
not  foreseen  that  it  will  not  be  able  to 
spend   its   grants,    in    which   case  the 
Treasury  issues    the  full    amount,  but 
that  full  amount  not  being  spent,  the 
balance    is    carried    over  to   meet,    as 
far    as    it    will    meet,    the  grants    of 
the  following  year,  and  the  Exchequer 
issues    of    that   year     are     correspon- 
dingly reduced.      Now  in  the  present 
case  both  these  things  have  liappened  ; 
£100,000  was  not  issued  to  the  Army. 
The  Committee  will   naturally  ask,    if 
the  contractors  do  not  present  their  bills 
for  payment  within  a  given  year,  and  the 
money  issued  to  pay  those  bills  is  appro- 
priated  to   meeting  the   grants  of  the 
following  year,    how    are    these    bills 
ultimately  paid  ?     In   reply,   I  have  to 
inform    the    Committee    that    on    this 
occasion   the    liability   was   mainly    in 
respect  of  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores 
for  the  Navy.     Under  the  new  system 
adopted  last  year  the  Navy  now  pays 
for   its    own    ordnance   and    ordnauce 
stores,  and  the  liability  in  question  has, 
therefore,   been   transferred   from    the 
Army  to  the  Navy  and  goes  to  swell  the 
general    mass  of  nayal    liabilities  for 
which  we  are  making  provision.     If  I 
have  said  so  much  on  this  point  it  is 
because  it  has  a  bearing  on  the  financial 
arrangements  of  the  Naval  Defence  Bill, 
and  we  trust  that,  under  those  arrange- 
ments the  risk  of  a  disturbance  in  our 
finances    owing    to    contractors    being 
behindhand  may  be  reduced.    The  Com- 
mittee will,  therefore,  understand  that 
there  is  no  saving  on   the  Army  for 
which  we  can  take  credit,  but  that  the 
saving  is  due  to  the   postponement  of 
liabilities,  for  which,  of  course,  the  War 
Department  is  not  in  any  way  respon- 
sible, but  which  is  owing  to  the  bills  of 
the  contractors  not  having  been  presented 
in  time. 

With  regard  tothe  Navy,  the  difference 
between  grants  and  issues  is  explained 
much  in  the  same  way.  It  is  due  to  an 
over- issue  in  1887-8.  The  Civil  Services 
show  a  reduction  of  £333,000  in  issues 
as  compared  with  the  Estimates,  and  of 
this  £200,000  is  an  actual  saving  on  the 
year,  for  which  we  are  entitled  to  take 
credit,  while  the  balance  is  the  result  of 
an  over-issue  in  the  preceding  year.  I 
wish  to  call  attention  to  several  items  of 
this  saving  of  £200,000,  which  I  hope 
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the  Committee  will  regard  as  not  unsatis- 
factory.     We  have  spent  £5,000    les9 
than  the  estimate  on  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature,  owing  to  a  reduction  of 
the  staff;  we  have  spent  £12,500  less 
on  the  special  police  ;  and  £33,500  less 
on  prisons.     Therer  is  a  steady  decreap# 
of  the  expenditure  on  Prisons,  which  is 
due,    firstly,    to    a    reduced  number  of 
prisoners,    and,    secondly,    to    a    con- 
solidation   of    the  prisons.     The  Com* 
mittee    and    the    public   will,   I    trust, 
regard   these  as  very  gratifying  facts* 
There  is  another  reduction    of    which 
the  Committee  will  be  glad  to  learn — 
the  decrease  of  £6,000  in  the  cost  of 
examinations  held  by  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners,      due     to     the     policy 
which  the  Government  are  pursuing  to 
the  best  of  their  ability — the  policy  of 
making  as  few  entries  as  possible  into 
the   already  overcrowded  Civil  Service. 
We  have  embarked  with  energy  upon 
that  policy,  which  we  know  to  be    ap- 
proved not  only  by  this  side  of  the  House- 
but  by  the  other  and  by  the  country 
generally. 

I  have  spoken  of  the  over-issues  of  oner 
year  as  reducing  the  issues  of  the  next, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
knows  that   such  over-issues   occur  to 
some  extent  every  year ;  but  that  fre- 
quently   their    effect    is    obscured    by 
Supplementary  Estimates.     In  that  case 
the  saving  does  not  appear,  and  it  is 
unnecessary  to  call  so  much  attention  to 
it.   But  I  must  now  call  the  notice  of  the 
Committee — and  I  do  so  with  great  satis- 
faction— to  the  fact  that  in   the  past 
year,    as   in   that    which    preceded  it^ 
we    have     been    spared     to     a     very 
great  extent,  almost  to  an  unprecedented 
extent,    the    presentation    of    Supple- 
mentary Estimates.   For  the  Army  there 
were  none ;   for  the  Revenue   Depart- 
ments, none ;   and   for  the   Navy  only 
£45,000.     That  one  Item  was  due  to  an 
extraordinary  incident — to  the  compen- 
sation which  had    to   be  paid    to   the 
owners  of  the   Vill$  de  V%ctoria^  which 
was    run     down  by   the    Sultan.     For 
Civil  Services  we  had  some  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates ;   but   the  number   and 
the    total    amount    were   again    below 
the  average.     Taking  all  the   Services 
together,  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
were  the  smallest  in  amount  for  any  year 
since  1868-69.     Last  year  we  had  the 
smallest  in  amount   up   to    that    date 
since  1 866-9.    But  the  amount  this  year 
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sparkling  wine  duty  has  falsified  the 
predictions  of  its  opponents.  When  we 
estimated  that  two-thirds  of  the  spark- 
ling wine  imported  would  be  of  the 
dearer  and  one-third  of  the  cheaper  kind, 
we  were  met  by  the  assertion  that  though 
these  might  be  the  true  amounts,  the 
importers  would  so  falsify  values  that 
in  the  collection  of  the  duty  the  propor- 
tions would  be  exactly  reversed.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  dearer  kind  of  wine 
has  greatly  predominated.  In  the  nine 
months  since  the  differential  tax  was 
imposed  there  have  been  imported  at 
2s.  6d.  per  gallon,  680,000  gallons ;  at 
Is.  per  gallon,  375,000  gallons.  It  was 
said  that  the  traders  would  be  extremely 
tricky.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  traders 
have  not  been  so  tricky  as  our  critics 
anticipated,  and  besides  the  Customs 
have  been  fully  up  to  their  work. 
Owing  to  these  two  causes,  therefore,  we 
find  that  the  statistics  come  out  remark- 
ably near  our  expectations.  I  cannot  for 
a  moment  admit  that  this  tax  has  en- 
couraged immorality  on  the  part  of  the 
traders.  On  the  contrary,  it  has  had  in 
some  ways  a  b^neficial^  effect.  I  think 
it  might  be  argued  that  it  has  led  to  a 
diminution  of  the  distance  which  sepa- 
rates  the  invoice  price  of  the  cheaper 
sorts  of  sparkling  wine  from  the  prices 
quoted  in  the  circulars  of  merchants. 
Again,  it  was  said  that  the  tax  would 
check  consumption.  Sparkling  wine 
has  not  been  checked  in  its  consumption; 
it  has  held  its  own  thoroughly  well,  and 
it  has  held  its  own  while  its  less  exhila- 
rating rivals  have  been  declining.  I 
desire  to  state  distinctly  that  nothing  has 
occurred  to  lead  me  to  modify  the  sys- 
tem which,  with  the  assent  of  the  Com- 
mittee. I  proposed  last  year;  and  I 
hope  that  nothing  will  occur  to  make  a 
modification  necessary.  The  trade  has 
accepted  it  now,  though  with  some  pro- 
tests ;  and  I  trust  the  Government  will 
not  be  forced  to  withdraw  that  favour 
which  has  been  extended  to  the  cheaper 
kind  of  wines,  and  which  would  have  to 
be  withdrawn  if  the  present  system  were 
rendered  unworkable. 

And  now  as  to  spirits.  Foreign  spirits 
have  somewhat  increased,  though  the 
increase  is  entirely  upon  "Geneva  and 
other  sorts" — that  is,  principally  on 
German  plain  spirit.  Both  rum  and 
brandy  have  fallen  off.  Rum  is  £60,000 
below  last  year's  receipt,  and  £25,000 
below  the  estimate;  brandy  is  £51,000 
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below  the  receipt  of  the  preyions  year,. 
and  £43,000  below  the  estimate.     **  Qe* 
neva  and    other  sorts,*'    on  the   other- 
hand,  are  £178,000  above  receipt  and 
above  estimate,  so  that  taking  the  three 
together  we  are  £67,000  above  last  year's^ 
receipt,  and  £111,000  above  our  esti- 
mate.     But  this  is  a  little  more  than 
balanced   by    the    decline    on   Britialr 
spirits.  They  have  yielded  £12,877,000, 
being  £151,000  less  than  the  receipts  of 
the  previous  year,  and    £113,000  lees- 
than  the  estimate.    The  last  great  itent 
of  the  drink  Revenue  is  beer,  which  has 
yielded  £8,771,000,  being  £60,000  more 
than    last    year,    and    £61,000    more 
than  the  estimate.    The  total  spirituous- 
drink  Revenue,  excluding  the  duty  oa 
sparkling  wine,  has  been   £26,985,000. 
In  the  preceding  year  it  was  £27, 048,000* 
There  has  therefore  been  a  decline  of 
£63,000.    Now,  let  me  sum  up  the  He- 
venue  from  all  articles  of  general  con- 
sumption, again  excluding  the  new  duty 
on    sparkling    wine.      It    has    been 
£41,455,000;   while   in   the   preceding- 
year  it  was  £41,314,000.     The   whole 
increase  is  only  £141,000  on  a  total  of 
£41,000,000,  or  0*3  per  cent.     I  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
this  fact,  to  this  remarkable  elasticity^ 
in  a  year  of  improving  trade,  of  much 
more  general  and  regular  employment 
and,   I    am    happy  to  think,  in  many 
cases  also  of  rising  wages. 

Mb.    H.    H.    fowler    (Wolver- 
hampton) :  Does  that  include  beer? 

*Mb.G080HEN:  Yes. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  You  did  not 
say  so. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  hope  I  am  not 
giving  too  many  details  to  the  Com- 
mittee. They  seem  to  me  to  have  so- 
important  a  bearing  upon  what  I  may 
call  the  general  principles  of  finance 
upon  which  we  go  that  I  trust  the 
Committee  will  excuse  me  for  having 
dwelt  upon  them.  I  now  turn  ftom, 
indirect  to  direct  taxation  ;  and  here  we 
shall  soon  find  a  brighter  'picture. 
Under  direct  taxation  I  include  not  only 
taxes  on  property  and  income,  but  also 
general  stamps,  which  I  may  call  duties 
on  transactions.  These  are  certainly 
more  akin  to  direct  taxes,  and  they  fall 
not  upon  the  great  body  of  consumers 
but,  almost  entirely,  on  the  wealthier 
and  the  business  classes.  One  item  under 
this  head  I  pass  over  with  a  very 
few    words — I   will   not    linger  on   it 
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for  a  moment.  It  is  the  item  of  lioenoes. 
They  are  now  passing  almost  entirely 
from  the  grasp  of  me  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.     There  are  only  some 
few  licences,   and  those    of  the  least 
profitable  sort,   which  remain  to  him. 
The  rest  have  been  entirely  swept  away, 
>and  have  ffone  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President   of    the  Local    Govern- 
ment Board  and  his  clients,  the  County 
Councils.     The  House  duty  and  Land 
tax  show  little  qr  no  variation,  though 
there  is  an  increase    of  £30,000  over 
estimate  in  the  house  duty.    This  is  due 
to  the  quinquennial  valuation.     I  now 
-come  to  the  gloomy  but  fiscally  attractive 
^subject  of  the  Death  duties.    They  show 
no  very  striking  feature  this  year,  ex- 
cept that  they  arouse  my  astonishment, 
as  they  must  arouse  the  astonishment  of 
everybody  else    by  the    extraordinary 
evenness  of  their  yield  from  year  to 
year.      Notwithstanding    the    precari- 
ousness  of  life  and  the  diflferent  way 
in    which    men    leave    their    fortunes, 
the    Death   duties    remain  at   an  ex- 
traordinarily equal   level.     Under  the 
head  of   Probate   duties    I    estimated 
that  I  should  obtain  in  the  past  year 
£4,260,000.        The       receipts       were 
£4,225,000,  or  less  than  the  estimate 
by  £35,000.     The  amount  is  £372,000 
less  than  we  received  in  the  year  before, 
but  in  that  year  some  abnormally  large 
estates  fell  in  and  I  discounted  these  in 
making  my  estimate.     In  this  sum  of 
jC4,225,000  a  desperate  gap  has  been 
made  by  my  having  to  part  with  one- 
•third    of    the    probate    duty    to    local 
Authorities.    This  gap    will    be    made 
half  as  wide  again  tnis  year,  when  I 
have  to  part  with  one-half  instead  of 
one-third.     The  actual  receipt  into  the 
Exchequer  for  these  duties  has  been 
£2,816,000.     I  cannot  help  saying  that 
I  sincerely  trust    the    ratepayers   will 
benefit  by  these  large  grants    to  the 
fullest  extent.     When  I  consider  what 
remissions  of  taxation  might  have  been 
;proDOsed  if  these  grants  had  remained 
in  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  I  confess  I 
can  only  hope  that  in  their  capacity  of 
ratepayers  the  taxpayers  will  have  occa- 
sion to  realize  that  they  have  had  this 
.great  relief,  and  that  the  new  authorities 
will  so  administer  local  aflfairs  that  it 
jnay  not  be  lost  in  increased  extrava* 
Mooe.      The   legacy    and    succession 
•duties   yielded    &e    year    before    last 
X3,645,000.    For  last  year  they  were 


estimated  to  yield  £3,590,000,  or  less 
by  £55,000.  They  have  actually  yielded 
£3,737,000,  or  £92,000  more  than  in  the 
previous  year,  and  £147,000  more  than 
the  estimate.  So  far  I  have  gone  over 
item  after  item  of  Eevenue  without 
finding  any  very  encouraging  results. 
But  now  I  come  to  a  point  where  the 
first  foundation  of  the  large  surplus  of 
the  past  year  begins  to  be  seen.  1  mean 
the  item  of  general  stamps.  The  Com- 
mittee may  remember  that  last  year  I 
proposed  certain  clauses  in  the  Budget 
Bill,  by  which  greater  stringency  was 
to  be  applied  to  the  collection  of  some 
of  these  stamps.  My  hopes  have  been 
entirely  realized,  and  these  clauses  have 
helped  to  swell  the  Revenue  to  an  ap^^ 
preciable  extent.  The  Committee  will 
wish  to  know  the  result  of  the  several 
duties  on  transactions  which  we  imposed 
last  year.  X  put  the  efPect  of  the  strin- 
gency clauses,  to  which  I  have  just 
referred,  though  it  is  very  hcurd  to  make 
anything  like  an  estimate,  at  £50,000. 
The  6d.  stamp  on  brokers'  contracts  has 
realized  within  £1,000  the  exact  amount 
which  it  was  estimated  to  produce — 
viz.,  £50,000.  It  was  thought  by  the 
Stock  Exchange  that  it  would  yield  a 
very  much  larger  sum ;  but  we  put  it  at 
the  sum  which  it  has  actually  produced. 
The  tax  on  joint  stock  companies*  capital 
was  expected  to  bring  in  £110,000; 
but  I  am  happy  to  say,  happy,  that 
is,  from  a  fiscal  point  of  view,  that 
the  rush  for  these  new  companies  has 
been  so  great  that  my  estimate  has 
been  largely  exceeded  and  the  proceeds 
have  been  £160,000,  although  the  tax 
only  came  into  force  on  the  17th  of  May. 
The  Committee  will  learn  with  interest 
that  since  that  date  to  the  end  of  the 
financial  year  no  fewer  than  1,743  com- 
panies were  registered  in  London  alone 
with  a  nominal  capital  of  £132,000,000. 
I  confess  that  I  have  experienced  a 
momentary  feeling  of  regret  that  I  did 
not  impose  a  somewhat  larger  tax. 
But  let  me  here  anticipate  a  small 
matter  as  to  which  a  Besolution  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table.  There  are  some  joint 
stock  companies  which  escape  this  duty, 
or  it  is  feared  will  do  so,  because  they 
obtain  limited  liability  through  letters 
patent  or  through  a  specifd  Act  of 
Parliament.  It  is,  therefore,  necessary 
to  insert  clauses  in  the  Budget  Bill  to 
meet  the  case  of  these  companies  and  to 
put  them  in  the  same  position  as  those 


f 


616 


Wayi  and 


{00MM0N8} 


JAmiw. 


616 


£2,878,000,  which  was  then  the  largest 
eince  1873-74.  In  the  past  year  we 
have  attained  the  yet  larger  figure  I 
have  stated.  I  have  heen  much  found 
fault  with  for  reducing  two  years  ago  the 
amount    regularly    set    apart   for    the 

Eayment  of  debt.  At  that  time,  it  will 
e  remembered,  I  diminished  the 
Sinking  Fund  by  the  sum  of  £2,000,000. 
I  considered,  and  I  still  consider,  that 
course  to  have  been  perfectly 
legitimate.  But  it  will  be  seen  that 
if  I  have  diminished  what  may  be 
called  the  normal  payment  of  debt,  I 
have  been  enabled  by  the  good  ad- 
ministration of  my  colleagues,  who 
have  evaded  Supplementary  Estimates, 
as  well  as  by  prudence  in  forecasting 
Kevenue,  to  obtain  surpluses  available 
for  the  reductioo  of  debt  which 
exceed  the  £2,000,000  a  year  that  was 
taken  off  the  fixed  charge.  The  amount 
available  out  of  surpluses  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  debt  has  been  £2,500,000  a  year 
on  the  average  of  two  years.  The  total 
sum  provided  out  of  taxation  for  the 
reduction  of  debt  in  the  last  two  years 
has  been,  in  round  numbers :  £5,000,000 
a  year  within  the  fixed  charge,  making 
£10,000.000,  and  an  average  of 
£2,500,000  a  year,  out  of  surplus 
making  £5,000,000— total,  £15,000,000, 
or  an  average  of  £7,500,000  a  year. 
Whatever  crime  I  have  committed  in 
reducing  the  Fixed  Charge,  it  will  thus 
be  seen  that  the  taxpayer  has  contributed 
£15,000,000  in  two  years  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  National  burdens,  a  larger  sum 
than  has  ever  before,  except  on  two 
occasions,  been  devoted  to  this  object  in 
an  equal  period  of  time.  Of  the 
£15,000,000  which  represents  the 
sacrifices  of  the  taxpayer  during  the 
last  two  years,  the  exact  amount  which 
falls  to  the  share  of  the  year  just 
concluded  is  as  follows:— Debt  paid 
off  within  the  fixed  charge,  £4,993,000; 
:Rus8o-Dutch  loan,  £21,o00;  surplus  of 
y^^A  l\^l  forming  the  old  sinking 
fund,  £2,798,000-total,  £7,812,000.  So 
far  I  have  been  looking  to  the 
amount    provided    out    of   the    taxa- 

Tt  "i  ^H  y®*^  ^«'  reducing 
aebt.  INow,  I  come  to  the  amount  of 
debt  actually  paid  off.  The  amount  paid 
off  withm  the  year  is  as  follows :— The 
funded  debt  has  been  reduced  by 
£2  762,000  ;  the  capital  value  of  termin- 

tL®.^"^*^^^®*  ^^  ^®®n  reduced  by 
£3,096,000 ;  the  unfunded  debt  has  been 
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reduoed  by  £1 ,292,000-total£7, 150.000. 
The  capital  amount  of  debt  of  all  kinds 
stood  on  the  31st  of  March,  1888,  at 
£706,575,000,  and  on  the  Slat  of  Manh 
last  at  Jg698,425,000.  We  haTO  thns 
turned  the  corner  of  another 
£  1 00, 000, 000.  It  is  now  80  years  since 
the  debt  stood  below  £700,000,000. 
To  the  reduction  of  debt  of  £7,150,000 
which  I  have  mentioned  most  be  added 
the  diminution  of  the  Busso-Datch  loan 
by  £21,000,  and  the  wiping  ont  of  the 
friendly  societies  deficiency  of  £464,000, 
making  a  total  sum  of  £7,685,000. 

I  have  submitted  the  figures  to  the 
Committee  in  two  wajrs.     First,  I  haTe 
gi?en  the  sums  applicable  to  the  dis* 
charge  of  debt  out  of  the  Bevenue  of 
the  year,  and  then  the  amount  actually 
paid  off  within  the  year.     But    hon. 
Members  will  ask,  *'  How  about  your 
balances  ?  "     They  have  declined  nom 
£7,647,000  to   £5,592,000,  or  by  the 
sum  of  £2,055,000.     But  the  explana- 
tion is  simple.     On  the  3 1st  of  March, 
1888,  the  balances  included  the  whole 
of  my  surplus  of  the  preceding  year. 
But  in  the  past  year  £2,000,000  of  the 
surplus  has  been  expended  before  the 
close  of  the  financial  year.     It  has  been 
expended  on  payments  connected  with 
the  conversion  of  the  debt.     Technically, 
no  doubt,  it  might  be  said  that  this  is 
not  a  diminution  of  debt ;  but  they  are 
payments  made  in  the  reduction  of  our 
liabilities  and  our  burdens,  and  which, 
considering  their  object,  are  far  more 
effective  in  diminishing  those  burdens 
than  would  have  been  an  ordinary  can- 
cellation of  two  millions  of  debt.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  the  conversion  in- 
volvedextra  pay  men  ts  of  a  three-fold  cha- 
racter.    Speaking  in  round  figures,  we 
had  to  pay  on  account  of  the  bonus  of  5s. 
on  old  Consols  and  Beduced,  £  1,000,000; 
for  the  commission  of  Is.  fid.  and  remu- 
neration to  the  Banks  of  England  and 
Ireland,  £300,000 ;  for  extra  quarter's 
dividend  on  so  much  of  New  Oonsols  as 
represented  New  Three  Per  Oents  and 
Beduced,  £1,700,000;  making   a  total 
of   £3,000,000.     The    extra  quarter's 
dividend  arises  in  this  way.     Formerly 
the  dividends  were  paid  half-yearly  on 
the  Beduced  and  Old  Oonsols.     Oonse- 
quently,  on  the  Ist  of  April,  1888,  there 
was    a    half-year's    dividend,    or    two 
quarters,  due.    Then  the  dividends  were 
turned  into  quarterly  payments,  and  a 
quarter  became  due  in  July,  another  in 
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October,  and  another  in  January,  so 
that  we  had  to  pay  five  quarters  instead 
•of  four  in  the  year  1888-9.  Of  course, 
that  was  anticipating  pajrments  which 
would  otherwise  have  had  to  be  made 
-on  the  5th  of  April  this  year,  and  was 
not  a  new  expense.  It  was  rather  a 
diminution  of  our  liabilities,  though 
it  involved  an  extra  charge  on  the 
particular  year.  The  Committee  will 
remember  that  last  year  I  took  power 
to  borrow  for  the  payments  connected 
with  the  conversion.  But  when  I 
flaw  that  there  was  likely  to  be  a  large 
-surplus,  I  thought  it  better  to  borrow 
-only  £1.000.000.  and  to  take  the  rest 
out  of  the  surplus.  Had  the  full  extent 
of  the  surplus  been  foreseen,  we  might 
have  paid upnearly  the  whole  £3,000,000 
within  the  year.  As  it  is,  what  remains 
of  the  surplus  will  be  sufficient  to  pay 
off  all  but  £200,000.  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  content  with  the  result — 
namely,  that  one  year  gives  us  a  sur- 
plus sufficient  to  discharge  the  whole 
payments  of  a  gigantic  operation,  such 
as  the  conversion  of  some  £500,000,000 
of  debt,  which  has  saved  the  country 
£1,450,000  a  year  at  once,  and  will, 
in  14  years,  save  it  £2.800,000  a  year. 

I  have  explained  the  reduction  of 
X2,000,000  in  balances.  There  are 
other  small  items  which  swell  or 
reduce  the  balances,  but  which,  in 
their  joint  effect,  merely  counteract 
one  another.  My  surplus  last  year 
was  greater  than  in  1887-8  by 
£420,000.  There  should,  therefore,  be 
a  corresponding  increase  of  balances. 
Besides  this,  we  have  received  £150,000 
from  the  Mint  in  respect  of  advances  for 
bullion,  and  £51,000  in  respect  of  the 
Sardinian  Loan.  These  items  taken 
together  swell  the  balance  by  £620,000. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  is  reduced 
by  £660,000  for  advances  to  the 
Army  and  Navy  for  carrying  out 
the  Imperial  Defence  Act.  This 
flum  might  have  been  borrowed.  But 
for  the  time  being  it  seemed  more 
convenient  to  take  the  money  out  of 
'balances.  The  net  reduction  of  the 
balances  is  thus  £2,055.000. 

I  have  now  finished  with  the  past 
year,  and  shown  the  results  as  com- 
pared with  our  Estimates  both  as 
regards  Expenditure  and  Bevenue,  as 
well  as  the  surplus  we  have  secured, 
and  the  manner  in  which  we  have 
Applied  it.     It  remains  for  me  to  deal 


with  what  must  be  the  most  interesting 
topic  to  the  Committee — namely,  pro- 
spective finance,  and  first  I  will  take 
the  estimated  Expenditure  for  1889-90, 
as  compared  with  the  estimates  of 
1888-9.  The  Committee  are  familiar 
with  the  items.  We  take  the  charge 
for  Consolidated  Fund  Services  at 
£29,274,000,  an  increase  of  £1,413,000 
over  last  year.  The  Committee 
will  at  once  recognize  that  this  is  due 
to  the  extra  provision  for  Naval  defence. 
Otherwise  the  Consolidated  Fund 
charges  would  remain  almost  precisely 
as  they  were.  The  Army  stands  at 
£17,836.000,  an  increase  of  £606,000 
over  the  last  year.  The  Navy  will 
cost  £13,685,000,  or  an  increase  of 
£602,000,  and  the  Civil  Services 
£15,739,000,  a  nominal  decrease  of 
£2,111,000,  which  is  due,  of  course,  to 
the  cessation  of  grants  to  local  autho- 
rities, and  is  an  apparent  gain  only  as 
it  will  be  more  than  balanced  by  a  loss 
on  the  other  side  of  the  account  in 
respect  of  licences  surrendered  to  those 
authorities  in  order  to  pay  for  these 
grants.  The  Customs  Expenditure  will 
be  £923,000,  a  decrease  of  £15,000  ; 
the  Inland  Revenue,  £1,757,000,  or  a 
diminution  of  £51,000.  The  Post 
Office  will  require  £5.453,000,  a  de- 
crease of  £214,000;  the  Telegraph  Ser- 
vice, £2,136,000,  or  an  increase  of 
£98,000  ;  the  Packet  Service,  £664,000, 
or  an  increase  of  £23,000.  These  sums 
make  a  total  of  £57,692,000  for  the 
supply  services,  or  an  apparent  diminu- 
tion of  £  1,062,000.  Taking  the  Supply 
services  and  the  Consolidated  Fund  ser- 
vices together,  the  total  is  £86.967,000, 
an  increase  of  £352,000. 

The  Committee  is  familiar  with  most 
of  these  items  of  expenditure,  and  it  is 
not  necessary  that  I  should  say  much 
aboutthem.  The  total  Consolidated  Fund 
services  are  increased  by  £1,413,000. 
This  is  more  than  accounted  for  by  the 
Navy  annuity  of  £1,430,000.  The  in- 
crease on  the  Army  and  Navy  (ordinary 
Estimates)  has  also  already  been  dis- 
cussed, and  requires  no  comment  from 
me.  Then  the  reduction  in  Post  Office 
expenditure  is  apparent  and  not  real. 
It  is  due  to  a  change  in  an  item,  which 
before  appeared  in  the  miscellaneous 
receipts,  and  which  is  now  to  be  appro- 

Sriated  in  aid  of  the  Vote  for  the  Post 
office.     It  is  somewhat  unfortunate  for 
purposes  of  comparison  that  this  change 


519 


Wajft  and 


{COMMONS} 


52a 


has  been  made;    but  it  was  a  change 
recommended  by  the    Public  Accounts 
Oommittee.  Now,  I  wish  the  Oommittee 
to  look  at  all  these  fig^ures  for  a  moment, 
not  ill   detail,   but   upon    broad  lines. 
They  are  acquainted  with  the  reasons 
for  the  increase  on  the  Army  and  Navy 
Votes,   but  I  hope  they  will   observe 
how,  in  other  branches  of  the  pnblic 
service  where  no  exceptional  effort  was 
demanded  of  us,  economy  has  been  most 
successfully    observed.      And    here    I 
must  pay  a  well-merited  tribute  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  for  the  manner  in  which 
he  has  been  able  to  keep  down  the  Civil 
Service  estimates.     Hon.  Members  fre- 
quently   speak    of    the    extraordinary 
growth  of  estimates.      But  as  regards 
the  Civil  Service  this  is  an  entire  mis- 
take.    What  are  the  facts  in  connection 
with  the  Civil  Service  estimates  ?    I  beg 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  this 
matter,    and  I  should  be  glad  if  what 
I    am    about    to    say   should    also   be 
thoroughly   understood  by  the   public, 
as  I  think  it  is  calculated,  to  remove 
a    good    deal    of    misconception.       In 
1886-7     the     estimate    for     the     Civil 
Services  was  £  1 8,008,000.     If  we  deduct 
one  item — the  growth  of  which  is  auto- 
matic,   and    an    increase   of    which    is 
always  welcomed  by  the  Committee — 
I  refer  to  the  Education  charges — and 
if  we  deduct  further  local  grants  and 
receipts  taken  in   aid  of  civil  expendi- 
ture—the net  cost  of  civil  administration 
in  1886-7  was  £8,449,000.     Making  the 
same  deductions  from  the  Civil  Service 
estimates     of      18r9-90,      which      are 
£15,739.000,  we    fiud  the   net  cost  to 
be  £8,131,000,  or  a  reduction  in  three 
years  of  £318,000.     The  totals  for  the 
two  years   compared   are — £18,00H,000 
in  18»6.7  ;  £15,739,000  in  1889-90;  and 
the   net  is    £8,449,000   in    1886-7    and 
£8.131,000    in     1889-90,    making    this 
reduction  of  £318,000.      Let    me   add 
also  that  during  the  same   period   the 
cost  of  collecting  Customs  and  Inland 
Bevenue  has  declined  by   £72,r00.     I 
trust  the  Committee   will    see    the  full 
bearing    of  these    figures.      In    these 
days   when    the  Civil   Service    is   con- 
stantly   attacked    by    Gentlemen    who 
dilate  on  the  vast   growth  of  expendi- 
ture,   I   think   it  is  well  to  bring  the 
mind   of  the  Committee  to  bear  upon 
the  point  and  to  see  that,  while  much 
remains  to  be  done  aud  while  we  trust 
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that  we  shall  haTS  the  asmslfmee  of 
those  who  desire  to  diminish  the  num- 
bers of  the  Civil  Service  and  to  zeduoe 
the  amounts  payable  in  pensions  sod' 
superannuations    by   every    legitiinate 
means,  nevertheless  we  have  made  aome 
progress,  supported  as  we  have  been  by 
the  House  and  by  the  ^blic,  in  fe> 
ducing  the  cost  of  the  dvil  adminittni- 
tion  of  the  country,  although  new  and 
large  duties  are  constantly  being  im- 
posed upon   it.     The  Committee  will 
admit  that  if  I  am  in  the  position  of 
having  to  find  additional  ezpenditore, 
it  is  not  due  to  any  extravagance  on  the 
part  of  the  Admimstrative  Departments 
of  the  Civil  Service. 

Now,  I  would  ask  the  Committee  t» 
put  the  fig^ures  together.  The  total  esti- 
mated expenditure  for  1889-90  is,  as  haa 
been  stated,  £86,967,000,  which  is 
£352,000  more  than  the  expenditure  for 
the  previous  year.  But  if  the  comparison 
were  made  with  the  previous  year,  alter 
deducting  the  local  grants  in  l8s8-9,  aa 
they  are  deducted  this  year,  we  should 
have  an  excess,  speaking  in  round 
figures,  not  of  £352,000,  but  of 
£2.650,000.  And  this  is  as  nearly  as- 
possible  the  actual  increase  due  to  the 
Army  and  Navy.  There  is  the  Navy 
annuity  of  £1,430,000,  and  there 
is  the  increase  on  ordinary  Army 
and  Navy  estimates  of  £1,210,000» 
making  a  total  of  £2,640,000,  which 
is  within  a  few  thousands  of  the  total 
increase  of  estimates  oompared^^with 
those  of  last  year. 

I  now  come  to  the  Bevenue  for 
the  coming  year.  What  is  the 
He  venue  to  meet  this  estimated  Ex- 
penditure of  £86,967,000?  Onatoms  I 
put  at  £20,050,000,  being  £17,000  less 
than  the  Elxchequer  Receipts  of  last  year  ^ 
Excise,  £22,570,000,  being  £8,030,000- 
less,  due  to  the  loss  of  lioences; 
Stamps,  £11,780,000,  being  £490,000 
less,  due  to  the  loss  of  another  one- 
sixth  of  the  Probate  Duty  ;  Land  Tax^ 
£1,035,000,  being £15,000  less;  House 
Duty,  £1,925,000,  being  £15,000  lesa;^ 
Property  and  Income  Tax,  £18,550,000» 
being  £150,000  lees,  with  regard  to 
which  I  will  say  a  word  presently ;  total 
produce  of  Taxes,  £69,910,000,  being 
£3,687.000  less  than  the  Exoheaner 
Receipts  of  laftt  year.  Post  Omoe, 
£9,350,000,  being  £250.000  more ;  Tele- 
graph service,  £2,230,000,  bein^ 
i  £150,000  more;  Grown  Lands,  £480,000^ 
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being  the  same  as  last  year's  reoeipts ; 
Interest  on  Advanoee,  £280,000;  Mis- 
cellaneous, £2,850,000 ;  total  of  Non- 
Tax  Reyenne,  £15,110,000,  beinff 
£264,000  more  than  last  year.  Totd 
Bevenue  of  all  sorts,  £85,050,000,  being 
£8,423,000  less  than  last  year,  again  I 
say  in  consequence  of  the  tranter  of 
licences,  and  of  a  further  share  of  Pro- 
bate Duty.  The  sum  of  £2,950,000  in 
licences  is  surrendered  to  local  authori- 
ties, and  the  sum  of  £730,000  additional 
of  probate  duty  is  al»>  surrcDdered  to 
them,  making  a  total  of  £3,680,000. 
If  these  sums  still  came  in  to  the 
Exchequer  we  should  have  not  a  dimi- 
nution of  Revenue  of  £3,420,000,  but 
an  increase  of  £260,000. 

The  Committee  will,  perhaps,  be 
astonished,  looking  to  the  soundfness  of 
trade  at  present  and  to  the  in- 
crease of  employment,  which,  I 
am  glad  to  think,  is  becoming 
general,  that  I  only  estimate  for 
a  real  increase  of  £260,000  in  the 
Revenue.  I  hear  from  all  sides  that 
profits  are  increasing,  that  men  are  in 
more  regular  work,  and  that  trade  is 
reported  better  even  to  the  Tax  Oollector. 
Still,  notwithstanding  all  this,  I  should 
not  be  justified,  in  the  face  of  what  I 
have  stated  to  the  Committee  about  the 
inelasticity  of  those  great  items,  the 
dutiable  articles  of  consumption,  which 
form  almost  half  of  the  total  revenue  of 
the  country  in  making  a  more  san- 
guine estimate.  It  is  just  in  a  period 
when  you  are  passing  from  a  time  of 
depression  to  a  time  of  prosperity,  or 
when  you  are  passing  from  a  time  of 
prosperity  into  a  time  of  depression,  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  correctly  forecasting 
the  yield  of  taxes.  I  ask  myself,  how 
far  am  I  justified  in  speculating  on  that 
increase  of  business  and  prosperity  of 
which  we  see  signs,  but  which,  if  there 
were  a  reaction  or  a  cessation  for  only 
a  few  months,  might  disappoint  my  cal- 
culations ?  A  prudent  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  these  circumstances,  must 
frame  his  estimates  with  caution,  hoping 
that  they  may  be  exceeded,  but  not 
q>eculating  upon  an  increase  of  revenue 
which  a  little  reaction  or  even  a  little 
repose  from  our  present  great  activity 
might  frustrate,  and,  by  frustrating,  lead 
to  that  which  I  trust  1  may  never  have 
to  submit  to  the  Oommittee— a  deficit 
instead  of  a  surplus.    Therefore  I  hope 


I  may  be  excused  from  any  reproach, 
and  relieved  from  any  pressure  to  take 
a  more  risky  view,  if  I  do  not  attempt 
to  screw  up  the  estimates  to  the  yery^ 
highest  point  of  reasonable  anticipation. 
The  Committee  will  see  that  there  is 
a  wide  gap  between  the  close  upon 
£87,000,000  of  Expenditure  and  the 
£85,000,000  of  Revenue ;  but  that  must 
be  filled  up  by  other  means  than  by^ 
yielding  to  the  temptation  of  impaling 
Estimates  beyond  what,  on  a  fair  con- 
sideration of  all  the  contingencies  affect- 
ing them,  they  will  reasonably  bear.  I 
have  a  few  words  to  say  on  the  princij^al 
items.  In  Customs  I  anticipate  an  in- 
crease of  £79,000  on  the  actual  reoeipts 
of  last  year,  there  being  an  increase  of 
£81,000  in  tea,  and  of  £51,000  in 
tobacco,  but  a  decrease  of  £29,000  in 
wine,  and  a  decrease  of  £33,000  in 
spirits.  In  Excise,  excluding  the  loss 
of  £2,950,000  by  the  surrender  of 
licences  to  Local  Authorities,  I  antici- 
pate an  increase  of  £35,000.  The  prin- 
cipal items  are  an  increase  of  £69,000 
in  beer  and  a  decrease  of  £27,000  in 
spirits.  Probate  duty  I  have  taken  at 
the  same  figure  as  it  was  estimated 
at  last  year,  being  £35,000  more 
than  the  actual  receipts  of  that 
year.  The  figure  is  £4,260,000.  The 
legacy  duty  is  taken  at  £2,885,000,  and 
the  succession  duty  at  £925,000,  making 
a  total  of  £3,810,000,  as  against 
£3,737,000,  the  total  of  the  two  duties 
last  year.  General  stamps  are  taken  at 
£5,800,000,  or  £140,000  more  than  the 
receipts  of  last  year.  This  figure  is 
£1,000,000  above  the  receipts  of  the^ 
year  before  last,  and  is  the  most  hope- 
ful item  in  the  whole  list.  The  only 
other  point  upon  which  I  need  touch,, 
but  it  is  a  very  important  point,  ia 
the  income  tax.  I  have  put  it  at 
£12,550,000,  or  £100,000  more  than  the 
net  receipts  of  1888-9.  But  these  re* 
ceipts  included  arrears  at  7d.,  and  the 
difference  between  the  average  amount 
of  arrears  at  7d.  and  at  6d.  is  at  least 
£300,000.  Therefore  I  really  estimate 
for  an  increase  of  £450,000  on  the  bd. 
of  this  year  as  compared  with  the  fid. 
of  last  year.  Practically,  I  put  up  the 
yield  of  a  penny  from  £2,020,000  to  very 
nearly  £2,100,000,  which  is  a  very  con- 
siderable increase — an  increase  which  I 
hope  will  be  realized,  but  which  I  do- 
not  think  I  should  be  entitled  to  aug- 
ment.   With  regard  to  non-tax  Revenue^ 
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Duties  afford  me  the  means  of  reaching 
accumulations  such  as  I  have  described , 
and  accordingly  it  is  to  the  Death  Duties 
that  I  turn,  and  I  look  to  see  whether 
on  this  field  I  can  find  some  oonstitu- 
tional  way  of  meeting  the  requirements 
of  the  national  exchequer.  I  will  not  im- 
pose an  additional  tax  on  those  whose 
accumulations  only  just  suffice  to  produce 
an  income  which,  under  the  Income  Tax 
Act,  is  considered  so  small  as  to  deserve 
the  application  of  reductions  and  exemp- 
tions. For  on  the  whole,  I  think  it  will 
he  generally  recognized  that  it  is  the  men 
whose  fortunes  are  considerable  who 
pay  least  in  proportion  to  their  aggre- 
gate income  and  property.  I  propose, 
therefore,  to  look  to  the  estates  which 
amountto  £10,000  and  upwards,  £10,000 
representing  an  income  of  about  £300  or 
£400  a  year,  and  not  more.  What  I  pro- 
pose is  to  levy  an  additional  tax  of  1 
per  cent  on  all  estates  of  more  than 
£10,000,  whether  they  consist  of  realty 
or  personalty,  and  to  do  this  by  means 
of  a  separate  duty,  partly  because  I  do 
not  wish  to  mix  it  up  with  the 
Probate  Duty,  and  partly  because 
it  is  not  desirable  that  the  inequalities 
which  attach  to  the  existing  Death 
Duties,  and  which  can  be  justified  in 
them,  should  extend  to  the  new  tax. 
In  the  existing  Death  Duties  real  pro- 
perty, even  when  it  passes  absolutely, 
is  always  charged  on  the  life  interest. 
The  new  duty  will  be  charged  similarly 
on  both  realty  and  personalty — that  is 
to  say,  on  the  capital  value  when  the 
property  passes  absolutely,  and  in  the 
case  of  settled  realty  or  settled  person- 
alty on  the  interest  actually  taken  by  a 
successor.  I  estimate  that  the  yield  of 
this  new  duty  will  be  on  a  full  year 
£1,000,000,  but  that  in  the  present  year 
it  will  produce  £800,000. 

The  proposal  just  stated  is,  I  know, 
open  to  many  objections.  One  serious 
objection  which  may  be  urged  is  this. 
It  may  be  said,  **If  you  have  recourse 
to  the  Death  Duties  at  all,  why  not  deal 
with  them  as  a  whole?"  I  think  I  can 
give  some  excellent  reasons  why  that 
IS  impossible.  Any  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  who  can  simplify  the  Death 
Duties,  and  reduce  them  to  a  more 
equitable  and  simple  form  will  have  a 
great  feather  in  his  cap.  But  I 
may  recall  to  the  Committee  that, 
some  years  ag^,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman     the      Member     for    Mid 
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Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  said  that 
to  re-arrange  the  Death  Dnties  would 
take  an  entire  Session,  and  this  Session, 
as  hon.  Members  know,  is  mortgaged 
for  other  work.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  it  would  take  an  entire 
Session,  and  I  entirely  agree  with 
him.  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
allow  me,  although  I  have  detained 
them  so  long  already,  to  say  a  few 
words  more  on  the  subject  of  Death 
Duties,  because  it  is  a  subject  to  whioh 
the  public  attention  has  been  oonstantly 
drawn,  and  it  is  a  subject  on  which 
g^eat  misconception  prevails.  I  know 
that  it  will  be  said  that  it  would  be 
wiser  to  deal  with  the  whole  Death 
Duties,  as  a  whole,  instead  of 
increasing  a  particular  duty,  but 
it  is  impossible  to  proceed  in  that 
manner.  The  reconstruction  of  the 
Death  Duties  does  not  mean  simply 
putting  realty  and  personalty  on  the 
same  footing.  The  deeper  we  go  into 
the  question  the  more  insoluble  are  the 
problems  presented.  It  is  administra- 
tively impossible  to  put  realty  on  the 
same  footing  as  personally,  if  you  main- 
tain the  present  system  of  duties  or  the 
present  legal  machinery  affecting  the 
devolution  of  land.  But  that  is  not  the 
only  difficulty.  In  ai^  complete  recon- 
struction of  the  Death  Duties  the  relation 
of  Probate  and  Legacy  Duty  would  have 
to  be  revised.  The  question  of  dealing 
with  the  various  interests  involved  in 
settlements  would  have  to  be  considered, 
and  the  difficulties  of  detail  would  be 
almost  exceeded  by  the  difficulties  of 
coming  to  a  conclusion  on  two  g^reat 
questions  of  principle  whichlie  at  the  very 
foundation  of  the  system.  One  is  thisi 
''Are  you,  or  are  you  not,  to  abolish 
the  scale  of  consanguinity?"  If  yon  do 
not  abolish  this  scale  you  will  be  unable 
to  deal  in  a  simple  manner  with  the  Death 
Duties,  but  if  you  do  abolish  it  I  believe 
you  will  run  counter  to  the  general  feel- 
ing of  the  country.  The  next  great  point 
which  would  have  to  be  semed  ariaee 
in  connection  with  settlements.  If  yon 
are  to  tax  settled  property  eqaaUy  with 
property  passing  by  will  you  will  have 
to  decide  whether  you  wiU  put  the  tax 
on  the  carpus  of  estates  or  upon  the 
separate  interests  arising  under  the 
settlement  or  will.  If  you  put  it  upon 
the  eorpui  you  will  in  fact  be  taxing 
more  heavily  those  who  are  near  than 
those  who  are  more  remote.    On  the 
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other  band,  if  you  put  it  upon  the 
interests,  jou  will  find  that  the  loss  to 
the  revenue  in  the  first  year  will  be 
enormous,  because  it  praotioally  amounts 
to  fc^^ing  up  the  Probate  duly  which 
is  paid  immediately  on  death.  It 
mus*^,  therefore,  be  seen  what  large 
questions  spring  up  in  dealing  with  the 
Death  Duties,  and  how  right  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  when 
he  said  that  it  was  a  matter  which  would 
occupy  an  entire  Session.  But  from  the 
point  of  view  from  which  I  regard  it, 
the  problem  assumes  even  greater 
difficulties  than  those  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out.  The  Com- 
mittee will  remember  how  I  left  the 
matter  last  year,  when  I  raised  the  Suc- 
cession Duty  until  it  stood  on  a  par  with 
that  portion  of  the  Probate  Duty  which 
still  comes  into  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
together  with  the  Legacy  Duty.  They 
will  remember  that  personalty  now  pays 
1^  per  cent  to  the  Exchequer,  and  that  a 
corresponding  addition  has  been  made  to 
the  Succession  Duty,  so  that  whether  for 
lineale,  collaterals  or  strangers  the  rates 
of  duty  are  now  equal  to  Probate  and 
Legacy  Duty  combined.  But,  although 
the  amount  of  the  tax  on  realty  and  per- 
sonalty is,  therefore,  now  the  same,  yet 
there  is  one  important  difference  in  the 
incidence  of  taxation  on  the  two  classes 
of  property,  namely  that  realty  always 
pays  on  the  value  of  the  life  interest 
while  unsettled  personalty  pays  on  the 
capital  value.  But  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that,  if  realty  still  derives  benefit 
from  the  system  of  Death  Duties,  realty 
pays  towards  income  tax  on  its  gross 
income,  while  personalty  only  pays  on 
the  net  income.  The  landowner,  there- 
fore, pays  income  tax  on  a  much  larger 
sum  than  he  actually  receives,  the  excess 
amounting,  I  believe,  to  as  much  as  20 
per  cent;  in  fact,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  once  said  that  the  land 
paid  9d.  income  tax,  when  personalty 
paid  only  7d.  As  against  the  benefit 
that  land  and  houses  may  obtain  from 
the  Death  Duties,  there  is,  therefore, 
the  punishment  they  receive  from  the 
Income  Tax.  Any  revision  of  the  system 
by  which  the  benefit  land  now  receives 
from  the  system  of  Death  Duties  was 
taken  away  must  be  accompanied  by 
an  alteration  of  the  incidence  of 
the  income  tax  upon  it.  In  point  of 
fact,  we  are  in  this  position — that  the 
alteration  of  Death  Duties  would  have 


to  be  considered  pari  passu  with  a  revi- 
sion of  the  income  tax,  the  Inhabited 
House  Duty,  and  £he  system  of  valuation 
all  over  the  country.  I  trust  it  will  not  be 
felt  that  I  am  shirking  my  duty  by  not 
undertaking  this  gigantic  task  in  the 
present  year,  already  so  heavily  mort- 
gaged for  other  work. 

I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  apolo- 
gize for  having  gone  into  topics  which, 
though  not  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  explaining  this  Budget  to 
the  Committee,  are  supremely  important 
for  the  consideration  of  questions  con- 
nected with  it.  But  if  in  the  present 
year  I  am  unable  to  deal  with  the  Death 
Duties  as  a  whole,  there  is  no  reason  why 
I  should  not  ask  hon.  Members  to  permit 
of  such  Amendments  as  will  tend  to  pre- 
vent several  evasions  of  the  duties  as 
they  now  stand.  I  trust  I  shall  have 
the  concurrence  and  sympathy  of  hon. 
Members  in  several  proposals  which  I 
have  to  submit  for  preventing  ingenious 
evasions  of  the  duties  imposed  when 
property  changes  hands  at  death.  The 
Committee  is  probably  aware  that 
death- bed  g^fts  are  caught  and 
taxed  by  what  is  called  the 
account  duty,  and  not  only  death-bed 
gifts,  but  gifts  or  voluntary  dispositions 
made  within  three  months  of  death.  I 
am  sorry  t6  say  that  the  experience  of 
Somerset  House  has  proved  that  the 
three  months  fixed  in  the  Act  is  insufficient 
to  protect  the  Bevenue,  and  I  propose  to 
extend  the  period  to  12.  If  the  Stat« 
expects  that  accumulations  are  to  pay 
tribute  to  the  State  when  transferred  in 
the  natural  course  of  events  from  one 
person  to  another,  I  think  there  will  be 
no  sympathy  with  devices  by  which  the 
State  loses  what  the  Legislature  in- 
tended it  to  gain.  But  there  is  another 
and  a  more  fruitful  form  of  evasion.  A 
father  makes  over  his  property  to  his  ton 
during  the  latter  portion  of  his  life, 
reserving  to  himself  an  annuity,  or 
making  a  condition  that  the  son  should 
pay  him  an  annuity  during  hi8^(the 
father's)  lifetime.  By  this  means  a 
large  amount  of  property  is  sometimes 

Eassed  over,  and  the  effect  is  that  the 
ulk  of  the  property  does  not  pay  suc- 
cession duty  at  all.  No  doubt  such  a 
step  involves  considerable  confidence  on 
the  part  of  the  father,  but  that  confidence 
appears  to  be  stimulated  by  the  larg^ 
saving  which  is  thereby  secured  to  the 
family    at  the  expense  of  the  State, 
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worts  themBelyes,  after  their  specific 
gravity  has  been  measured  by  the 
saccharometer.  The  skilled  brewers  on 
a  fi^eat  scale  are  entitled  to  the  advantage 
which  their  capital  and  skill  gi?e  them, 
but  they  are  not  entitled  to  have  that 
advantage  heightened  by  the  action  of 
the  Bevenue  laws.  This  inequality  will 
by  our  proposal  be  lemedied.  There 
were  two  courses  open  to  me.  I  might 
either  level  down  snd  reduce  the  pay- 
ment made  by  the  smaller  brewers,  or  I 
might  level  up  and  put  a  slightly 
higher  duty  upon  the  skilled  brewers. 
As  I  am  still  short  of  the  necessary 
revenue,  I  propose  to  level  up,  and  in 
this  manner  to  obtain  the  £300,000  re- 
quired to  balance  the  account.  The  ex- 
penditure, as  previously  given,  is 
£86,967,000,  or,  deducting  the  saving 
on  debt  charge,  £1,000,000,  it  is 
£85,967,000.  The  revenue,  as  pre- 
viously given,  is  £85,050,000.  Add  the 
£300,000  obtained  by  the  readjustment 
of  the  beer  duty  and  £800,000  obtained 
by  the  new  estate  duty,  and  we  get  a 
total  of  £86,150,000,  leaving  a  margin 
of  revenue  of  £183,000. 

I  have  now  finished  my  long  story 
as  regards  both  the  past  and  the 
present  year.  There  is  one  other 
topic  with  regard  to  which  I  am 
aware  that  there  is  much  public 
expectation,  which  the  Committee  will 
notice  I  have  not  thus  far  touched  upon 
in  my  speech — I  mean  the  question  of 
the  rehabilitation  of  the  gold  coinage — 
a  matter,  I  admit,  of  extreme  and  ur- 
gent importance.  It  must  not  be  in- 
ferred from  the  fact  that  my  Budget 
proposals  do  not  embody  a  plan  for 
dealing  with  light  gold  that  I  in  any 
degree  recede  from  the  position  which  I 
have  taken  up  with  regard  to  it,  or  from 
the  announcement  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  that  we  should  deal  with  it. 
But  to  my  mind  any  scheme  dealing 
with  light  gold  involves  matters  of  such 
complexity  that  it  must  be  embodied 
in  a  separate  measure.  It  would  be  a 
simple  matter  to  provide  for  the  restora- 
tion of  the  gold  coinage  to  its  full  weight 
if  it  were  legitimate  to  treat  that  sub- 
ject by  itself,  and  if  it  were  right  to 
throw  the  whole  burden  of  such  a  re- 
storation on  the  taxpayer.  But  I  am 
not  prepared  to  throw  this  burden  on 
the  taxpayer  without  some  compensa- 
tion. If  it  be  the  duty  of  the  State  to 
take  upon  itself  the  cost  of  maintaining 
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the  metallic  ourrenoj — and  I  am  ia- 
clined  to  admit  it — then  I  saj  that  db» 
State  is  entitled  to  inquire  whether  it  it 
in  receipt  of  its  fair  share  of  profits  from  Aft 
paper  currency.  The  two  questions  an 
Dound  up  together,  and  I  am  reluctant 
to  deal  with  that  branch  of  the  biui- 
ness  which  involves  expense  to  the  State 
without  touching  that  other  brandL 
where  we  may  hope  to  some  extent  to 
reimburse  ourselves.  But  if  I  am 
right  in  regarding  the  qjiestion  of 
the  currency  as  involving^  ooth  thsM 
considerations,  then  it  is  no  longer  a 
simple  matter  to  deal  with.  Merely  to 
restore  the  gold  coinage  is  simpls, 
though  expensive ;  but  to  propose,  sidt 
by  side  with  the  restoration  of  the  goli 
coinage,  important  changes  as  regardi 
some  of  the  conditions  and  forms  of 
fiduciary  issues,  is  a  delicate  and  intri- 
cate task.  I  hope  shortly  to  lay  propo- 
sals before  the  House;  but  I  am  not 
prepared  to  complicate  my  Budget  with 
these  proposals,  which  are  sufficiently 
important  to  form  the  subjectof  a  separate 
measure,  and  here  it  is  right  that  I  should 
add  one  word  of  caution.  I  see  it  is  ex- 
pected that  I  may  cheapen  money  and 
set  free  a  considerable  amount  of  gold 
by  the  proposals  which  I  am  ezpectM  to 
make.  I  wish  to  state  in  the  most  em- 
phatic manner  that  whatever  scheme  I 
may  bring  forward  I  should  be  most  reluc- 
tant to  weaken  the  reserve  of  gold  whioh 
exists  in  this  country  to  any  appreciable 
extent.  I  do  not  say  that  tne  lines 
drawn  by  Sir  Hobert  Peel  are  absolutely 
immutable ;  I  do  not  say  that  their  may 
not  be  a  certain  economy  of  ffold ;  but, 
anxious  as  I  naturally  should  be  to  in- 
crease the  profit  of  the  State  by  the  ut- 
most economy  of  gold  which  prudence 
permits,  prudence  in  such  a  measure 
seems  to  me  bound  to  play  a  primary 
part,  and  to  forbid  the  temptation  to  add 
Largely  to  our  available  resources  by  the 
issue  of  paper  unrepresented  by  gold. 
And  now,  I  have  come  to  the  end  of  my 
long  story ;  but  before  I  sit  down,  I  would 
wish  to  be  permitted  to  present  to  the 
Committee  in  the  fewest  possible  words 
the  broad  results  of  the  several 
Budgets  which  I  have  had  the 
honour  to  introduce.  I  have  been 
charged  with  proposing  "finicking" 
measures,  with  a  want  of  breadth  in  my 
finance,  with  harassing  various  interests 
by  the  imposition  of  some  small 
new     taxes.      But    let    me     recapitn- 
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late  the  main  features  of  the  last 
three  Budgets.  Allow  me  to  present  a 
balance-sheet  of  mj  deeds  and  misdeeds, 
assuming  that  the  House  is  pleased 
to  assent  to  the  measures  which  I  have 
proposed  to-night.  I  will  take  my 
misdeeds  6rst.  I  have  diminished  the 
Sinking  Fund  by  a  million  and  a-half — 
originally  by  two  millions,  but  I  replace 
half  a  million.  I  have  increased  the 
Death  duties  on  fortunes  above 
ten  thousand  pounds  by  I  per  cent. 
I  have  added  to  the  succession 
duty  the  equivalent  of  what  re- 
mains of  the  Probate  duty  as  an 
Imperial  tax.  I  have  imposed  a  duty  of 
some  £150,000  on  sparkling  wines.  I 
have  put  £300,000  on  beer.  I  have 
increased  the  Stamp  duties  by  about 
£500,000.  I  have  caught  in  the  net  of 
Transfer  duties  some  foreign  securities 
which  before  were  exempt.  These  are 
my  misdeeds.  On  the  other  hand  I  have 
reduced  the  Tobacco  duty  by  £600,000. 
I  have  reduced  the  income  tax  by 
£4,000,000.  I  have  given  £2,500,000  in 
relief  of  local  taxation.  I  have  provided 
£2,000,000  extra  for  national  defence.  I 
have  converted  upwards  of  £500,000,000 
of  Consols,  securing  an  annual  savins 
in  interest  of  £1,400,000  at  once,  and 
£2,800,000  by-and-bye;  andl  have  been 
able  to  pay  off  more  Debt  during  my  two 
financial  years  than  has  ever  been  paid 
off  before  in  the  same  time,  save  on  one 
occasion.  Surely,  the  scale  of  these 
operations  is  no  petty  scale.  I  have 
been  favoured  by  fortune  in  some  re- 
spects. I  claim  no  exclusive  merit  for 
what  I  have  been  able  to  perform,  but 
whatever  may  be  said  of  *my  steward- 
ship, I  do  not  think  the  charge  can 
fairly  be  brought  against  me  that 
I  have  not  dealt  in  a  broad  spirit 
with  the  national  finances,  or  that, 
in  the  two  years  during  which  it  has 
been  my  fortune  to  preside  at  the  EIx- 
chequer,  I  have  not  carried  out  some 
measures  which  will  redound  to  the 
lasting  benefit  of  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That,  towards  raising  the  S apply  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  the  duties  of  Customs  now 
chargeable  on  tea  shall  continue  to  be  levied 
and  charged  on  and  after  the  1st  day  of 
August,  1889,  until  the  1st  day  of  August, 
1890,  on  the  importation  thereof  into  Great 
Britain  or  Ireland  (that  is  to  say) :  on  tea  six- 
pence per  pound." 


*Mr.  OHILDERS    (Edinburgh,  S.) : 
The  Committee  will  gladly  recognize  the 
clearness  which  has   distinguished  my 
right   hon.    Friend's   statement.      Fol- 
lowing the  course  usually  adopted  on 
these  occasions  by  those    who    sit  on 
this  Bench,  I  will  abstain  from  further 
oritioism  than   is   involved   in  puttinsp 
some  questions  as  to  details.     I  could 
have    wished    my    right    hon.    Friend 
had  said  a  little  more  about  the  light 
gold  question  ;  but  I  am  rejoiced  to  hear 
the  taxpayer  is  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
make  good  the  large  prospective  charge 
which  has  now  accumulated  if  our  ^d 
currency  is  to  be  permanently  rehabili- 
tated.    What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  as  to  the  source  from  whence 
this  change   is  to  be  met  is  probably 
satisfactory  far  as  it  goes.     But  when 
he   speaks    of   dealing  with    fiduciary 
issues,  by  which  I  presume   he  really 
means  paper  money,  what  he  is  to  pro- 
pose may  be  something  very  small  or 
something  very  considerable ;  and  it  will 
be  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  oon- 
sider  whether  he  cannot  a  little  further 
take  the    House  into    his    confidence. 
In  the  early  part  of  his  speech    my 
right  hon.  Friend  said  that  he  received 
last  year  an  additional  sum  from  cur- 
rants, because  the  French  Government 
had   taken    steps    for  restraining    the 
import  of  GreeK  currants  into  France. 
May  we  not,  I  would  ask,  expect  pre- 
cisely the  converse    of  that  result  to 
follow  firom  the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  restrain    the  import  of 
French  and  other  sugar  into  this  country, 
and    will   not  this  country  suffer  dis- 
advantage from  that  proposal?     Then 
as  to  the  Death  duties.     I  need  not  ffo 
back  to  the  debates  of  1885  on  that  sub- 
ject,   or    discuss    to    what  extent   the 
fortunes  of  the  two  political  parties  were 
affected  by  what  took    place  on    that 
matter,    fiat  my  right  Ln.  Friend  is 
now  proposing  a  new  duty,  to  which  may 
be  given  the  name  of  an  Estate  duty. 
This  fresh  Death  duty  is  to  be  levied 
equally     on     all     estates,      real     or 
personal,  which   are  worth   more  than 
£10,000.    The  introduction  of  such  a 
proposal  sounds  the  knell  of  Differential 
Death  duties ;    because,  if  we  add  to 
the  Death  duties  a  tax  which  for  the 
first  time    absolutely  falls  equally  on 
real  and  personal  property,  it  will  be 
impossible  in  future  to    maintain  the 
Differential  duties  in  other  respects  on 
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those  two  classes  of  property.    Without 
expressing  any  opinion  on  the  details  of 
the  plan — of  which   we  cannot  judge 
without  seeing  the  Bill — I  am  bound  to 
flay  that  the  admission  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  made  is  worth  five  or 
fliz  years  of  debate  on  this  subject ;  and, 
so  far,  we  have  gained  what  we  fought 
80  hard  for  in  the  time  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment.    Of  course,  there   are  some 
omissions  from  the  Budget  which  we  all 
deplore.     I  am  under  the  impression — 
although  it   may  be  wrong — that   my 
right  hon.  Friend    distinctly  promised 
that  he  would  this  year  remit  the  Silver 
duty.     [^The  Chancel  or  of  the  J-xchequer 
indicated  dissent,']     At  all  events,  I  am 
sorry  that  when  there  is  an  opportunity, 
as  there  is  now,  of  settling  the  question 
of  the  drawback  without  any  excessive 
charge  on  the  present  year,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  could  not  find  it  in  his  heart 
to  put  an  end  to  that  most  objectionable 
duty  which  produces  a  very  small  sum, 
and  is  not  only  disadvantageous  to  this 
country,    but    also    to    India,     where 
great    disappointment   will   be   caused 
by    its    retention.     With    regard    to 
the    Beer      duty,    I    hope     that    the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  con- 
vinced the  brewers  that  they  are  wrong 
as  to  their  objections,  both  to  the  original 
plan  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
and  even  to  the  concession   which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  made  before  his  Bill 
passed  through  Parliament.     That  part 
of  the   Budget  will,   I   hope,    receive 
unanimous  support  from  this  side  of  the 
House.     I  am    sorry  to  find  that  my 
rieht  hon.  Friend  adheres  to  his  plan 
relating  to  the  Sparkling  Wine   duty. 
Of  course,  in  a  year  of  deficit  there  may 
be    a    difficulty    in    dealing    with  the 
matter ;  but  I  am  afraid  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  find  that  there  is,  on  the 
part  of  the  trade,  an  undiminished  objec- 
tion to  th«  present  arrangement.      In 
conclusion,  I  desire  to  know  how  soon  the 
necessary  Bill  will  be  put  down  for  a 
Second  Keading.     I  presume  that  to- 
night the  Tea  duty  and  the  Income  tax 
resolutions  will  be  proposed  ;  and  that 
beyond  that  we  shall  not  go  on  this 
occasion.     When  the  country  has  had 
full  notice  of  the  proposals  of  my  right 
hon.    Friend,    which,    although     com- 
plicated,  have    been    very    fairly  and 
clearly  stated,  the  House  will  be  able  to 
enter  upon  their  due  discussion. 

Mr.  Childeri 


♦Sib  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sasrox,  NorBi 
West) :  I  must  most  sincerelj  oonmta- 
late  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  the  dear  and 
able  statement  he  has  made;    and  I 
believe  the  Oommittee  and  the  oooniry 
will  admit  that  the  right  hon.Qentleman 
has  not  dealt  with  finance  in  a  niggardly 
spirit,    and  that  he  has  done  some  great 
tnings,  which  will  redound  to  his  credit 
as  a  financier.     With  regard  to  his  pro- 
posals as  to  the  Death  duties,  I  do  not 
think    that  they   will    be   particularly 
popular  in  the  country,   because    my 
right  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  spoken 
hit  the  right  nail  on  the  head  when  he 
said  they  might  lead  to  an  equality  of 
taxation  in  respect  to  Death  duties  with- 
out reference  to  the  degree  of  relation- 
ship which  individuals  might  bear  to- 
wards the  testator.    That  I  do  not  think 
would  be  a  wise  course,  nor  do  I  think 
it  would  commend  itself  to  the  public 
generally,     who    would    consider   that 
affinity  ought  to  be  regarded,  and  that 
the  tax  ought  to  bear  a  proportion  to 
the  relationship  in  which  thosei  to  whom 
he  leaves  his  money  stand  to  the  tes- 
tator.    I  wish  to  obtain  some  informa- 
tion in  regard  to  local  taxation.     Last 
year     my     right    hon.     Friend    {Mi, 
GoBchen)    said     he    had    arriyed    at 
the  conclusion  that  personal  proper^ 
ought  to  pay  a  fair  share  of  local  taxa- 
tion as  against  real  property,  and  he  gaTO 
us  half  the  Probate  duty.    I  have  neyer 
been  able  to  see  the  great  difference  be- 
tween a  subvention  and  a  definite  tax, 
excepting  that  from  the  latter  a  benefit 
or  a  loss  may  result,  while  by  the  former 
a    clear    and    definite    sum    may   be 
reckoned  upon.     The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  stated  as  clearly  as  possible 
that  there  was  to    be   £5,500,000   in 
relief  of  local  taxation,  as  against  tlie 
£2,500,000  previously  provided.    Has 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  in  his  Budget, 
made  up  that  £840,000  which  he  failed 
to  provide  last  year,  owing  to  the  with- 
drawal of  the  horse,  van,   and  wheel 
tax  ?    He  has  pledged  himself  that  tibie 
withdrawal  of  these  proposals  should 
not  make  any  differense  to  the  addi- 
tional £3,000,000  promised  in   aid  of 
local  taxation.    The  Local  Government 
Bill  brought  in  by  my  right  hon«  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gk>yemment 
Board  (Mr.    Ritchie)  was  not  a    Teiy 

Eopular  proposal,  but  as  an  Act  it  has 
een  accepted,  and  all  have  endeavoored 
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to  make  it  work  suooesfifully ;  but  now 
it  is  expected  that  the  promised  relief 
will  be  giyen.  The  proposed  van  and 
wheel  tax  was  a  reasonable  tax,  and  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Elxoheqaer  had 
had  the  coarage  to  persist  with  it, 
withoat  making  any  exemptions,  he 
would  have  been  suocessnil ;  for  he 
would  have  received  the  support  not  only 
of  all  those  who  do  not  own  carts  and 
horses,  but  who  have  to  contribute  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  roads,  but 
of,  as  I  believe,  a  majority  of  those 
who  do  not  own  carts.  Nothing 
more  than  the  subvention  due  up  to 
September  of  last  year  has  been  re- 
ceived, though  there  was  another  half- 
year's  subvention  due  up  to  April  1.  It 
was  understood  that  the  subvention  was 
to  continue  till  the  1st  of  April,  and 
that  the  new  taxation  was  to  take  effect 
from  that  date.  Will  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
say  whether  any  loss,  and  if  so 
what  loss,  will  be  sustained  by 
this  arrangement?  There  is  one 
other  question  I  should  like  to  touch 
upon.  The  payment  for  the  compulsory 
slaughtering  of  diseased  cattle  falls 
entirely  upon  the  districts  into  which 
the  cattle  are  introduced,  although  the 
local  authorities  may  have  done  all  they 
can  to  obviate  the  introduction  of 
diseased  cattle.  I  think  that  in  such 
cases  some  compensation  should  be 
afforded  from  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
I  will  not  go  any  further  into  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  Budget,  which,  on  the 
whole,  is  a  fair  and  reasonable  one. 
*Mb.  8.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar) :  I  desire  to  follow  the  example 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Childers), 
and  not  do  more  on  the  present  occasion 
than  ask  a  few  questions.  One  of  the 
most  remarkable  features  of  the  Budget 
is  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposes  to  reduce  the  annual  pay- 
ment devoted  to  the  National  Debt  to 
the  lowest  point  reached  during  this 
century — namely,  to  25  millions.  I 
understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  to  use  £1,000,000  of  in- 
terest which  has  been  saved  on  the  con- 
cession of  the  Debt,  and  which,  under  the 
arrangement  of  1876,  ought  to  remain 
within  the  Sinking  Fund  to  meet  the 
present  deficit.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  proposes  to  devote  the  further 
saving  of  £500,000  (which,  by  the  way, 


will  not  be  available  till  next  year), 
towards  the  Sinking  Fund.  How  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose  to 
g^ve  effect  to  and  guarantee  this  plan, 
because  this  was  the  second  time  in  three 
years  that  he  has  robbed  the  Sinking 
Fund? 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  beg  my  hon. 
Friend's  pardon.  I  do  not  rob  the  Sink- 
ing Fund.  The  diminution  of  interest 
leaves  it  precisely  at  the  same  amount  as 
before. 
*Mb.  BUXTON:  The  right  -o-. 
Gentleman  will  admit  that  in  1887  <  > 
robbed — using  the  word  without  offei.  •  i 
— the  Sinking  Fund  of  two  millions  - 
year ;  and  now  instead  of  allowing  this 
£1,000,000  to  remain  within  the  Sink- 
ing Fund,  he  proposes  to  take  it  out  and 
apply  it  to  certain  other  purposes.  This 
to  my  mind  is  again  to  rob  it.  When  the 
Sinking  Fund  was  instituted  by  Sir  S» 
Northcote  in  1876  its  object  was  that 
instead  of  applying  varying  annual 
sums  to  the  interest  and  redemption  of 
the  Debt,  a  fixed  sum  should  be  taken 
every  year  for  the  purpose,  and  that  any 
saving  effected  within  that  amount  should 
go  to  the  further  redemption  of  the 
Debt.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
surely  allow  that  his  proposition  is  an 
invasion  of  the  principle  on  which  the 
Sinking  Fund  was  instituted ;  and  I 
should  like  some  guarantee  that  the 
£500,000  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  to  restore  to  the  Fund 
next  year  vrill  actually  be  so  restored. 
Passing  from  the  question  of  the  treat- 
ment of  the  Debt ;  the  greater  part  of 
the  Budget  will  probably  meet  with 
approval  from  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House,  because  to  a  large  extent 
it  is  the  Budget  of  1885,  on  which  the 
Liberal  Government  were  defeated — 
for  it  increases  the  Death  duties  and  the 
duty  on  beer.  The  increase  of  the  Beer 
duties  is  advantageous ;  and  all  sides 
agree  that  if  the  Death  duties  can  be 
further  raised  it  would  be  well  to  take 
that  course.  In  this  process  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  about  to  institute  a 
system  of  graduated  taxation  in  regard 
to  the  Death  duties,  for  he  taxes  addi- 
tionally only  estates  of  £10,000  and  over. 
He  is  thus,  in  another  direction  extend- 
ing the  system  of  graduated  taxation 
carried  far  by  Sir  S.  Northcote  in  regard 
to  the  income  tax.  I,  for  one,  wish 
him  all  success  in  the  attempt.  We 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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on  the  very  interesting  financial 
statement  he  has  laid  before  the  House 
and  on  the  very  satisfactory  progress 
which  he  has  been  able  to  point 
to  in  respect  of  the  general,  financial, 
and  trade  prospects  of  the  country.  I 
think,  however,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  hardly  sanguine  enough 
in  taking  the  Bevenue  at  such  a  low 
figure,  though  that  was  a  fault  on  the 
right  side. 

♦Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) : 
There  are  two  points  which  I  wish  to 
place  before  the  Committee  for  their 
consideration — ^the  question  of  the  Debt 
and  the  question  of  how  the  Budget  will 
affect  the  different  classes  of  the 
community.  It  is  gratifying  to  know 
that  we  have  during  the  last  two  years 
been  enabled  to  pay  off  so  large  a  sum 
of  our  Debt.  While  this  has  been 
accomplished,  howeyer,  we  have  on  the 
other  hand,  been  very  largely  increasing 
the  local  debt  of  the  country.  During 
the  last  15  years  we  have  paid  off  sume- 
thing  like  £67,000,000  of  our  Imperial 
Debt,  and  if  that  stood  alone  it  would  be 
a  satisfactory  condition  of  affairs;  but 
we  have  increased  our  local  debt  during 
the  same  period  by  £100,000,000.  We 
are  now  paying,  in  spite  of  our  increased 
wealth,  larger  population  and  national 
income,  a  proportionately  very  much 
smaller  sum  towards  the  extinction  of 
the  National  Debt  than  we  were  paying 
15  or  20  years  ago.  I  think  it  is  a  pity 
that  we  did  not  get  rid  more  rapidly  of 
this  incubus,  especially  when  it  is  borne 
in  mind  that  we  are  about  the  lowest 
taxed  nation  in  Europe.  Considering  the 

feat  increase  in  our  wealth  of  late  years, 
think  it  is  desirable,  looking  to  the 
future,  with  its  emergencies  and  contin- 
gencies, to  emulate  in  some  degree  the 
speed  of  the  Americans  in  getting  rid  of 
such  a  burden.  But  there  is  another 
matter  I  wish  to  refer  to,  and  that  is 
how  this  Budget  is  going  to  influence 
the  great  mass  of  the  people. 
It  seems  to  me  this  question  has  hardly 
been  considered  enough  in  connection 
with  the  Budget,  whether  everybody 
pays  the  proportionate  share  that  may 
be  fairly  claimed,  or  whether  we  have 
a  system  of  taxation  which  falls  harder 
upon  one  class  than  upon  another.  The 
taxation  of  the  country  seems  to  me, 
under  the  Budget  we  have  just  heard 
explained,  to  amount  to  something  like 
£73,000,000— that  istosay,  theOustomgi 
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Excise,  land  tax,  inoome   tax.    Stamp 
Duly,  and  Probate  duty,    arnoont   to 
something   like    that,  leaving  oat,   of 
course,   such  matters  as  Post  Office  re- 
venue and  such  matters  as   may  not 
properly  be  considered  taxes,  bat  an 
the  result  of  certain  busineeses  caraad 
on  by  the  country.    Now,  the  iudireot 
taxes  are,  of  course,  paid  by  all  olaaaea 
of  the  community,   while  other  tazea^ 
such  as  the  Stamp  duty  and  the  inoome 
tax   are    paid    by  the  richer    dasaee. 
What  I  want  to  inquire  is,  how  doee  the 
burden  of  Imperial  taxation  really  affect 
the  poorer  classes,  and  especially  the 
poorest  of  the  poor  ?   Do  they  oontribato 
fairly  towards  the  amount,  and  does  the 
present  Budget  really  relieve  or  wgra- 
vate  the  hardships  of  the  poor  ?    There 
is  some  idea  that  the  poorest  of  the 
working  classes  do  not  contribute  their 
fair  share  to  the  Imperial   Exoheqaer 
and   if   that  is  so  I  think  we  should 
know     it;      we     should     understand 
whether    it    is   so,    and     what    seems 
to     me    a    very    reasonable     way    of 
inquiring  into  the  matter  is  to  ascertain 
distinctly  what  the  national  income  isi 
and    what    the   National   Revenue   i% 
and  then  what  the  income  tax  would 
be  if  everyone  paid  in  proportion  to  hia 
earnings.      Those    who    have    studied 
the  history  of  the  national  income  vaxr 
in  the  amounts  they  arrive  at,  but  au 
put  it  down  at  something  like  1,200  or 
1,300    millions    sterling.     Mr.    Qiffen 
and    the   late    Professor   Leoni    Levi, 
with  others,  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
1,250  millions    sterling    is    about    the 
National    Income.     Now,  if  we    take 
the  gross  income  of  the  country,  and  the 
gross  amount  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer requires  for  his   Eevenue  we 
should    find    that   if   everybody    paid 
exactly  according    to  his  earnings,  ao 
much  in  the  pound,  all  would  have  to 
ay  is.   2d.  in  the  pound  all  round* 
ow,  the  question  I  want  answered  is 
whether,  under  the  Budget,  the  poorer 
people  pay  more  or  less  than  this.  There 
is  no  question  of  Parly  politics  involved, 
but  it  is  a  matter  of  enormous  import- 
ance, and  those  who  have  worked  among 
the    poorer    classes    and    know    their 
difficulties  and  trials  have  a  right  to 
know  whether  their  payments  to  Im- 
perial taxation  are  more  or  less  than 
this  proportion.   It  has  always  been  held 
that  those  whoearn  very  small  wages 
should  not  pay  quite  as  much  in  the  &  as 
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richer  men.  I  think  that  is  a  system  of 
finance  that  has  been  established  over 
and  over  ag^ain,  and  it  has  been  estab- 
lished again  in  the  Budget  of  to-day  in 
regard  to  the  Death  duties,  and  in  regard 
to  the  income  tax  it  is  acknowledged, 
smaller  incomes  being  allowed  a  rebate 
up  to  £400  a  year.  Now,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  taking  the  outside  earnings  of 
the  poorer  classes,  do  they  contribute 
more  or  less  than  this  normal  amount 
of  taxation  I  have  mentioned?  It  is 
a  question  of  very  great  import- 
ance that  we  have  to  face  fairly. 
I  have  gone  into  the  question,  and  I 
cannot  help  thinking  from  the  statis- 
tical investigation  I  have  made  that  the 
classes  who  pay  most  taxation  in  pro- 
portion to  their  incomes  are  the  poorer  of 
the  working  classes,  and  the  poorest  of 
the  richer  classes  who  just  come  within 
the  income  tax.  If  that  is  so,  then  our 
fiscal  system  is  not  quite  as  it  should  be. 
Of  course  it  is  obvious  that  those  who 
«arn  very  small  wages  from  £20  to  £40 
a  year  would,  if  they  paid  in  equal  pro- 

fortion  to  richer  classes,  have  a  heavier 
urden,  because  the  necessities  of  life 
are  the  same  on  both  sides.  It  is  true 
that  the  very  poor  who  drink  no 
alcoholic  liquor  and  smoke  no  tobacco 
and  consume  no  tea  or  dried  fruits,  Ac, 
pay  very  little  to  the  Exchequer ;  but 
what  I  want  to  find  out  is  not  what  a 
small  number  of  people  might  pay,  but 
what  they  do,  with  their  known  habits, 

fay  on  the  various  items  of  consuznption. 
am  sorry  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  run  away  for  the  moment,  for 
1  am  sure,  though  my  inquiries  may 
seem  microscopic,  they  are  very  impor- 
tant as  bearine  on  the  proportion  of 
taxation  borne  by  the  working  classes. 
For  iostanoe,  take  the  case  of  a  family 
earning  15e.  a  week,  or  £39  a  year, 
that  family,  under  the  present  Budget, 
would  contribute  £2  19s.  6d.  in  taxa- 
tion, and  this  amount,  we  may  suppose, 
made  up  in  the  following  manner :  say 
8oz.  of  dried  fruits  (figs,  raisins,  Ac.) 
'each  week,  that  would  be  equal  to  a 
duty  of  Is.  9d.  in  the  year;  802.  tea 
per  week  equals  13s. ;  loz.  tobacco, 
10s.  6d. ;  a  moderate  amount  of  beer 
each  day,  say  half-pint  at  dinner  and 
again  at  supper,  duty  20s.;  a  slass 
of  spirits  each  week,  for  mediciu  or 
other  purposes,  duty  10s.  4d. ;  and,  say, 
the  proportion  of  rent  that  goes  to  pay 
the  land  tax,  Id.  per  week,  or  4s.  4a.  a 


year.    I  think  I  am  right  in  saying  that 
there    are   hundreds  of  thousands   of 
families  who  pay,  at  least,  this  amount 
in  consuming  taxable    articles.      The 
relief  that  brewing  licences  may  be  said 
to  afford  may  be  left  out  of  view,  for 
the  number  is  very  small— only  7,000 
for  the  whole  country.     What  I  want  to 
press  home  is  this,  that  this  abstemious 
yet  typical  family  pays  £2  198.  5d.  to 
the  Kevenue  Returns.    If  it  paid  what  I 
may  call  the  normal  rate  of  income  tax 
above  described — the   rate  of  14d.  in 
the  £ — the  amount  contributed  to  taxa- 
tion   would    be    £2    7s.      Thus  these 
families    pay    12s.    5d.  more  than    if' 
income  tax  were  the  basis  of  the  whole 
taxation,  and  everybody  paid  an  equal 
proportion,    by    25    per    cent.      Take 
another  illustration  :  Suppose  a  widow 
and  children  earning  £20  a  year ;  their 
contribution  to  the  normal  income  tax 
would  be  £1   3s.  4d.,  but,  taking  the 
fair  estimate  that  they  pay  in  indirect 
taxal!ion  on  dried  fruits.   Is.  9d.  in  the 
course  of  the  year ;  on  tea,  14s. ;  on  beer, 
9s. ;  and  in  land  tax  in  the  form  of  rent, 
2s.  Id. ;  or  in  all,   £1    6s.    lOd.     So  I 
ii^ight  go  on    through   various    small 
incomes,  and  although  it  may  be  said 
that  the  amounts  might  be  considerably 
reduced  by  the  non-consumption  of  beer 
and  tobacco,yet  we  know  it  is  the  habit  of 
Englishmen  to  drink  beer.    Further,  in 
the  proportion  I  have  estimated  it  cannot 
be  called  a  vicious  habit,  and  as  a  matter 
of  fact  if  my  figures  are  right,  and  I  do 
not  see  how  they  can  be  shown  to  be 
wrong,  the  poorer  class  does  pay  a  much 
larger  amount  than  they  would  pay  pro 
rata  if  everyone  paid  according  to  earn- 
ings.    It  follows,  if  this  is  so,  that  the 
richer  classes  pay  proportionately  less.  If 
this  be  so  then  a  case  is  made  out  for  the 
re-adjustment  of  Imperial  taxation.     It 
is  true  that  the  better- to-do  classes,  those 
with  incomes  of  from  £2  to  £4  a  week, 
and  with  abstemious  habits,living  chiefly 
in  the  way  I  have  described,   do  not 
pay  so  large  an  amount  as  if  an  equal 
income  tax  were  enforced.     I  am  quite 
aware  that  Ohancellorsof  the  Exchequers 
have  done   something  to  amend    this 
state  of  things,  and  looking  back  over 
15  years  we  find  a  spirit  to  amend  these 
anomalies  has  been  abroad.   When  we 
compare  the  proportion  of  Customs  and 
Excise  duties  to  population  then  and 
now  I  find  that  not  only  have  Customs 
and  Excise  duties  been  reduced  some 
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two  millionB  since  1876,  but  stamps  and 
property  taxes  hare  been  inereased  from 
14  to  27  millions,  that  while  on  Customs 
and  Excise  there  has  been  a  reduction 
from  £l  10s.  2d.  to  £1  58.  8d.,  the  in- 
crease on  stamps  and  property  has  been 
from  £1  15s.  5d.  to  £2  IBs.  6d.  per  head, 
while  at  the  same  time  there  have  been 
reductions  on  sugar  and  other  transfers 
in  the  form  of  taxation.  At  the  same  time 
I  think  it  is  clear  that  an  unfair  pressure 
is  placed  upon  the  poorest  and  upon  those 
at  the  bottom  of  the  richer  classes  who  just 
come  within  the  imposition  of  the  income 
tax  and  ^ho  pay  an  equal  amount  to  the 
Oustoms  duties  with  those  just  below 
them.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind, 
too,  that  the  poorer  classes  have 
to  pay  the  Customs  duties  to  the  utter- 
most farthing,  for  there  is  no  smuggling 
now,  and  no  possible  means  of  evading 
the  impost,  whereas  it  is  notorious^ — and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
told  us  as  much  to-night — that  the 
richer  classes  do  manage  to  evade  a  gbod 
many  of  the  taxes  imposed  upon  pro- 
perty. There  is  another  branch  of  the 
subject  closely  allied  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  whole,  in  this  fact,  that  of 
the  1,250  millions  of  which  the  national 
income  consists,  400  millions  are  due  to 
the  revenue  from  past  savings,  and  this 
constitutes  an  important  part  of  the 
wealth  of  the  country.  It  is  obvious 
that  to  tax  at  the  same  rate  incomes 
from  past  savings  and  absolute  earnings 
is  an  anomaly.  If  accumulated  wealth 
paid  its  full  quota  in  proportion  to  that 

Eaid  by  the  artizan  class,  there  would 
e  a  relief  to  the  taxation  on  earnings, 
and  I  cannot  see  myself  that  there 
would  be  any  extreme  hardship.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  congratu- 
lates himself  every  year  that  the 
revenue  from  income  tax  is  increasing, 
but  he  must  bear  in  mind  there  is 
another  phase  to  this,  because  it  indi- 
cates that  more  and  more  is  drawn  from 
the  class  at  the  bottom  of  those  who  pay 
the  tax.  It  is  obvious  that  the  increase 
does  not  come  from  the  richer  classes, 
because  during  the  last  few  years  the 
extremely  rich  classes  have  diminished, 
and  larger  incomes  have  certainly  not 
been  made.  A  great  deal  of  it  certainly 
comes  from  those  just  brought  within 
the  tax.  That  is  to  say,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  his  officials — very 

Eroperly,    no    doubt,    but,    still,    very 
.ardly---do  manage  to  get  into  their  net 
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a  larger  number  of  those  upon  whoia 
Uie  pinch  of  taxation  is  felt  moBt 
aoute^.  But  I  do  not  wish  to  dwell  on. 
this  at  any  length,  and  perhaps  this  is- 
hardly  the  proper  occasion  to  do  so«> 
Our  opportunities,  however,  are  rare^ 
and  the  incidences  of  Imperial  taxation 
are  so  important  that  we  are  bound  to- 
consider  it,  having  in  view  the  fact  that 
it  is  extremely  probable  that  the  burdens- 
of  local  taxation  are  likely  to  increase.  I 
think  I  have  made  out  my  case  that- 
smaller  incomes  of  10s.  or  208.  a  week 
pay  a  larger  amount  per  £  earned  ta 
Imperial  taxation  than  larger  inoomeSy 
and  I  think  I  have  indicated  anomalies^ 
that  seem  to  require  a  revision  of  our 
whole  fiscal  system. 

*Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central):  I  will  not  follow  the  hon^ 
Member  into  a  discussion  which,  how- 
ever interesting,  is  scarcely,  I  thinks 
appropriate  to  the  ordinary  Budget  for 
the  year.  I  desire  to  say  a  few  word» 
on  the  proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  Assuming  that  it  is. 
necessary  to  raise  taxation  by  the« 
amount  he  has  mentioned,  I  have  no- 
objection  to  his  two  main  proposals  ta 
raise  £800,000  from  a  revision  of  th» 
Death  Duties  and  an  additional  sum — 
£250,000 — from  modifications  in  the 
Beer  duty.  With  regard  to  tha 
Death  duties,  however,  I  am  sorrj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
gone  somewhat  further,  and  has  not 
taken  the  opportunity  of  doing  some- 
thing to  rectify  the  very  great,  th» 
serious,  the  most  unjust  anomaly^ 
that  exists  in  the  treatment  of  lease- 
hold as  compared  with  freeholcL 
property.  The  more  it  is  looked  into- 
the  more  unjust  does  it  appear  ta 
owners  of  leasehold  propevty.  X 
made  a  comparison  some  httle  time 
ago  as  to  the  taxation  imposecL 
on  leasehold  property  as  compared 
with  ground  rents,  and  assuming  that 
two  men  have  interests  in  either  pro- 
perty to  the  same  amount,  and  botb. 
die,  the  successor  to  the  leaseholds 
property  would  have  to  pay  Probate- 
duty  and  Succession  duty,  but  in  the 
other  case  Succession  duty  only  would, 
be  paid.  Even  after  the  changes  mad» 
last  year  leasehold  property  has  to  pay 
14  or  15  times  more  in  the  shape  oZ 
Death  duties  than  the  owner  of  free- 
hold house  property  does.  I  say  in  any 
alteration  of    the    Death    duties 
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anomaly  ahould  be  rectified.  But  what 
I  want  partioolarlj  to  call  attention  to  is 
the  real  increase  of  military  expenditure 
included  in  the  Budget.  This  is  practically 
the  only  opportuni^  we  have  for  review- 
ing that  expenditure  as  a  whole.  I 
do  not  propose  to  occupy  much  time, 
but  briefly  I  will  state  the  figures 
showing  the  "increase  and  how  far  it  is 
included  in  the  Budget.  If  I  understand 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rightly, 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates  are 
increased  together  by  £1,200,000,  and 
there  is  a  further  item  of  £1,450,000 
taken  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  for 
the  Naval  Defence  proposal,  a  total  of 
£2,650,000  provided  for  in  the  Budget. 
But  there  is  a  further  increase  not 
provided  for  in  the  Budget.  Under  the 
Naval  Defence  Bill  of  the  10  millions 
to  be  expended  in  building  something 
like  50  vessels  other  than  for  which 
provision  is  made  in  the  Estimates,  the 
amount  to  be  expended  in  the  year 
being  £2,800,000. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Not  extra  ? 

♦Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVEE  :  Including 
the  £1,400,000.  That  is  to  say  under 
the  Naval  Defence  proposals  out  of 
£10,000,000,  the  sum  over  and  above 
the  Normal  Estimates  and  spread  over 
a  period  of  seven  years,  the  actual 
amount  to  be  expenaed  in  the  year  is 
£2,800,000. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  explain  how  he  arrives  at 
that  result. 

♦Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  From  the 
details  laid  before  the  House. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  There  is  no  such 
figure  as  £2,800,000.  That  is  the  ordin- 
ary Estimates,  but  no  one  can  say  what 
the  amount  will  be ;  it  will  depend  on 
how  soon  the  contracts  are  put  out. 

♦Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  There  is  a 
Return  before  the  House  showing  how 
much  of  this  amount  of  £10,000,000  is 
to  be  expended  in  each  year  over  and 
above  the  ordinary  Estimates  of  the 
year,  and  as  I  understand  it,  £2,800,000 
will  be  spent  in  the  coming  year, 
£4,100,000  in  the  next  year,  £2,200,000 
in  the  next,  £750,000  in  the  next,  and 
the  remainder  in  the  fifth  year. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  me  figures ;  it  is  rather 
difficult  to  follow  him  ? 

♦Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  am 
certain  I  am  right,  but  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  will  get  the  Return 


from  which  I  am  quoting.    Assuming 
that     my    figures     are     right,     that 
£1,450,000  is  taken  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  in  the  year,   there    is   a 
further  sum  of  £1,850,000  which  will  be 
spread  over  10  years  under  the  National 
Defence  Act.    Then  there  is  a  further 
sum  which  will  be  expended  under  the 
Act  of  last  year  for  the  provision  of 
ships  of|the  Australian  Squadron,  no  less 
than  £600,000  having  to  be  expended 
in  the  year,  the  proportion  of  the  pay- 
ment to  be  spread  over  12  years.    But  I 
have  not  yet  got  to  the  end  of  the  actual 
Military  expenditure  of  the  year,  be- 
cause, under  the  Act  of  last  year,  pro- 
vision must  be  made  for  the  fortification 
of  ports  and  coaling  stations,  to  the 
extent  of  £3,500,000 ;  and  I  believe  I 
am  right  in  saying  that  something  like 
£1,000,000    will   be  spent  within   the 
vear,  although  the  money  will  be  raised, 
by  loan,  and  spread  over  a  considerable' 
time.     Adding  these  various  sums,   I 
find  the  actued  expenditure  on  Naval 
and    Military    affairs    will    amount  to 
£35,466,000,  of   which  £32,400,000  ia 
provided    for    in    the    Budget,     and 
£3,000,000  is  postponed.     We  have  a 
prospect  of  yet  further  expenditure,  for 
the  Secretary  for  War  has  alluded  ta 
the  probability  of  his  having  to  make  a 
demand  upon  the  House  for  barracks, 
and  evidently  contemplates  that  a  con- 
sideriEtble    sum  of  money  will  be  ex- 
pended   in    the    year,    although    not 
provided  out  of   the  revenue   of    the 
year,   but  raised  by  way  of   loan.     I 
nave  now  got  the  Ketum  to  which  I 
referred,   and  I  find  that  the  sum  of 
£10,000,000  which  is  to  be  raised  is  ta 
be  repaid  by  equal  annual  instalments 
spread  over  seven  years ;  but  the  actual 
expenditure  within  the  present  year  is 
£2,845,000 ;    in    the   following    year^ 
£4,415,000;     in      the      third      year, 
£1,900,900;     in     the     fourth     year,. 
£740,000;  and  in  the  fifth,  £100,000. 
I  was,  therefore,  perfectly  accurate  in 
saying   that  out  of    the  £10,000,000^ 
the  repayment  of  which  will  be  spread 
over  seven  years,  the  actual   expendi- 
ture within  the   present  year   will  be- 
£2,845,000.     I  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  I  am  not  right  in 
that? 
«Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  It  is  right  according^^ 
to  the  Paper. 

*Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE :  I  must  as- 
sume that  the  printed  statement  is  cor- 
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reot.  It  is  signed,  I  see,  by  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty.  I  am  therefore  right 
in  saying  that  the  actual  expenditure  is 
£35,466,000  for  this  year,  or  £5,000,000 
more  than  this  country  has  ever  ex- 
pended in  any  one  year  before  in  time 
of  peace.  Comparing  it  with  the  expen- 
diture of  the  great  Powers  of  Europe,  I 
undertake  to  say  that  the  expenditure  of 
this  country  during  the  last  20  years 
has  risen  in  a  greater  proportion  than 
that  of  three,  at  least,  of  the  four  great 
military  Powers  —  namely,  France, 
Bussia  and  Austria.  I  have  not  been 
able  to  compare  it  with  the  expenditure 
of  Germany  20  years  ago,  because  the 
German  Empire  was  not  then  constituted, 
and  it  is  almost  impossible  to  make  out 
what  the  expenditure  of  the  various 
component  parts  was.  As  I  understand 
it,  the  additional  expenditure  is  provided 
for  in  part  by  an  increase  of  taxation  to 
the  amount  of  £1,000,000,  and  in  part 
'by  saoriiioing  the  benefit  we  derive  from 
the  conversion  of  debt.  The  remaining 
£750,000  comes  from  the  ordinary  in- 
crease of  Eevenue.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  not  very  long  ago,  speak- 
ing on  some  platform  in  the  country, 
told  us  he  had  sacrificed  his  Budget  to 
his  sense  of  patriotism,  it  being  neces- 
sary to  increase  the  Military  Expenditure 
of  the  country  ;  but  he  has  sacrificed  a 
great  deal  more  than  his  Budget, 
for  he  has  destroyed  his  power  of 
reducing  the  taxation  of  the  country. 
Irrespective  of  the  items  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  and  but  for  this  enor- 
mous expenditure,  we  might  have 
done  away  altogether  with  school  fees  in 
this  country,  or  reduced  the  tax  upon 
tea  by  more  than  one  half,  or  done  many 
other  things  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people.  All  these  opportunities  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  sacri- 
ficed ;  he  has  also  sacrificed  the  Budgets 
of  six  possible  Chancellors  of  the  Exche- 
quer who  may  come  after  him,  and  three 
of  them  will  be  sacrificed  without  any 
benefit  to  them,  simply  because  he  is 
going  to  spread  the  payment  of  this 
£10,000,000  over  7  years,  while  the  ex- 
penditure will  be  incurred  in  4  years.  I 
•can  only  say  upon  this  point  that  it  seems 
tome  a  most  serious  matter  that  in  time  of 

feace  and  prosperity,  when  the  country 
ad  every  reason  to  hope  that  there 
might  be  a  reduction  of  taxation,  we  are 
practically  increasing  our  Military  Ex- 
jpenditure  by  £5,000,000  with  thepoesible 
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additional  expenditure  for  barraoks  sag* 
gested  by  the  Tnght  hon.  (Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope). 
There  is  another  point  I  would  allude 
to,  and  that  is  the  increased  amount  it 
is  proposed  to  draw  from  the  Revenue 
of  the  Post  Office.  I  would  point  out 
how  largely  increased  is  this  surplus  to 
be  drawn  from  the  Post  Office  as  com- 
pared with  what  it  was  a  few  years  ago. 
Taking  the  ordinary  Post  Office  receipts 
and  expenditure,  I  find  that  in  the  year 
1883-4,  the  surplus  was  £2,885,000 ;  in 
1884-5,  it  was  £2,802,000;  in  1885-6, 
£2,920,000;  in  18b6-7,  £2,809,000; 
1887-8,     £2,965,000;      in     1888-9, 


in 


£3,434,000,  and  in  the  coming  year  it 
will  be  £3,577,000,  or  nearly  £700,000 
in  excess  of  net  revenue  in  the  earlier 
years  I  have  referred  to.  I  do  not 
include  telegraphs  in  the  amount.  I 
confess  I  think  the  increased  surplus 
revenue  delivered  from  the  Post  Office 
must  be  looked  at  with  ereat  care  and 
consideration.  My  own  belief  is  that  it 
is  not  wise  to  be  continuallv  drawing  an 
increased  surplus  revenue  from  the  Post 
Office  and  treating  the  Post  Office  as 
an  always  increasing  source  of  revenue. 
I  know  that  there  are  a  great  number 
of  ways  of  expending  the  surplus,  and  I 
know  also  from  experience  how  rigidly 
the  Treasury  endeavours  to  get  as  lar^e  a 
surplus  from  the  Post  Office  as  it  possibly^ 
can  lay  hold  of.  I  cannot  but  think  that 
that  policy  may  possibly  be  carried  too 
far,  and  it  may  be  wiser  for  the  Post 
Office  to  expend  a  larger  amount  in 
improving  the  service ;  of  course,  always 
subject  to  the  control  of  the  Treasury. 
I  will  have  another  opportunity  of  rais- 
ing the  question  at  a  greater  length.  I 
cannot  but  repeat  my  regret  that  in  a 
time  of  peace  and  great  prosperity  it  is 
found  necessary  to  impose  greater  taxa- 
tion, and  also  to  forego  to  a  very  large 
extent  the  benefit  which  we  had  ever^' 
right  to  expect  we  might  obtain  from 
the  conversion  of  the  debt. 
*SiB  E.  BIEKBECK  (Norfolk,  E.):  I 
wish,  on  behalf  of  the  tenant-farmers 
of  the  Eastern  Counties,  to  enter  my 
protest  against  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant products  of  the  land  in  the  Eastern 
Counties,  viz.,  our  barley  crop  being 
further  taxed.  I  refer  to  the  further  im* 
posts  it  is  proposed  to  place  upon  beeri 
and,  there&re,  upon  barley.  I  can  assure 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  o( 
the  fStchequer  that  his  announcement 
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will  be  received  with  diamay,  especially 
coming  this  year,  which  has  been  the 
worst  year  for  the  tenant-farmers  with 
regard  to  the  barley  crop  since  1860.  I 
only  hope  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, as  a  set  off  aeainst  this  most 
objectionable  proposal,  will  consider 
favourably  the  suggestion  to  give  com- 
pensation out  of  the  National  Rxchequer 
m  respect  of  cattle  slaughtered  for 
pleuro-pneumonia  and  other  cattle  dis- 
eases. I  am  sorry  no  allusion  was  made 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  the  loss  local 
taxation  has  suffered  of  nearly  £800,000 
promised  last  year  in  respect  of  the 
V  an  and  Wheel  Tax  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  We  have  not  heard 
the  slightest  explanation  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend  this  evening  with  regard  to 
that  matter,  and  we  certainly  shall  ex- 
pect this  amount  to  be  made  good  to  us 
from  some  source. 

Ma.  H.  C0S8HAM  (Bristol,  E.) :  I 
desire  to  emphasize  the  remarks  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  near  me 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  as  to  the  extrava- 
gance of  the  Budget.    It  seems  to  me 
as  though   our  taxation   was   growing 
much  more  rapidly  than  the  prosperity 
of  the  country,  and,  I  believe,  the  burdens 
we  are  called  upon  to  bear  are  pressing  so 
hardly  upon  the  industry  and  commerce 
of  the  country  that  they  are  becoming 
really  a  source  oi  danger.  '  I  will  also 
point  out  to  what  an  extent  the  Budget 
favours  real  property.     I  believe  it  to 
be  a  dangerous  experiment  to  make  these 
grants  f rum  the  taxation  of  the  country 
towards  the  removal  of  local  burdens. 
The  national  taxes  are  raised  to  a  large 
extent   from  trade    and    industry,    the 
£47,000,000  arising  from  Customs  and 
Excise  mainly  coming  out  of  the  com- 
merce and  industry  of  the  country.     To 
devote  that  money  to  the  lightening  of 
<K)unty  burdens  is,  I  believe,  very  unwise, 
and  may  result  in  extravagance  on  the 
part  of  the  Local  Government  bodies. 
If    we    are    to    adequately    meet    the 
burdens  of  the  country  I  think  we  shall 
have  to  increase  the  taxation  upon  real 
property.     The  £o,000,000  now  raised 
upon  articles  connected  with  our  break- 
fast table  presses  with  very  great  hard- 
ship upon  the  poor,  and  the  poor  pay  a 
much  larger  proportion  of  the  taxation 
of  the  country  than   the  rich.     I  hope 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
jet  review  his  position  and  will  impose 
^^ater    burdens    upon    real   property  | 


rather  than  look   in    the  direction  he 
has  announced  to-night.    The  land  tax 
is   a    most  anomalous  thing.    I  hope 
when  the  proper  occasion  comes  to  show 
the  Committee  that  if  the  land  tax  wer« 
now  paid  on  the  scale  on  which  it  was 
intended  to  be  paid  we  should  at  this 
moment      be    realizing      by    it.     not 
£1,000,000,     but     £3,000,000.     I    am 
rather  surprised  at  the  selfishness  shown 
by  some  of  the  landed  proprietors  with 
regard    to   the    grants    made    to    the 
counties.     The  county  expenditure  goes 
very  largely  in  maintaining  roads,  and 
we  all  know  that  such  expenditure  gives 
value  to  the  property  in  the  neighbour- 
hood   of    the    roads.     The    voting    of 
money  from   the   National  Exchequer 
towards  the  expenses  of  County  Gt)vem- 
ment  is  therefore  certainly  the  voting 
of  money  to  increase  the  value  of  real 
property.     The  chief  point  in  connection 
with  this  Budget  is  that  we   have   to 
provide  a  naval  expenditure,  which  I 
cannot  but  regard  as  unnecessary.     It 
is  an  expenditure  which  has  never  been 
justified,  and  the  justification  of  which 
has  never  been  attempted.     I  trust  that 
at  a  further  stage  of  the  Bill  we  shall  be 
able  to  strike  such  a  blow  at  the  Govern- 
ment proposals  as  will  induce  them  to 
modify  them  considerably. 
*Mr.  C.  W.  gray  (Essex,  MaldonJ : 
When  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
introduced  his  Budget  last  year  I  had 
the  satisfaction  of  congratulating  him 
on  showing  that  he  was  anxious,  if  pos- 
sible, to  extend  a  helping  hand  to  the 
agricultural  interest.     I  was  exceedingly 
sorry  that  one  of  the  most  important 
proposals  in  that  Budget  fell  through, 
but  I  had  hoped  that  this  year  we  might 
have  heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man some  proposal  by  way  of  compen- 
sating for  the  loss  which  the  agricultural 
interest  sustained  by  the  failure  to  carry 
the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax.     I  fancy  the 
House  can  hardly  realize  how  important 
a   measure  that    was   and  how   much 
benefit  it  would  have  given  to  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  as  well  as  to  the  rate- 
payers  generally.     The  hon.   Member 
for  West  South wark,  who  did  all  he 
could  to  prevent  that  measure  fructify- 
ing, knew  perfectly  well  the  position  in 
which  agriculturists  stood  as  connected 
with  the  provision  of  the  necessary  funds 
for  maintaining  the  roads  in  the  country. 
When  that  hon.  Member  was  President 
of  an  Agricultural  Association  in    the 
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sympathize,    but  I    would   go    further 
than  that,  and  I  contend  that  the  poorer 
classes  should  not,  below  a  certain  limit, 
be  called   upon  to  contribute  towards 
the   expenses  of  the   nation.     I  think 
they  should  be  entirely  free  for  taxation 
on  articles  which  constitute  the  necessa- 
ries of  life—- that  any  man  who  earns, 
say,    an  income  of  under  £100  a  year 
should  not  be  required  to   pay  tlaxes, 
either  directly  or  indirectly  except  upon 
Bay,  alcoholic  drinks,  or  tobacco,  which 
are  indulgencies  that  he  can  dispense 
with.     Kemember  that,  although  these 
classes    may     not    contribute    directly 
towards  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  they 
do  so  indirectly,  and]  if  there   occurs 
a  war  in  which  say,  10  or  20  millions 
is   expended,   the    result    is  that   that 
amount  of  money  is  taken  out  of  trade 
channels,  and  they  are  prevented  froGb 
reaping  the  benefits  of  the  expenditure 
of  this  money.     I  hope  that  the  poorer 
classes  will,  in  the  future,  become  more 
and  more  alive  to  this  fact,  and  that  it 
will  assist  to  stop  any  tendency  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  to  sanction  extrava- 
gant expenditure  of  this  kind. 
♦Baron    DIMSDALE    (Herts,    Hit- 
chin)  :  I  always  think  that  the  occasion 
of  the  introduction  of  a  Budget  affords 
a  very  fair  opportunity  of  criticizing 
in  a  fair  and  candid  spirit  the  details  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  pro- 
posals.    Personally,  I  am  one  of  those 
who   entertain   a  very  strong    opinion 
that  the  agriculturists  have  not  received 
fair  and  just  treatment  at  the  hands  of 
the  Finance  Minister.     Last  year  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed 
to  impose    the  Horse    Tax,    and    the 
Yan  and  Wheel  Tax,  and  when  he  was 
questioned  at  the  close  of  last  Session  as 
to  whether  he  would  persist  in  imposing 
these    taxes    he   replied  that,   in   con- 
sequence of  the  pressure  of  business,  it 
had  become  perfectly  impossible  for  him 
to  entertain  the  hope  that  he  would  be 
able  to  proceed  with  those  measures, 
and  that  they  would  therefore  be  with- 
drawn ;  but  that  the  best  course  to  be 
pursued  by  the  County  Councils  which 
were  to  be  established,  would  be  to  g^ve 
expression  to  their  opinion  as  to  these 
measures,   and    that    the    Government 
would  take  those  expressions  of  opinion 
into  their  consideration.     Well,  Sir,  in 
obedience    to    the    suggestion    of   the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  not  a  few 
County  Councils  have  passed  resolutions 
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bearing  out  the  views  expressed  by  the^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  last  year.     Re- 
member that  we  lost  £540,000  a-jear 
by  the  Horse  Tax,    and    a    probable 
£300,000  by  the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax. 
We  have  been  disappointed  in  this  re- 
spect and  we  think  it  is  not  unreasonable 
that  there  should  be  an  expression  of 
opinion  on  our  part  with  a  view  of  induc- 
ing the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
provide  some  means  to  recompense  us  for 
the  loss.     I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  the- 
fault  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
these  Bills  were  not  passed.     I  believe 
no  one  was  more  anxious  than  he  was 
to  pass  the   measures,  but  I  think  we 
are  bound  to  enter  into  these  considera- 
tions— that,   the  measures  not  having^ 
been  passed,  we  are  entitled,  and  not 
unreasonably,  to  ask  the  GK>vernmeiit 
how   they  mean  to  compensate  us  for 
the  loss  to  be  sustained.     Remember, 
further,   that  £260,000    subvention  to 
the  roads  has  been  taken  away  from  us; 
it  has  been  taken  away  from  us  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  general  principle  of 
the  Local  Gt>vemment  Bill,  and  I  ask  is 
it  fair,  is  it  right,  or  is  it  just,  that  we 
should  have  no  amount  allotted  to  us 
out  of  the  Exchequer  to  supply  the  loss 
which  we  incurred  when  we  gave  our 
cordial  support  to  the  Local  Gk>vem- 
ment  Act  of  last  year  on  the  faith  that 
we  were  to  be  recompensed?    It  may 
be  suggested  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  intends  still  to  do  something 
for  the  agricultural  interest ;  but  what 
is  he  doing  ?    He  is  increasing  the  beer 
tax ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  that  is  an 
increase  upon    which  the  agricultural 
interest  is  likely  to  look  with  favour. 
I  remember  when   the    beer  tax  was 
originally    brought    forward    in    the 
Liberal  Budget  of   lb85,  we,  on  this 
side  of  the  House,    did  our   best    to 
defeat  that  particular  scheme,  because 
we  thought  it  imposed  an  unfair  burden 
on  the  agricultural  industry,  and  dealt 
unfairly  with  the  differential  rates  on 
Succession  duty.     On  that  occasion  we 
defeated,    by  a  narrow  majority,  the 
Liberal  Administration  of  that  day,  and 
yet    we    have    the    unreasonable    and 
absurd    proposition    included    in    the 
Liberal  Budget  of  1885 — to   wit.  the 
dealing    in    a    peacemeal    and    in   an 
inequitable     spirit     with     the    Death 
duties,  and  the  imposition  of  additional 
burdens  on  the  consumers  of  beer  and 
the  growers  of  barley  are  brought  for- 
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ward  by  a  ConBerTative  Oovemmeiit  in 
contradiotion  to  all  Uie  financial  prin- 
oiples  by  the  asaernon  of  whicn,  in 
opposition,  they  obtained  Office  and 
power  four  years  ago.  We  s}iall  be 
certainly  in  great  difficulty  when  we  go 
down  to  our  constituencies  if  we  are 
asked  to  explain  the  measures  of  relief 
the  Government  propose. 
♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  answer  the  observations 
made  up  to  this  point,  lest  I  should 
seem  to  be  guilty  of  discourtesy  in 
forgetting  some  of  them.  Thoueh 
I  appreciate  the  tone  of  the  remaArs 
of  the  last  speaker,  I  think  he  has 
hardly  done  justice  to  the  Govern- 
ment or  to  himself.  If  I  did  not  intro- 
duce into  my  Budget  speech  anything 
relating  to  local  finance  it  must  not  be 
thought  that  the  subject  has  been  over- 
looked. I  had  intended  to  point  out 
that  the  severance  of  local  n'om  Im- 
perial finance  prevented  my  dealing  with 
local  finance,  but  I  omitted  doing  so 
because  my  statement  was  so  long.  But 
I  can  assure  hon.  Gentlemen  behind  me 
that  the  question  of  local  finance  will 
continue  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  though  they  must  under- 
stand that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer is  no  longer  responsible  for  local 
finance.  And  here  I  may  answer  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol.  In  lieu  of  the  grants  formerly 
made  to  local  authorities,  they  now  have 
Licence  duties  and  half  the  Probate 
duties.  From  this  time  local  finance  is 
separated  from  Imperial  finance :  and  it 
is  rather  to  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  hon.  Members 
must  look  for  the  development  of  the  re- 
sources of  local  authorities.  Some  hon. 
Members  have  put  strong  pressure  upon 
me  to  stand  by  the  Horse  tax  and  the 
Wheel  tax,  but  I  am  bound  to  say  they 
have  not  been  so  active  in  the  country 
a^  they  are  in  this  House.  One  would 
not  have  thought,  from  the  apathy 
the  ratepayers  of  the  country  gene- 
rally manifested  in  the  defence  of  tnem, 
that  these  taxes  were  regarded  with 
that  satisfaction  with  which,  I  am  glad 
to  think,  some  people  present  regard 
them.  I  thought  at  the  time  when 
these  taxes  were  proposed  that  there 
were  so  many  people  who  had  not 
horses  or  carts  and  who  did  pay  rates, 
that  the  feeling  of  the  ratepayers 
would  have  overborne  the  interest  of  the 


carmen  and  horse  owners ;  but  it  was  not 
so,  and  the  activity  of  the  opponents  of 
these  taxes  made  it  extremely  difficidt 
to  carry  my  proposals  without  ssicrificing 
too  much  time  in  discussing  them.     My 
hon.  Friend  (Baron  Dimsdale)  says  that 
the  proposal  ought  to  be  revived,  but  let 
me    point    out    that    now     it    is     for 
the  Municipal  and  County  Councils  to 
say  whether  thev  wish  for  the  revival  of 
these    taxes.     A    certain     number    of 
County   Councils  have    signified    their 
adhesion   to  these  taxes,    but  the  ex- 
pression  of    opinion   is  by  no    means 
universal,  and  I  do  not  know  whether 
it    extends     to    a    majority    of    those 
Councils.      Then    there     is    a    further 
question  :  Are  these  taxes  to  be  treated^ 
separately  ?    Would    the    landed    and 
ag^cultural  interest  be  content  to  see 
the  Horse  Tax  enforced,  and  not  the 
Wheel  Tax.     [An  hon.  Member  :  No. J 
That  is  my  own  impression.    I  believe 
that  to  revive  the  Horse  Tax  without  the 
Wheel  Tax  would   not  be  satisfactory 
to  those   who  are    anxious   that  both 
should   be  revived  at  the  same  time. 
Still  I  believe  there  is  a  difference  of 
opinion,    and    that    there    are    many 
quarters  in  which  it  is  desired  that  the 
Horse  Tax  should  be  revived.    The  Go- 
vernment will  continue   to   give  their 
serious  attention  to  the  matter ;  and  I 
stand  by  the  declaration  I  have  made 
that  when  the  County  Councils  and  local 
authorities  express  a  desire  sufficiently 
pronounced  to  ffive  promise  of  adequate 
support,  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  see  that  this  resource  for 
local  taxation  should   be  realized  and 
secured  to  the  great  interests  which  are 
concerned.     But  it  will  be  for  the  local 
bodies  to  take  the  initiative.     If  their 
resources  are  insufficient  through  their 
not  having  these  taxes,  I  do  not  think 
I  should  be  justified  in  the  present  state 
of  our  finance,  in  making  good  the  de- 
ficiency from  Imperial  resources.     We 
must  devise  local  means  for  assisting 
the  rates.    There  is  not  a  Member  in  the 
House  who  has  a  stronger  opinion  on  the 
subject  than  I  have.     I  think  it  is  mon- 
strous that  no  other  means  of  raising 
revenue  locally  should  have    been  dis- 
covered   than   that   of   rating;    but  it 
requires  considerable  support  to  make  it 
possible  to  introduce  a  fresh  tax.     A  new 
tax   is    like  a  new  shoe — it  pinches  at 
the  moment  it  is  put   on,   and  people 
will  rather  pay  a  pound  in  an  old  way 
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man  dwelt  upon  the  aggregate  amount 
that  is  provided  for  naval  and  military 
defence.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bristol 
has  emphasized  the  point,  but  has  ex- 
pressed some  sympathy  with  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  who,  instead  of 
being  able  to  remit  taxation,  has  to  pro- 
vide for  a  largely  increased  expenditure 
for  naval  and  military  purposes.  These 
Gentlemen,  however,  will  not  see  that  if 
there  is  one  person  more  interested 
than  another  in  the  security  of 
the  country,  in  the  credit  of  the 
country,  in  the  maintenance  of  trade, 
and  in  the  absence  of  scares,  it  is  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself. 
The  scares,  and  the  reactions,  and  the 
depressions  which  follow  scares,  may 
vitally  affect  the  Revenue.  But  there 
are  not  only  scares  and  foolish  fears  to 
be  provided  against.  I  have  before 
alluded  to  what  I  consider  to  be  the  really 
grave  state  of  European  politics ;  and, 
looking  at  the  question  from  the  merely 
fiscal  point  of  view,  and  with  an  ex- 
clusive eye  to  the  preservation  of  the 
sources  of  the  country's  revenue,  the 
insurance  provided  by  this  expenditure 
appears  to  me  indispensable.  It  would, 
indeed,  be  taking  a  narrow  view  of  our 
duties  if  the  Government  were  to  shrink 
from  that  expenditure  which  they  think 
to  be  imperatively  demanded.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford was  perfectly  right  from  his  point 
of  view.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
believes  that  there  is  no  danger,  and 
that  Great  Britain  never  excited  the 
envy  of  other  Powers;  and  he  looks 
upon  all  money  spent  upon  the  Army 
and  Navy  as  practically  thrown  away. 

*Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Of  course,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  never  said  anything 
of  the  kind .  He  would  not  like  to  commit 
himself  to  such  a  view  ;  but  that  was 
his  argument.  It  would  be  criminal 
upon  our  part  to  increase  the  expendi- 
ture unless  we  thought  it  absolutely 
necessary.  Do  hon.  Members  not  think 
that  the  Government  would  be  anxious, 
if  they  could,  to  take  up  the  position  of 
remitting  taxation  ?  We  should  like  to 
remit  taxation,  we  should  like  to  spend 
our  surplus  in  relieving  the  burdens 
of  the  people,  and  earn  popularity 
in  that  way  if  we  could.  But  we 
point  to  the  situation  in  Europe  and 
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B&j  it  absolutely  demands  this  expen- 
diture.   We    know    our  responsibility 
and  feel  that  we  cannot  escape  it.   Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw-Lelevre)  havinff^ 
dealt  with  the  Colonial  Defence  Bill  and 
other  matters,  alluded  co  barrack   ac- 
commodation, and   treated  that  as  if  it 
were  a  wanton  expenditure ;  but  is  that 
a  wanton  expenditure  which  provides- 
for  the  health  and  well-being  of  the 
British    soldier?      Well,    having    de- 
nounced this  expenditure,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  appeared  in  a  different 
capacity  and  addressed  the  Committee- 
as    an    ex-Postmaster    General.       He 
dealt    with  the    Post  Office  Revenue, 
stated  how  it  was  increasing,  and  how 
he  desired  to  appropriate  the  surplus 
to  Post  Office  purposes  irrespective  of 
the  demands  of  the  Exchequer. 
*Mr.    SHAW   LEFEVRE:    In   im- 
proving the  Service. 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN :  In  improving  the 
Post  Office  Service.  On  that  point  I 
will  make  a  declaration  which  may  not 
be  entirely  palatable  to  all  hon.  Mem- 
bers, but  wluch  is  straightforward  and* 
frank — ^I  intend  to  hang  on  to  the  sur- 
plus of  the  Post  Office  to  the  best  of  my 
ability.  The  surplus  has  increased  ana 
is  increasing,  and  no  doubt  there  is  a 
tendency  or  the  part  of  the  Department,, 
perfectly  natural  and  legitimate  as  a 
critical  ex-Postmaster  General  will  be 
aware,  to  make  demands  upon  the 
Treasury.  But  we  have  here  an  annual 
source  of  Revenue  of  some  £8,000,000,. 
and  I  would  ask  those  who  have  listened 
to  me  whether  we  can  afford  to  part 
with  this  surplus  ?  By  what  other  tax 
is  it  to  be  replaced?  Where  are  w» 
to  find,  with  less  friction,  less  injustioe 
to  all  classes,  the  three  milL'ons  whiok- 
a  light-headed  ex-Postmaster  Gbneral^ 
would  wish  us  to  part  with. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  never 
suggested  that  the  Government  should 
part  with  it,  or  anything  like  it ;  what  I 
pointed  out  was  the  growing  increase  in 
the  surplus  Revenue,  and  what  I  sug- 
gested was  that  we  should  revert  to  the 
arrangement  of  some  eight  or  ten  years 
ago,  when  the  surplus  was  £2,500,000, 
and  was  well  spent  in  improving  the 
Service  and  giving  the  public  greater 
facilities. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  sorry  to  have 
excited  the  remonstrance  of  the  right 
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hoD.  Gentleman ;  and  perhaps  in  reply- 
ing to  him  I  should  also  have  said  that 
I  have  in  mind  what  has  been  said  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway, 
who  attempt  to  make  inroads  on  the 
Post  Oflfice  surplus,  showing  how  it 
could  be  appropriated  to  the  improve- 
ment of  the  Service.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  percentage  of  the  increase  of 
the  Revenue  of  the  Post  Office  over  the 
increase  of  the  expenditure  is  so  large 
as  to  allow  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  saoriBce  such  Revenue,  and  I 
will  go  further  and  say  that  even  if 
this  indirect  revenue  from  the  Post 
Office  means  that  one- third  of  a  penny 
is  pocketed  by  the  State  for  every 
postage  stamp  sold,  that  constitutes 
a  form  of  taxation  which  is  as  good 
and  sound  and  provocative  of  as  little 
friction  and  injustice  as  any  tax  which 
could  possibly  be  imposed.  I  have 
burnt  my  boats.  I  have  made  my 
reactionary  declaration.  So  far  as  I 
can  exercise  any  influence  over  the  Post 
Office,  I  will  encourage  every  attempt  to 
improve  the  Service.  Assuredly,  I 
should  be  sorry  to  take  a  churlish  view 
of  the  great  efforts  of  one  of  the  best 
Departments  that  ever  existed,  a 
Department  full  of  go  and  energy,  an 
ambitious  Department  that  would  carry 
on  the  whole  business  of  the  country  if  it 
could.  The  thanks  of  the  country  are  due 
for  the  magnificent  way  in  which  a  most 
complicated  service  is  conducted.  I  am 
sorry  whenever  there  is  a  controversy 
between  the  Post  Office  and  the  Trea- 
sury, but  I  say  again,  looking  at  the 
want  of  elasticity  in  many  branches  of 
revenue,  we  should  be  blind  to  the 
interests  of  the  country  if  we  did 
not  cling  to  the  Post  Office  sur- 
plus with  tenacity,  though  not  in  any 
miserly  spirit.  I  think  I  have  answered 
most  of  the  poiiits  raised.  Some  re- 
marks were  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Poplar  (Mr.  Sydney  Buxton)  and 
others  in  regard  to  what  were  called  in- 
roads on  the  Sinking  Fund.  Well,  of 
course,  the  whole  of  these  criticisms 
were  founded  on  a  fadlacy.  The  Sinking 
Fund  is  not  a  fixed  charge;  but  the 
balance  which  remains  over  after  the 
interest  on  the  debt  has  been  paid.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Poplar  (Mr.  Buxton) 
thinks  it  is  a  very  improper  thing  that, 
after  having  largely  reduced  the  interest, 
the  country  should  not  continue  to  pay 


Srecisely  the  same  sum  as  when  the 
ebt  and  the  interest  were  larger,  but  I 
do  not  see  the  matter  in  that  light.  I 
have  made  no  inroads  whatever  on  the 
Sinking  Fund,  but.  on  the  contrary,  the 
Sinking  Fund  will  be  strengthened  by 
the  addition  of  the  £500,000  which  will 
fall  to  it  after  the  current  year.  The 
Bill  which  we  shall  introduce  will  re- 
duce the  amount  of  the  fixed  charge 
from  £26,000,000  to  £25,000,000;  but 
when  that  has  been  done  an  the  addi- 
tional £500,000  arising  from  the  reduc- 
tion of  interest  will  go  to  the  Sinking 
Fund  by  an  automatic  process  and  no  fur- 
ther action  will  be  necessary.  There  will 
be  so  much  less  interest  paid,  and  that 
will  swell  the  Sinking  Fund  by  the  cor- 
responding amount.  We  have  been 
accused  of  crushing  the  trade  of  the 
country  by  the  taxation  imposed,  but  I 
do  not  think  as  a  fact  that  the  trade  of 
the  country  is  crushed,  but  that  it  is 
expanding.  I  might  set  off  against  such 
remarks  the  complaint  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Islington  that  we  are 
not  paying  so  many  taxes  as  are 
paid  by  other  countries  on  the  Conti- 
nent. 

«Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Excuse  me,  I  made 
no  complaint.  I  was  discussing  the  rate 
of  the  repayments  of  our  National  Debt, 
and  I  said  our  taxation,  local  and  Im- 
perial, was,  as  compared  with  income, 
Jess  than  in  other  countries.  That  is 
rather  matter  for  congratulation  than 
complaint. 

*Mb.  OOSCHEN  :  It  was  simply  a 
rhetorical  exaggeration  to  say  that  mj 
hon.  Friend  complained  of  our  reduced 
taxation  towards  the  repayment  of  Debt. 
I  accept  his  correction.  But  what  he 
meant  was  that  we,  being  less  taxed, 
ought  to  pay  largely  for  the  reduction  of 
Debt.  I  trust,  therefore,  he  will  not 
object  to  becoming  a  witness  on  my  side, 
as  opposed  to  those  who  complain  that 
the  country  is  crushed  by  taxation.  I 
cordially  hope,  as  I  said  before,  that  the 
time  may  come  when  I  shall  not  have  to 
stand  here  to  advocate  increased  duties, 
and  explain  how  they  will  fall  on  this 
interest  or  on  that,  but  that  it  may  be  my 
happier  task  in  future  to  give  relief  in 
some  definite  form,  a  task  which  must 
be  infinitely  more  satisfactory  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  than  that 
which  I  have  had  the  honour  to  perform 
to-night. 
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the  whole,  I  am  bound  to  say,  I  think 
we  have  very  little  to  find  fault  with 
in  the  present  Budget.  There  is  one 
point  on  which  I  should  like  a  little  ex- 
planation. The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
pointed  to  a  large  saving  in  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates.  I  am  sorry  he  did 
not  explain  to  us  more  definitely  how 
that  saving  had  been  brought  about, 
but  I  think  that  his  remarks  were  in- 
tended as  an  encouragement  to  those 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House  to  look 
after  the  Estimates.  It  appears  that 
although  during  the  last  three  years  we 
ourselves  have  not  been  able  to  carry 
any  reductions,  yet  the  effect  of  our 
protests  has  been  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  Treasury  have 
been  strengthened  to  hold  their  hands 
against  the  different  Public  Departments, 
and  a  considerable  reduction  has  been 
effected.  That,  Sir,  will  encourage  us  to 
persevere  in  our  efforts.  We  shall  know  in 
the  future  that  we  have  the  sympathy  of 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  know 
that  he  is  not  generally  in  the  House 
when  the  Estimates  come  on,  but  I 
can  assure  him  that  those  who  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House  will  bear  in 
mind  the  observations  he  has  made, 
and  will  do  their  best  to  receive  his 
continued  approval  in  the  future. 

♦Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet) :  I  trust  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
duly  note  the  quarter  of  the  Committee 
from  whence  comes  the  most  cordial 
eulogy  on  his  Budget.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  has,  it  is 
true,  twitted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  not  having  vied  with  some  of  his 
Predecessors  in  regard  to  the  amount  of 
the  expenditure,  and  I  think  we  must 
remember  that  the  Government  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  supports  once 
brought  in  a  Budget  of  100  millions, 
and  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  fallen  short  of  that  sum 
by  several  millions. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  may  be  aUowed 
to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
entirely  mistaken.  The  statement  that 
the  Budget  was  for  100  millions  was 
due  to  the  fact  that  certain  figures  had 
been  added  up  twice  over. 

♦Mr.  LOWTHER:  Of  course  I  am 
not  responsible  for  the  accuracy  of  the 
calculating  machine  which  compared 
the  Budget,  but  I  think  I  am  not  alone 
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in  sharing  the  opinion  which,  however, 
I  have  now  afforded  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  an  opportunity  of  oorreoting. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  hmm 
spoken  in  favour  of  a  system  of  taxation 
under  which  no  taxes  whatever  are  to 
be  paid  by  persons  having  an  income 
of  less  than  £100  a  yebr,  but  who 
are  to  have  the  entire  control  of  the 
national  expenditure  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  cannot  bring  him.- 
self  to  endorse  such  a  doctrine  as  that, 
and  says  that  he  is  anxious  to  bring 
home  to  all  classes  in  the  country  the 
horrors  of  war,  which  no  doubt  aoooante 
for  the  persistence  with  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposes  all  defensive  mea- 
sures for  the  protection  of  our  shores. 
But  there  is  one  point  in  the  Budget 
against  which  I  wish  to  enter  my 
humble  protest,  and  that  is  against  the 
dealing  with  what  are  popularly  known 
as  t^e  Death  duties.  The  principle 
of  those  duties  has  always  been  op- 
posed by  Members  sitting  on  this  siae 
of  the  House.  They  have  been  especially 
denounced  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
landed  interest,  for  it  has  been  pointed 
out  that  land  is  heavily  enough 
taxed  without  recourse  being  had 
to  these  special  and  exceptional 
imposts  which  press  so  heavily  upon 
those  who  are  called  into  the  possession 
of  the  land.  Again,  the  impost  has  been 
objected  to  because  it  is  levied  at  a  time 
and  in  a  manner  which  is,  perhaps,  tiie 
most  inconvenient  and  unfair  towards 
those  who  have  to  contribute  towards  it. 
Now,  if  I  understand  my  right  hon. 
Friend  aright,  he  proposes  to  intro- 
duce an  entirely  novel  feature  into  this 
most  objectionable  impost.  Hitherto,  so 
far  as  landed  estates  are  concerned,  it 
has  been  levied  upon  the  actual  life  inte- 
rest which  the  inheritor  takes.  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  pro- 
poses to  levy  it  on  the  actual  cost  of  the 
estate 

Mr.'  GOSOHEN:  The  tax  wiU  be 
levied  like  the  Succession  duty,  and 
will  not  be  exacted  in  a  lump  sum. 
«Mr.  LOWTHER:  I  quite  understand 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  only  pro- 
poses to  levy  it  in  the  half-yearly  instal* 
ments  with  which  we  are  too  painfully 
familiar,  but  I  question  whether  he  is 
levying  it  in  a  fair  and  judicious  man- 
ner. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Edinburgh  in  one  of  his 
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Budgets  proposed  to  levy  an  additional 
isum  on  the  holders  of  corporate  estate 
as  an  equiralent  for  the  Death  duties, 
from  which  they  were,  of  course, 
exempt,  and  that  surely  would  be  a 
more  fair  and  equitable  manner  of 
raising  money  than  that  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  now  im- 
poses. The  Ohancellor  of  the  ex- 
chequer proposes,  in  the  shape  of  the 
Death  duties,  to  raise  additional  sums 
'from  the  owners  of  real  estates,  and  to 
this  subject  I  will  for  a  moment  address 
myself.  I  say  that  if  he  is  desirous  of 
raising  further  sums  from  owners  of 
real  estate,  it  would  be  more  equitable 
to  make  the  charges  payable  year  by 
year  in  a  regular  manner,  rather  than 
to  do  it  in  the  haphazard  method  which 
is  now  proposed.  I  have  said  this 
because  there  has  been  a  disposition  to 
assume  that  the  Conservative  Party  has 
run  away  from  its  former  opinions  with 
regard  to  the  injustice  and  iniquity  of 
this  tax.  My  right  hon.  Friend  knows 
that  I  make  these  remarks  in  no  un- 
friendly disposition  towards  him  or 
towards  the  Treasury  Bench.  The  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Leicester 
mentioned  just  now  that  he  would 
have  been  glad  to  see  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  duty  upon  tea.  Well, 
now  Sir,  at  the  risk  of  following  the 
example  of  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  endeavouring  to  gain  plaudits 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  I  will  say 
at  once  that  I  am  strongly  in  favour  of 
abolishing  the  duty  on  tea,  and,  in  fact, 
of  abolishing  the  duties  on  all  articles 
which  do  not  con^e  into  competition  with 
the  native  products  of  this  country.  I 
think  if  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  saved 
his  friends  a  little  more  and  had  got 
something  further  from  those  outside  the 
limits  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  he 
would  have  produced  a  much  better 
Budget  than  that  which  he  has  brought 
forward  on  this  occasion.  Something 
was  said  just  now  by  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  P^orthampton,  and 
also  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester,  about  the  Tea  Duty 
being  in  the  nature  of  a  Poll  Tax  levied 
upon  all  taxpayers  at  large  throughout 
the  country.  I  believe  that  a  bond  fide 
Poll  Tax  in  the  shape  of  a  tax  on  im- 

Sorted  foreign  labour  in  lieu  of  it  would 
ave  been  intensely  popular,  and  I  hold 
that  some  such  tax  is  necessary  to  miit- 


gate  the  evils  of  the  sweating  system, 
which  is  grinding  down  the  working 
classes  of  this  country.  Now  Sir,  I 
shall  not  any  longer  detain  the  House, 
beyond  saying  tlus,  that  I  fear  I  cannot 
associate  myself  with  some  of  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  from  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  notably  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Islington. 
Nothing  more  unconstitutional  and  less 
Conservative  in  all  senses  of  the  word 
can  be  imagined  than  a  graduated  in- 
come tax.  I  fear  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  not  held  himself  entirely 
from  these  pernicious  principles.  He 
has,  I  am  afraid,  shown  an  example, 
which  is  already  too  prevalent,  of  laying 
down  the  principle,  that  ''  he  who  pays 
the  piper  is  to  have  no  share  practically 
in  calling  the  tune."  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  talks  of  the  Constitutional 
doctrine  of  taxation  and  representation 
being  co-extensive ;  but  what  becomes  of 
that  doctrine  when  the  rieht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposes  that  a  large  mass  of 
the  taxpayers  should  contribute  nothing 
practically  towards  these  additional  im- 
posts ?  These  are  most  dangerous  doc- 
trines which  he  is  adopting,  and  I  trust 
that  the  Committee  will  withhold  its 
sanction.  I  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  reconsider  his  decision  to  charge 
the  Death  Duties  on  the  corpus  of  the 
estate,  and  that  he  will  relieve  an 
already  over-burdened  interest  of  the 
additional  impost  which  he  proposes  to 
put  on. 

Mr.  R.  K.  CAU8T0N  (South wark,* 
West) :  If,  Sir,  I  had  been  fortunate 
enough  to  catch  your  eye  before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer replied,  I  should  have  con- 
gratulated the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  fact  that  he  had  not  yielded  to  the 
persuasive  eloquence  of  agricultural 
Members  who  desired  him  to  renew  his 
efforts  in  ^^&i^  to  the  imposition  of  a 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  but  after  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I 
must  rejoice  that  in  future  he  will  have 
nothing  to  do  with  local  finance,  and 
that  the  duties  in  connection  with  this 
branch  will  have  to  be  discharged  by  my 
righthon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  This  change 
having  taken  place,  I  think  we  are 
entitl^  to  make  an  appeal  to  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board    to-night    for     some    informa* 
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tion  with  regard  to  his  future  inten- 
tions. The  hon.  Member  for  the  Mai- 
den Division  of  Essex  has  reminded  me 
that  when  I  was  the  president  of  the 
Essex  Chamber  of  Agriculture  I  knew 
how  enlightened  the  agriculturists  of 
Essex  were,  and  I  rejoice  to  know  that 
thej  still  show  great  common  sense.  I 
have  noticed  that  the  Essex  County  Coun- 
cil has  not  joined  in  those  resolutions 
which  have  been  passed  by  other  County 
Councils  in  reference  to  this  matter,  but 
have  rejected  by  a  large  majority  a  pro- 
posal urging  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  re-introduce  his  Van  and 
Wheel  tax.  I  do  not  desire  to  do  any 
any  injustice  to  agriculturists,  but 
I  feel  it  would  be  a  great  hard- 
ship to  impose  on  the  towns  taxes  which 
would  only  benefit  agricultural  districts. 
I  understand,  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  in  future  the  taxes 
derived  from  the  money  which 
has  been  handed  over  to  the 
County  Councils  are  not  to  be  interfered 
with  in  any  shape  or  way,  unless  the 
County  Councils  agitate  on  the  subject. 
I  was  sorry  to  notice,  Sir,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  no- 
thing about  one  fcax  upon  an  industry 
which  was  referred  to  last  year — I  mean 
the  Carriage  tax.  This  is  a  tax  upon 
labour,  and  I  had  hoped  that  the  agita- 
tion which  had  taken  place  in  regard  to 
it  might  have  had  some  effect  upon  the 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
as  he  did  not  renew  his  proposals  with 
regard  to  the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  he 
would,  at  any  rate,  show  some  sympathy 
for  a  similar  branch  of  trade.  This  tax 
is  undoubtedly  injurious  to  the  carriage 
industry.  It  is  proved  that  the  ware- 
houses are  crowded  with  second-hand 
carriages,  which  ought  to  be  in  the 
possession  of  innkeepers  in  the  country 
and  of  jobmasters.  But  these  men  can- 
not afford  to  keep  surplus  carriages  be- 
cause of  the  impost.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  has  spread  his  net  wide  in 
order  to  secure  a  surplus  next  year, 
and  we  can  look  with  almost  certainty 
that  this  expectation  will  be  realized. 
♦Mr.  BONSOR  (Surrey,  Wimbledon) : 
Sir,  the  statement  that  the  Beer  duty 
was  originally  based  on  the  supposition 
that  two  bushels  of  malt  were  equivalent 
to  thirty-six  gallons  of  beer,  and  that 
the  specific  gravity  of  the  beer  was 
altered  from    1,057   to  1,055   for  duty 
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purposes,  in  consequence  of  representa- 
tions  made  by  the  brewers,  is  absolutely 
correct.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman- 
when  he  said  that  the  figures  of  the 
brewers  were  proved  in  the  long  ran  to- 
be  incorrect,  was,  I  think,  inaccurate. 
I  stand  by  the  figures  which  were 
brought  out  in  1880.  In  1882  I  was  a 
member  of  a  deputation  of  brewers,, 
which  waited  on  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  when- 
he  admitted  that  the  figures  we  had 
placed  before  him  in  the  preceding  year 
were  absolutely  correct,  although  he 
could  not  at  that  time  give  us  the  relief 
we  asked  for.  I  have  only  risen  to  ask* 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  ue  an 
opportunity  of  meeting  him  in  any 
public  place  so  as  to  prove  that  the^ 
figures  we  produced  in  1880  were  oor-^ 
rect.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  to  increase  the  duty  on  beer,  let 
him  not  do  so  on  the  supposition  that 
there  was  an  error  in  the  orig^inal- 
figures,  but  let  him  base  his  proposal 
upon  a  national  issue. 
*Mb.  N.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk)  :  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  that,  in  my 
opinion,  the  Budget  presented  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  one 
that,  as  a  whole,  will  give  great 
satisfaction  to  the  nation  at  large,  and 
in  nothing  more  than  in  the  fact 
that  it  will  prevent  those  who,  in 
the  past,  have  been  claiming  exemp- 
tions in  matters  relating  *  to  the  Deatb 
duties  from  being  able  to  retain  those- 
exemptions  in  the  future.  Those  per- 
sons will,  in  future,  have  to  bear  their 
fair  and  reasonable  shane  in  the  taxatioQ 
of  the  country.  The  matter  is  a  small 
one,  but  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  reoeive- 
due  attention. 

*SiB  R.  FOWLER  (London) :  It  seeme^ 
to  me  that  the  future  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  whoever  he  may  be,  will  be- 
puzzled to  accommodate  his  friends  in 
the  different  views  they  express.  In  re- 
ference to  what  has  been  said  by  the  right* 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad* 
ford  with  regard  to  the  increase  of  the^ 
Navy,  I  desire  to  state  that  my  ooi^- 
stituents  heartily  approve  of  the  scheme* 
of  the  Gt>vemment — especially  in  respect 
to  that  part  of  their  proposals,  and  that 
being  the  case  they  will  cordially 
support  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the^ 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the> 
course  he  is  pursuing.  I  do  not  propose 
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to  go  into  the  questioii  opened  up  by 
my  hon.  Friend  near  me,  but  I  would 
say  that  if  an  increase  of  taxation  be 
found  necessary  it  is  quite  right  that  the 
taxation  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be 
drawn  from  the  class  best  able  to  bear 
it.  So  far  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Ghen tie- 
man  the  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  with  whom  I  am  not  very 
often  in  agreement ;  and  I  can  only  offer 
my  congratulations  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  his  very  successful  Budget  and  on 
the  statesmanlike  manner  in  which  he 
has  met  the  difficulties  by  which  he  has 
been  surrounded. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  (Cavan):  Seeing  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  requires  an 
increase  of  the  taxation  of  the  country, 
I  would  ask  why  is  it  that  we  are  asked 
for  a  large  increase  on  the  expenditure 
of  the  Army  and  Navy  ?  Of  course  the 
right  hon  Gentleman  has  not  a  free 
hand  with  regard  to  the  provision  he  is 
called  on  to  make ;  but  for  my  part  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  conclusions 
arrived  at  by  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  with  regard  to  the 
Budget  which  has  just  been  presented 
by  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wimbledon  (Mr.  Bonsor)  complains  of 
the  small  increase  of  taxation  proposed  to 
be  put  upon  beer.  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  very  indiscreet  in  raising  a 
discussion  on  this  question,  because  he 
ought  to  be  aware  that  the  taxation  on 
that  commodity  is,  in  proportion  to  its 
alcoholic  strength,  much  less  than  that 
which  is  put  upon  whisky.  Therefore, 
the  less  said  on  that  subject  the  more 
discreet  will  the  advocates  of  the  beer 
interest  be.  So  far,  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  entitled  to  credit,  and  I 
think  the  only  mistake  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  is  that  he  has  not 
laid  a  heavier  tax  on  that  beverage. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Thanet  (Mr.  Lowther)  complains 
very  much  that  extra  taxation  is  to  be 
placed  on  the  class  which  is  best  able  to 
bear  it;  but  in  my  opinion  those  who 
are  most  able  to  pay  increased  taxation 
are  those  from  whom  it  ought  to  be 
exacted.  The  people  who  are  hardly 
able  to  live  on  the  income  they  earn 
ouffht  to  be  taxed  as  lightly  as  possible, 
and  one   of  the  disadvantages  of  the 


system  of  indirect  taxation  is,  that  under 
it  the  poorer  classes  are  called  on  to 
contribute  more  than  their  fair  share  of 
the  taxation  of  the  country.  This  being 
so,  I  think  that  those  who  are  the 
owners  of  large  properties  should  be 
slow  to  place  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
only  objection  I  have  to  the  scheme  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  it  does 
not  go  far  enough  with  regard  to  the 
main  items  on  which  he  proposes  to  lay 
extra  taxation ;  but,  under  the  circum- 
stances, so  far  as  the  taxation  is  con- 
cerned, I  think  there  is  very  little  cause 
to  complain. 

*Mb.  DIXON  HARTLAND  (Ux- 
bridge) :  I  believe  the  proposals  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  receive  the  approval 
of  the  commercial  classes;  but  I  am 
very  sorry  that  he  has  not  introduced 
the  question  of  light  gold  into  hie 
Budget.  As  it  is,  he  has  given  us 
either  too  much  or  too  little.  He  stated 
— and  it  was  also  repeated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  ex -Chancellor  of  the- 
Exohequer — that  it  was  quite  right  that 
the  taxpayer  should  not  be  called  upon 
to  bear  the  loss  of  light  gold.  I  da 
not  see  any  reason  why  the  general 
taxpayer  should  not  bear  that  loss. 
The  general  taxpayers  use  the  light 
gold,  and  the  whole  of  them  should 
contribute  to  the  loss.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  fair  that  those  who  happen  to  have 
the  light  gold  last  should  pay  for  the 
whole  of  the  loss  in  weight.  Whenever 
the  question  is  brought  forward,  I  think 
it  should  be  regarded  as  affecting  the 
whole  of  the  taxpayers.  Now,  the^ 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  held  out 
a  sort  of  threat  that  the  tax  to  provide- 
for  the  loss  is  to  be  paid  partly  at  the- 
expense  of  the  paper  issues  at  pre* 
sent  used  in  this  country ;  and  I  think 
we  cannot  regard  that  in  any  other 
way  than  that  it  is  an  attempt  to  do- 
away  with  the  private  issues  of  various 
banks. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  is  now  transgressing  beyond  the- 
limits  of  debate. 

Mr.  DIXON  HARTLAND:  I  was 
only  following  the  remarks  of  th9< 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  view 
of  asking  him  certain  questions.  Of 
course,  after  what  he  has  said ,  the  banking 
community  will  feel  a  great   interest 
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QaestioD  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
*  and  shall  be  made '  be  there  inserted." 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Ck)llege 
Division) :  I  would  point  out  that  this 
is  a  matter  on  which  those  whose  in- 
terests will  be  affected  by  the  measure 
have  hardly  had  sufficient  time  to  con- 
sider the  Lord  Advocate's  proposals. 

Mb.  E8SLEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
This  Bill  has  been  before  the  House  for 
the  past  few  months  and  the  Amend- 
ments for  some  weeks.  It  is  a  very 
important  Bill,  and  largely  affects  the 
constituency  I  represent ;  but  I  think 
that  on  its  general  principles  all  parties 
are  agreed.  I  hope  it  will  be  allowed 
to  pass  through  Committee,  and  if 
necessary  it  can  be  further  digested  on 
Beport. 

Objection  being  taken  to  further  pro- 
ceeding, the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday,  6th  May. 

REMOVAL  OF  WRECKS  ACT  (1877) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.    (BILL  No.  3.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

PRISONERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
[BILL  No.  2.] 

Order  read  for  resuming  Proceeding 
on  Amendment  to  Question  [ISth 
March],  ''That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was — 

After  the  word  **That"  in  the  Main  Ques- 
tion, to  add  the  words  **  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  it  is  inexpedient  to  proceed  with  the 
consideration  of  a  measure  which  proposes  to 
modify  the  prison  treatment  of  a  certun  class 
of  prisoners  in  Ireland,  and  leaves  to  the 
ordinary  law  other  prisoners  whose  offences 
are  not  of  the  character  usually  associated  with 
crime."-- (ilfr.  T.  JF,  Ruttell.) 

Question  again  proposed,  **That 
those  words  be  there  added." 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Motion  made  and  Question  put, 
**  That  the  Amendment  be  withdrawn,*' 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  WiU  the  Solicitor 
Qeneral  for  Ireland  state  the  efifect  of 
the  measure  as  to  prisoners  in  Ireland  ? 


The  solicitor  GBNEBAL  pob- 
IRELAND  ;Mr.  MADDBOf) :  I  wiU 
answer  that  question  to-morrow. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,. 
'*  That  the  Order  be  discharged,  and  the^ 
Bill  withdrawn  "  ;  agreed  to. 

MOTIONS. 


EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS   (SOOT- 
LAND)  AOr,  1882.  (BLAIR'8  CHARITT). 

Mr.  HUGH  ELLIOT  (Ayrshire)  :    I 
beg  to  move — 

'*That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to- 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  wiUihold 
her  consent  ttom  the  scheme  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  endowments  of  Blair's  Charity,  in. 
the  parish  of  Galston,  Mair's  Free  Schoo!,  in 
the  parish  of  Loudoun,  and  Brown  of  Water- 
haugh's  Charitable  Foundation,  in  the  parishes- 
of  Galston  and  Londoun,  approved  by  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  (by  Act),  and 
now  lying  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  in  so- 
far  as  regards  the  provisions  relating  to  Mair's- 
Free  School,  in  the  parish  of  Loudoun." 

The  scheme  to  which  this  Motion  |relatee- 
conoerns  three  endowments,  with  regard 
to  two  of  which  I  have  no  objection  to 
make,  and  have  nothing  to  say.  My 
objection  relates  to  the  third  scheme- 
only — namely,  that  which  is  applicable^ 
to  Mair's  Free  School,  in  the  parish  of' 
Loudoun.  That  endowment  was  in- 
tended for  the  benefit  of  the  people  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  village  of  Darvel, 
and  was  distinctly  left  for  the  purposes 
of  free  education.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  whatever  in  regard  to  the  inten- 
tion of  the  founder  in  that  respect,  as 
he  clearly  and  explicitly  declared  that 
the  endowment  was  left  in  favour  of 
establishing  a  charitable  free  school  at 
Darvel,  though  he  ought  also  to  have 
declared  that  it  was  for  the  purpose  of 
educating  children  free  of  all  expense. 
Up  to  the  present  time  the  en- 
dowment has  been  carried  out  in 
many  respects  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  founder,  and  the  net 
income  is  £150.  The  recipients  of  it- 
are  children  of  the  working  classes  resid- 
ing in  the  village  of  Darvel,  to  whom  it 
has  g^ven  free  education.  Why  should 
the  Education  Commissioners  step  in 
and  interfere  with  this  happy  state  of 
things?  They  find  the  endowment 
carried  out  according  to  the  wish  of  the 
founder,  and  yet  they  come  forward  and 
pass  the  scheme  which  now  lies  on  the 
Table  of  this  House,  and  under  which 
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they  divert  the  money  intended  for  free 
education  to  the  purposes  of  secondaiy 
education.  Out  of  4lh  householders  at 
Darvel  412  Detition  against  this  scheme, 
and  it  is  in  tkeir  name  that  I  now  object 
to  it.  The  endowment,  under  its  former 
condition,  worked  well,  and  I  think  in  a 
auestion  of  this  sort  the  feeling  of  the 
district  ought  to  be  considered.  I  ob- 
ject to  it,  because  I  think  it  is  an  attempt 
to  change  the  class  of  beneficiaries  and 
alter  the  intentions  of  the  founder. 
When  the  Educational  Endowments  Act 
was  passed  it  was  distinctly  stated 
•that  the  class  of  beneficiaries 
intended  by  the  founders  should 
not  be  changed.  I  believe  these 
promises  had  an  enormous  effect  in 
passing  the  Bill,  which  was  carried 
after  most  inadequate  discussion.  I  do 
not  believe  it  would  ever  have  passed 
at  all  had  not  these  promises  been  made 
to  the  House.  I  object  to  this  scheme 
also  because  it  introduces  competition 
among  children  of  tender  years  in 
elementary  schools.  Children  under  10 
years  of  age  may  compete  for  bursaries. 
I  think  it  is  the  very  worst  way  to 
confer  benefits  on  these  poor  children, 
by  causing  them  to  compete  for  £5  to 
£10  bursaries.  I  have  had  considerable 
experience  of  elementary  schools,  having 
been  Chairman  for  a  length  of  time  of 
the  School  Board  in  a  rural  parish,  and 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  these 
£5  and  £10  bursaries  are  simply  money 
thrown  away.  I  am  perfectly  certain 
that  it  would  be  InBnitely  better  if  the 
money  were  applied  to  the  giving  of 
free  education  to  poor  children  in 
elementary  schools.  That  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  founder,  and  I  believe 
the  very  best  thing  that  could  be  done. 
I  should  like  to  protest,  as  far  as  I  am 
able,  against  the  Education  Act  of  1882. 
I  object  most  strongly  to  the  many 
schemes  which  have  floated  from  that 
Act,  and  I  object  to  the  procedure  under 
it.  I  think  that  procedure  is  partial 
and  ignorant.  I  think  it  deceives  the 
people,  who  think  that  this  House  is  a 
sort  of  Court  of  Appeal  from  the  Educa- 
tion Department  and  from  the  Endow- 
ments Commissioners.  It  is  no  Court  of 
Appeal ;  it  is  the  Education  Depart- 
ment over  again  stating  their  own  case 
in  this  House ;  and  I  believe  I  am 
xepresenting  the  feeling  of  a  number  of 
people  when  I  say  that  it  is  a  perfect 
farce    for   these    Bills  to   be   brought 


before  the  House.  I  protest  against 
these  schemes  in  general,  and  this  one 
in  particular. 

Motion  made',  and  Question  proposed, 

*'That  an  hamble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  m>m  the  Scheme  for  the  Manage- 
ment of  the  Endowments  of  Blair's  Charity,  in 
the  paridi  of  Oalston ;  Mair's  Free  School,  in 
the  parish  of  Loudoun,  and  Brown  of  Water- 
haugh's  Oharitable  Foundation,  in  the  parishes 
of  Galston  and  Loudoun,  approved  by  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  (by  Act). and  now  lying 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  in  so  far  as  regar£ 
the  provisions  relating  to  Mair*8  Free  School,  in 
the  parish  of  Loudoun.'*— (ifr.  Hugh  RUiot.) 

*Mb.  JAMES  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow 
and  Aberdeen  Universities) :  I  hope, 
without  encroaching  too  much  upon  the 
time  of  the  House,  that  I  shall  be  able 
to  show  that/his  Scheme  is  not  open  to 
the  objections  which  my  hon.  Friend  has 
brought  against  it.  The  people  of  Dar^ 
vel,  whose  memorial  he  has  referred  to, 
cannot,  I  think,  have  known  what  the^ 
provisions  of  the  scheme  were,  or  they 
would  not  have  memorialized  as  they 
have  done.  I  must  say  that  the  trustees 
of  the  fund  have  never  shown  uncom- 
promising hostility  to  the  scheme.  On^ 
the  contrary,  they  have  shown  that  while > 
they  preferred  to  have  their  Trust  left  as 
it  was,  yet  they  were  ready  to  meet  the 
Commissioners  in  a  reasonable  way,  and 
suggest  amendments  of  the  scheme. 
Their  suggestions  were  considered,  and, 
to  a  certain  extent,  were  adopted.  And 
the  memorial  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  referred  was  drawn  up  at  a  time  when 
the  scheme  had  not  been  published  in 
its  final  form — the  memorial  being 
dated  Christmas,  1887,  and  the  scheme 
not  being  submitted  until  the  following 
year.  The  bequest  of  Mr.  Mair  was 
for  free  education,  but  only  to  a  limited 
extent.  His  intention  was  that  from  80 
to  100  children  only  should  receive  free 
primary  education.  The  school  has  been 
attended  by  about  120,  audit  was  stated 
in  evidence  to  the  Commissioners  that 
this  provision  of  free  education  in 
Darvel  was  rather  in  excess  of  the  re- 
quirements of  the  place.  In  proof  of 
that,  I  may  state  that  for  some  years 
past  there  has  been  no  selection  of 
applicants.  According  to  Mr.  Mair's 
instructions,  certain  classes  of  the  poor 
were  to  have  a  preference,  but  for  some 
time  past  ah  who  have  applied  have 
been  admitted.  It  must  also  be 
remembered    that   although  Mr.  Mair 
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ZULULAND— MR.  FANNIN. 

Mr.  WALTER  MCLAREN  (Cheshire. 
Crewe)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  Mr. 
Fannin,  one  of  the  three  members  of  the 
Special  Court  of  Inquiry  in  Zululand, 
has  had  any  legal  training  whatever ; 
and  whether  he  was  employed  as  a 
Government  surveyor  in  laying  off  the 
area  of  Zibebu's  location  in  1883  ? 

The  XJNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  Worms,  Liverpool,  Toxteth) : 
Mr.  Fannin  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  a  professional  lawyer,  but  he  has 
had  six  years'  experience  as  a  magis- 
trate and  administrator  of  native  law. 
He  was  employed  in  1883  as  stated  in 
the  hon.  Member's  question. 

ZIBEBU. 

Mr.  WALTER  MCLAREN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  officials  at  Etshowe  have 
refused  to  arrest  Zibebu,  who  is  now 
recovered  from  his  accident ;  and 
whether  the  Government  are  aware  that, 
while  Ndabuko  and  Dinuzulu  have 
throughout  been  kept  in  close  imprison- 
ment, Zibebu  has  been,  and  still  is,  left 
perfectly  free  to  ride  about  the  country, 
and  consort  with  the  officials  at  Etshowe 
as  a  favoured  person,  although  charged 
with  the  murder  of  the  Chief 
Msutshwana,  in  a  raid  which  the  Zulu 
Chiefs  now  on  trial  point  to  as  the  cause 
of  their  taking  up  arms  against  Zibebu  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  The  Governor, 
on  the  4th  of  February,  reported  that 
Zibebu  was  kept  in  arrest  at  Etshowe. 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  no  informa- 
tion confirmatory  of  the  suggestions 
contained  in  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion. 

IRELAND— EVICTIONS  IN  DONEGAL— 
THE  BATTERING  RAM. 
Mr.  HENRY  J.  WILSON  (Y^k,  W. 
R.  Holmfirth)  asked  the  Chief^ecre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  he  will  state  the  cost  of  the  battering 
ram  recently  obtained  from  Alexander 
Brown,  of  Derry,  by  the  Donegal  Con- 
stabulary ;  of  the  shields  made  at  Pat- 
terson's in  Derry ;  and  of  the  pickaxes 
and  other  eviction  apparatus  obtained 
at  Crockett's  in  that  city  ? 


Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddsn,  Uniyersity 
of  Dublin) :  There  would  appear  to  be 
some  inaccuracies  in  the  queetion  in  re- 
gard to  the  firms  from  whom  the  artielee 
were  obtained.  But  I  am  informed  that 
the  total  cost  of  the  articles  required 
was  £48  18s.  2^d. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wiah 
to  know  if  any  reply  has  been  sent  to- 
the  telegram  sent  yesterday  to  the  Iriah 
Office  by  certain  Members  of  Parliament 
who  had  been  visiting  the  scene  of  the 
evictions  at  Falcarragh ;  and,  who  asked 
to  be  permitted  to  inspect  the  battering 
ram,  in  order  to  see  that  full  valae 
was  given  for  the  money  expended  upon 
it? 

Mr.  madden  :  That  does  not  arise 
out  of  the  question  upon  the  paper ;  but 
I  have  no  information  upon  the  subject* 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  sexton  :  As  I  see  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
his  place  I  wish  to  put  a  question  to- 
him  which  the  Solicitor  General  for  Lre» 
land  was  unable  to  answer.  I  wish  to 
know  whether  any  reply  has  been  sent 
to  the  telegrams  of  certain  Members  of 
Parliament  requesting  pemussion  to  in- 
spect the  battering  ram  at  Falcarragh? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mancheeteihr, 
E.) :  I  did  receive  a  telegram,  but  I  did 
not  think  that  it  required  any  answer. 
It  was  not  in  the  terms  suggpested  hj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland^ 
Cockermouth) :  Will  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  give  instructions  to  enable 
Members  of  Parliament  to  see  this 
engine  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  kind  enough  to  allow  os- 
to  look  at  this  battering  ram  during  the 
holidays  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  objection  to  allow  hon* 
Members  to  see  it,  but  I  shonld  not  like- 
to  answer  the  question  off-hand. 

MITTGATIOK  OF  SENTENCE. 
Mr.  HENRY  PEASE  (York,  N.  R, 
Cleveland)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  if  he  had 
received  a  numerously  signed  petition, 
asking  for  a  mitigation  of  the  sentence 
passed  upon  James  Wotton,  of  Skeltm, 
in  Cleveland,  aged  about  16  years,  for 
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an  asaanlt  upon  a  girl  aged  13;  and 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  mitigate  hii 
term  of  imprisonmeDt  ? 

The  SEORETART  of  STATE  tor 
THR  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mi 
U&TTHETa,  Birmingham.  E.) :  Yea, 
Sir ;  I  have  received  such  a  petition 
I  have  examined  the  depositions  in  thii 
case,  and  am  unable  to  discorer  any 
grounds  which  would  jnatify  me  in 
advising  interference  with  the  sentenoe, 
which  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  too  severe. 

RAILWAY  RATES. 
Me.  TOMUNSON  (Preston)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  was  prepared  to  give  a  list 
of  railway  companies  to  which  an  ex- 
tension of  time  has  been  given  to  pat  in 
their  schedules  of  ntaximnm  rates,  with 
the  period  in  each  case  for  which  such 
extension  has  been  allowed  P 
•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bkach.  Bristol, 
W.):  Tea,  Sir;  I  will  lay  it  on  the 
Table. 

THE  WELSH  8DNDAY  CLOSING 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS  (Cardi- 
ganshire) asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
would  give  an  assurance  that  at  least 
one  member  of  the  Ro}[^  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  Welsh  Sunday 
Closing  Act,  as  well  as  the  secretary  to 
such  Commission,  should  be  persons 
conversant  with  the  Welsh  language? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  give  any  sach  definite  assu- 
rance. Acquaintance  with  the  Welsh 
language  is  no  doubt  desirable,  but 
does  not  appear  to  me  an  essential 
aooomplishmsnt  for  the  members  of  the 
Commission. 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON :  If  not  neces- 
sary, is  it  not  desirable  7 

Ma.  MATTHEWS  :  Probably  it  may 
be  desirable,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
it  will  be  done. 

WRITEBS  IN  THE  LIVEEPOOL 
CUSTOMS. 
Mb.  JOHN  KELLY  (CamberweU, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  a  petition  had  recently  been 
received  by  the  Treasury  for  the  writers 
in  the  Liverpool  Customs  asking  for  the 
application  in  their  case  of  the  special 
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rate  of  Is.  per  hour  instead  of  lOd.,  the 
present  rate;  whether  this  concession 
was  recommended  by  the  Liverpool 
Custom  Honse  Authorities ;  whether  th» 
petition  had  been  refused;  whether, 
since  it  was  presented,  steps  had  been 
taken  to  withdraw  the  writers  from  th» 
more  important  seats  at  Liverpool,  and 
in  one  cose  a  writer  of  16  years'  eervio* 
had  been  superseded  by  a  clerk  with  10 
years'  less  service ;  and  whether  th» 
Treasury  would  re-oonsider  the  cloima 
advanced  in  the  cases  of  all  the  appli< 
cants  of  long  and  approved  service  ? 
•The  SEOBETAHY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  J.  L.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.): 
The  matter  is  under  consideration,  but 
I  prefer  not  to  enter  into  details. 

MEBTHYR  TYDVIL  COUNTY  COURT. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Uerthy 
Tydvil)  asked  the  First  Oommisaioaer 
of  Works  if  he  was  aware  of  the  great 
pecuniary  loss  suffered  by  suitors,  and 
the  inconvenience  caused  to  Judge, 
Registrar,  and  legal  profession,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  deficient  public  aooom- 
modation  for  the  transaction  of  County 
Court  business  at  Merthyr  Tydvil  ; 
whether  he  had  received  a  copy  of 
resolutions,  passed  unanimously  at  a 
public  meeting  held  at  Merthyr  on  '20tfa 
March  last,  presided  over  by  the  High 
Constable,  and  at  which  the  Registrar 
was  present,  condemning  the  inadequacy 
of  the  County  Court  accommodation  in 
that  town ;  whether  he  had  received  a 
memorial  bearing  on  the  same  matter 
from  the  Merthyr  Chamber  of  Trade  ; 
whether  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  the  strong  opinion  expressed  by 
Judge  Williams  on  the  subject  whilo 
sitting  in  the  place  now  used  for  the 
transaction  of  County  Court  businesa 
(as  reported  in  the  Utrthyr  Expmt 
newspaper) ;  and,  whether  he  could  give 
an  assurance  that  a  suitable  hall  and 
offices  would  be  provided  for  the  Judge 
and  Registrar  to  fulfil  their  respective 
dudes,  as  has  been  provided  in  other 
towns  of  less  importance  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plotiket,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  As  to  the  (our  first  paragraphs 
of  the  hon.  Member's  question,  I  am 
aware  that  complaints  have  been  made 
of  the  deficient  accommodation  for  the 
public  in  Merthyr  Tydvil.  I  have  re- 
ceived various  communications  on  the 
subject,  and  the  matter  is  now  under 
X  2 
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the  consideration  of  the  Gk)vemment.  I 
may,  however,  point  out  that  for  many 
years  it  has  not  been  the  policy  of  the 
Oovemment  to  supply  special  buildings 
ior  County  Courts,  but  that  advantage 
is  taken  of  such  public  buildings  as 
•exist  in  a  town.  This  we  are  entitled 
to  do  under  the  County  Court  Acts  of 
1851  and  1888. 

Mk.  D.  a.  THOMAS  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  aware  that  in  Merthyr 
Tydvil  there  is  no  public  building  suit- 
able for  the  purpose  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  have  said  that 
the  matter  is  imder  consideration.  If 
there  is  no  public  building  in  the  town 
to  a  certain  extent,  it  would  be  our  duty 
to  provide  accommodation. 

THE  LOSS  OF  THE  SULTAN, 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Oreen, 
S.W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  he  would  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  notes  of  the  evidence  given  at 
the  recent  court  martial  on  Captain 
Hice,  in  connection  with  the  loss  of  the 
Sultan  \  and  whether  the  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty  had  telegraphed  to  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh,  requesting  him  to 
return  from  Malta  to  England  overland, 
in  order  that  a  Court  of  Inquiry  respect- 
ing the  salvage  operations  after  the 
SuUan  was  stranded  might  be  opened 
as  soon  as  possible  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  AD- 
MIRALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  I  do  not  propose  to  de- 
part from  the  usual  procedure  by  laying 
the  minutes  of  the  recent  Sultan  court 
martial  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  The 
statement  referred  to  in  the  latter  part 
of  the  question  is  quite  unfounded. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  May  I  ask 
the  noble  Lord  whether,  if  I  move  for 
the  evidence  given  at  the  court  martial, 
he  will  oppose  the  Motion  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Certainly. 

THE  CONVICT  ELIZABETH  NUTT. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  sentence  of  five  years'  penal  ser- 
vitude passed  upon  Elizabeth  Nutt  as 
an  accomplice  after  the  fact  in  the  crime 
of  John  Withey ;  and  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  woman's  age  and  other 
circumstances,  especially  that  she  ap- 
parently acted  from  no  corrupt  or 
interested  motive    in  trying  to  screen 
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the  criminal,  he  will  take  the  case  into 
his  favourable  consideration  with  a  view 
to  a  material  reduction  of  the  sentence  ? 
Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Yee,  Sir.  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  this  case. 
The  woman  Nutt  did  her  best  to  screen 
a  cruel  murder  and  prevent  detection, 
and  it  is  much  too  soon  to  take  her  sen- 
tence into  consideration. 

IRELAND  —  RESIDENT  MA^GISTRATES. 

Mr.  CHANNINQ  (Northampton- 
shire, E.)  asked  the  Chief  Seoretaiy  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whetiier 
a  new  rule  had  been  made  that  Resident 
Magistrates  were  only  to  remain  for 
five  years  at  one  station  ;  whether  this 
rule  would  be  applied  universally ;  and, 
if  not,  on  what  grounds  exceptions 
would  be  made ;  how  many  magieftrates 
had  served  for  more  than  five  years  at 
one  station,  and  had  not  been  removed ; 
and  how  many,  under  the  same  circum- 
stances, had  been  removed  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  There  is  no  rale 
which  implies  that  Resident  Magistrates 
are  to  remain  for  any  fixed  period  atone 
station.  But  the  fact  of  a  Resident 
Magistrate  having  been  more  than 
five  years  at  one  station  renders  his  case 
liable  for  consideration  for  transfer. 

Mr.  CHANNING:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  not  answered 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  question. 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  already 
stated  that  there  is  no  rule  of  the  kind. 
I  have  not  yet  had  time  to  obtain  special 
information ;  but  if,  after  my  statement 
that  there  is  no  such  rule  the  hon. 
Member  asks  for  further  information,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  get  it. 

SCARLATINA 

Mr.  FOLEY  (Galway,  Oonnemara) 
asked  the  Solicitor  General  for  Irelana 
whether  the  Inspector  of  National 
Schools  in  the  district  of  Roundstone 
had  reported  to  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  the  severe  outbreak 
of  scarlatina  from  which  the  school 
children  of  that  district  were  now  suffer- 
ing ;  and  if  any  steps  would  be  taken  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  autho- 
rise the  Clifden  Board  of  Ghiardians  to 
import  pure  lime  from  the  Amn 
Islands  to  be  distributed  amongst  the 
poor  for  the  purpose  of  disinfecting 
their  dwellings? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Commissionen 
of  National  Education  report  that  they 
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understand  that  there  have  been  some 
cases  of  scarlatina  in  some  of  the 
villages  in  the  district  of  Eoundstone. 
The  Local  Government  Board  have  up 
to  the  present  not  received  any  notifica- 
tion in  the  matter ;  but  will  make 
inquiry.  The  Guardians  of  the  Union, 
however,  have,  as  the  sanitary  authority, 
full  power  in  themselves  to  have  houses 
disinfected,  and  to  obtain  lime  for  the 
purpose  from  any  place  which  the 
necessities  of  the  case  may  require. 

RATHMORE  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

ALLEGED    EXCESSIVE    SENTENCE. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork.  N.)  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether 
he  was  aware  that  at  Hathmore,  County 
Kerry,  Petty  Sessions,  on  Thursday, 
11th  instant,  before  Mr.  Leonard,  J.F., 
who  was  agent  to  the  Kenmare  Estate, 
and  Mr.  M'Dermott,  B.M.,  two  men, 
Daniel  O'Keefe  and  John  Moynihan, 
were  charged  **  with  forming  part  of  a 
disorderly  crowd  and  cheering  the  Flan 
of  Campaign,"  and  were  sent  to  gaol 
for  six  months  in  default  of  giving  bail; 
was  there  any  evidence  of  disorder  other 
than  cheering  as  above  mentioned  ;  had 
his  attention  been  called  to  the  evidence 
of  the  two  police  witnesses,  to  the  effect 
that  the  defendants  called  for  '*  cheers 
for  the  Flan  of  Campaign  and  William 
O'Brien,''  and  to  the  evidence  of  the 
witnesses  for  the  defendants  to  the  effect 
that  these  men  were  members  of  the 
Bathmore  Football  Club,  calling  them- 
selves ''  Blackwater  Campaigners,"  and 
that  having  won  a  football  match  there 
were  cheers  called  for  and  given  for 
the  **  Black  wall  Campaigners";  and, 
whether,  taking  the  circumstances  into 
account,  he  would  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  the  case,  with  a  view 
to  the  remission  or  reduction  of  this 
sentence  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  This  question  has 
been  put  down  upon  the  Faper  without 
sufficient  notice.  I  must  request,  there- 
fore, that  it  be  postponed. 

Ms.  SEXTON :  Is  it  not  possible  to 
communicate  by  telegraph  ?  This  man 
has  been  sent  to  prison  for  six  months 
for  simply  cheering  on  his  return  from 
a  football  match,  and  am  I  to  under- 
stand   

Mb.  MADDEN :  With  every  assist- 
ance of  the  telegraph  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  to  obtain  information  in 
detail  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  within  a 


short  time.  It  is  a  matter  over  which  I 
have  no  control. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Then,  in  the  course 
of  the  next  fortnight,  will  nothing  be 
done  to  reverse  the  extraordinary  judg- 
ment in  this  case  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  As  no  information 
has  yet  been  received,  I  cannot  answer 
the  question. 

LORD    ASHBOURNE'S    ACT. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
was  aware  that  after  Mr.  John  Heaney, 
a  tenant  on  the  estate  of  Lord  Lurgan, 
had  signed  an  agreement  for  purchase 
under  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act,  Lord 
Lurgan  proceeded  against  him  for 
arrears  of  rent,  and  obtained  a  decree 
from  Judge  Kisbey  at  Lurgan ;  that  Mr. 
Heaney  appealed  from  this  decision, 
and  got  the  decree  altered  by  reduction 
of  the  amount  in  the  Superior  Court, 
but  that  Lord  Lurgan  proceeded  to 
evict  the  tenant  under  the  original 
County  Court  decree  which  the  learned 
Baron  had  set  aside  on  appeal ;  and 
that  Mr.  John  Heaney  resisted  the  exe- 
cution of  the  decree  appealed  against 
and  set  aside  by  Superior  Court;  whether 
the  County  Court  Judge,  Mr.  Kisbey, 
whose  decree  was  set  aside, sentenced  Mr. 
Heaney,  and  others  found  in  his  house, 
to  a  term  of  imprisonment,  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Frocedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  for  resisting  the  decree  set  aside ; 
and  if  the  Government  would  consider 
whether,  under  the  circumstances,  they 
would  terminate  the  imprisonment  of 
the  tenant  and  others  sentenced  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  In  this  case,  also 
the  Notice  of  the  question  given  has 
been  insufficient.  It  has  been  absolutely 
impossible  to  obtain  in  a  satisfactory 
manner  the  information  necessary  to 
enable  me  to  answer  the  question. 

THE  LEICESTER  TEMPERANCE 
SOCIETY     AND     THE    INCOME    TAX. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  a 
memorial  addressed  by  the  Leicester 
Temperance  and  General  Fermanent 
Builaing  Society,  in  January  last,  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Bevenue; 
whether  he  was  aware  that,  while  95 
per  cent  of  the  members  of  this  society 
were  in  humble  circumstances  and  not 
liable  to  income  tax,  the  Board  of  Inland 
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Serenue  insist  either  on  charging  the 
tax,  in  order  to  return  it,  or  on  making 
the  society  collect  the  tax  from  the  five 
per  cent  of  members  who  were  liable ; 
whether  he  had  considered  the  amount 
of  trouble,  expense,  and  friction  that 
must  be  caused  in  either  case  to  a 
society  promotive  of  thrift  among  the 
poor;  and  whether,  in  view  of  his 
statement  in  the  analogous  case  of  co- 
operative stores,  that,  *^  when  the  share- 
holders in  any  such  stores  are  notoriously 
all,  or  almost  all,  persons  of  an  income 
less  than  £150,  it  would  not  only  not  be 
a  gain,  but  would  be  a  positive  loss  to 
the  Bevenue  to  levy  a  tax  nearly  all  of 
which  has  to  be  returned,"  he  would 
cause  the  memorial  of  the  Leicester 
Society  to  be  re-considered,  with  a  view 
to  a  more  favourable  answer  than  had 
yet  been  received  ? 

♦Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's 
Hanover  Square) :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Oentleman  to  give  me  time  to  obtain 
information  upon  the  matter,  so  as  to 
enable  me  to  answer  the  question. 
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SUGAR    BOUNTIES. 

Mr.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  if,  where  Foreign 
Governments  give  bounties  on  the  export 
of  sugar,  the  article  has  at  some  point 
in  its  passage  from  the  fields  to  the  port 
of  shipment  paid  Excise  Duty ;  and,  if 
80,  is  the  bounty  a  drawback  on  its  leav- 
ing the  country  of  origin,  or  does  the 
bounty  exceed  in  amount  the  sum  which 
the  owner  is  out  of  pocket ;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  percentage  of  excess,  and 
does  it  arise  from  new  processes  in  sugar 
refining  since  the  Excise  Duties  were 
originally  fixed  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  I  have  to  say  that 
one  form  of  bounty  is  the  repayment  of 
duty  on  the  exportotion  of  sugar  in  the 
nature  of  drawback.  The  other  is  the 
bonification  of  the  actual  duty  paid, 
plus  the  amount  which  has  not  been 
paid  by  the  exporter,  but  which  is  cal- 
culated on  the  difference  between  the 
actual  and  the  legal  yield  of  beet.  The 
percentage  of  excess  of  the  actual  over 
the  legal  yield  varies  in  different  coun- 
tries and  in  different  circumstances,  and 
may,  in  part,  arise  from  new  processes 
in  sugar  refining. 

Mr,  PietoH 


Mr.    D.    a.   TH0MAJ3    asked    the 

First  Commissioner  of  Works  whether 
the  practice  atfd  rule  of  the  Ordinance 
Survey  Department  was  to  survey  dis- 
tricts with  a  town  population  of  not  less 
than  4,000  on  l^e  1-500  scale ;  whether 
he  was  aware  that  the  Mountain  Ash 
Local  Board  district,  now  containing  a 
town  population  of  over  12,000,  had 
only  been  surveyed  on  the  1-2,500 
scale ;  and  if  he  could  state  when  the 
survey  of  that  district  upon  the  larger 
scale  would  be  undertaken  ? 

Mr.  PLUNECET  :  The  question  only 
appeared  on  the  paper  this  mornings 
and  I  have  not  had  time  to  obtain  in- 
formation. If  tie  hon.  Member  wOl 
be  good  enoueh  to  repeat  the  question 
after  the  holidays  I  shall  be  glad  to 
answer  it. 

IRELAND— THE  COMMISSION  ON 
PRISON  RULE9. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford 
Central)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland  whether  he 
will  state  the  terms  of  the  reference  to 
the  Royal  Commission  on  the  subject  of 
the  Prison  Rules  ? 

Mr.  sexton  also  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  if  he  would  name  the  fifth 
Member  of  the  Prison  Treatment  Com- 
mission, and  state  precisely  the  terms  of 
the  instructions  to  the  Commission,  and 
indicate  its  procedure,  as  to  time  and 
place  of  sittings,  and  examination  of 
witnesses? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  he  pro- 
posed to  lay  on  the  Table,  and  to  oiroa- 
late  at  once,  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Lord 
Aberdare,  stating  the  terms  of  reference 
to  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  subject 
of  prison  rules.  Besides  Lord  Aberdare, 
he  had  asked  Mr.  William  Wyatt,  the 
well-known  Essex  magistrate,  to  join 
the  Commission.  He  believed  the  names 
of  Lord  Aberdare  and  Mr.  Wyatt  were 
well  calculated  to  command  confidence 
in  Ireland  and  Scotland,  and  also  to 
give  effect  to  the  wish  that  the  Oom 
mission  should  be,  as  far  as  possible* 
removed  from  the  domain  of  contro- 
versial politics.  % 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  Mr.  Wyatt  a 
gentleman  in  whom  the  people  of  Ire- 
land will  have  confidence  ?  I  certainly 
never  heard  of  him  before. 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUH:  If  we  had 
chosen  aome  well-kxiown  public  man 
who  had  been  actiyely  engaged  in  oon- 
troyersy,  the  conditions  under  which  the 
Oommission  was  to  be  appointed  would 
hardly  have  been  fulfilled. 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE,  1889. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  TManchester,  N.) 
aaked  the  Vice  Presiaent  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  whether 
he  would  publish  the  instructions  to  the 
inspectors  before  asking  the  House  to 
pass  the  New  Code  ? 
♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on  EDU- 
CATION  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  lient, 
Dartford) :  I  can  only  repeat  the  reply 
which  I  gave  a  few  days  ago  to  the  hon. 
Oentieman's  colleague,  that  I  hare  con- 
sidered the  subject  with  great  care,  and 
'See  no  reason  to  depart  from  what  has 
been  the  uniform  practice  of  the  De- 
partment on  previous  occasions,  to  sub- 
mit the  Code  for  the  consideration  of 
Parliament,  and  when  it  has  passed  to 
frame  the  instructions  upon  it. 

LAKE  NYA88A. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
4UBked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  had  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  truth  of  a  Heuter's 
telegram  from  Lisbon,  which  asserted 
that,  as  the  result  of  Lieutenant  Cardosa's 
mission,  nine  Native  chief  s*^on  the  banks 
of  Lake  Nyassa  had  placed  themselves 
under  Portuguese  protection ;  and,  if  it 
be  true,  whether  the  Government  had 
taken  steps  to  protest  against  the  ex- 
tension of  the  Portuguese  sphere  of 
inflaeuce  towards  the  centre  of  Africa 
over  regions  discovered  and  opened  up 
by  British  enterprixe  ? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
also  asked  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
Lieutenant  Cardosa's  expedition  had 
returned  to  Quilimane  from  Lake 
Nyassa;  whether  it  was  a  fast,  as 
officially  announced  in  Lisbon,  that  nine 
native  chiefs  on  the  shores  of  Lake 
Nyassa  had  placed  thems^ves  under 
Portuguese  rule;  and  whether  Her 
Maiesl^'s  Government  would  continue 
to  aechne  to  recoffnize  any  such  assump- 
tion of  territorial  sovereignty  by  Por- 
tugal beyond  thB  Buo  River  or  in  the 
region  of  Lake  Nyassa  ? 
♦The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
J3TATB    TOR    FOREION    AFFAIRS 


(Sir  J.  Ferousson,  Manchester,  N.W.) : 
We  have  no  official  information  to  the 
effect  stated.  I  cannot  add  anything  to 
the  statements  I  have  already  made  of 
the  attitude  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  in  regard  to  British  interests  in 
the  Nyassa  region. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  the  earliest  opportunity 
I  will  call  attention  to  the  subject. 

IRELAND— FATHER  M'FADDEN. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
during  the  month  of  March  two  tele- 
grams were  addressed  to  Father 
M'Fadden  while  he  was  in  the  custody 
of  the  Government;  whether  one  of 
these  telegrams  was  from  Father 
Collins,  P.r.,  Bathmallan,  and  written 
in  the  Latin  language,  and  the  other 
from  Father  O^Donnell,  C.C,  Bath- 
muUan,  and  written  in  the  Irish 
language ;  and  whether  these  telegrams 
were  delivered  to  Father  M'Fadden; 
and,  if  not,  why  they  were  retained  by 
the  officials  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
received  the  information  that  will  enable 
me  to  aoswer  the  question.  I  may  add 
that  there  are  three  or  four  questions 
which  only  appeared  on  the  Paper 
to-day. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Is  it  possible 
to  obtain  the  information  before  the 
close  of  the  proceedings  to-day  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  is  possible. 
I  have  telegraphed  to  Dublin  for  infor-r 
mation  in  all  these  cases;  but  I  have 
not  yet  received  it. 

EVICTED  FARMS. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  8.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  was  aware  that 
Patrick  Donovan,  of  Castieventry,  Boss- 
carberry,  county  Cork,  was  recently 
evicted  from  his  farm;  that  since 
Donovan's  eviction  the  farm  had  been 
in  charge  of  an  emergency  man  guarded 
by  two  policemen  ;  that  on  the  morning 
of  Tuesday,  the  2nd  instant  the 
emergency  man  in  charge  left  Donovan's 
farm  with  his  police  guard;  that  the 
latter  returned  that  evening  without  the 
emergency  man,  or  any  substitute  for 
him,  and  took  sole  charge  of  farm  till 
the  night  of  Thursday,  the  4th  instant, 
when  they  were  relieved  by  two  other 
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policemen,  who  then  remained  in  sole 
charge  till  the  night  of  Friday,  the  5th 
instant,  when  an  emereencj  -  man, 
guarded  as  before  by  two  poucemen,  was 
again  placed  in  charge  of  farm ;  whether 
it  was  the  custom  to  allow  policemen  to 
take  sole  charge  of  evicted  farms  as  in 
this  case;  and  whether  he  would  in- 
quire into  the  matter ;  and,  if  he  finds 
the  facts  are  as  above  stated,  he  will 
give  directions  that  policemen  shall  not 
in  future  be  so  employed  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  answer 
to  this  question  must  also  remain  over. 

SMALL-POX  AT  SHEFFIELD. 

Mr.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment  Board  if,  in  view  of  the  gpreat 
importance  of  the  subject  treated  of, 
the  Government  would  furnish  a  oopv 
of  Dr.  Barry's  Report  on  the  outbreaK 
of  small-pox  at  Sheffield  to  the  Medical 
Officers  of  Health  throughout  the 
country  ? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchib, 
Tower  fi  amlets,  St.  George's,  East) : 
The  Board  cannot  undertake  to  supply 
all  the  Medical  Officers  of  Healh 
throughout  the  country  with  copies  of 
the  Report  referred  to  ;  but  they  are  in 
communication  with  the  Treasury  with  a 
view  to  a  number  of  copies  being  placed 
at  the  Board's  disposal  for  the  purpose 
of  distributing  them  among  those  per- 
sons who  have  rendered  assistance  in 
the  inquiry,  or  to  whom  the  Report  will 
be  of  chief  value. 

RIOTING  IN  BRITISH  GUIANA. 

Sir  GEORGE  BADEN- POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under 
oecret€iry  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  could  g^ve  any  further  in- 
formation as  to  the  reported  rioting  in 
Georgetown,  British  Guiana;  and 
whether  there  were  at  the  time  any 
Imperial  troops  stationed  in  the  colony ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  state  why  the 
troops  were  not  called  out  when  the 
police  were  unable  to  cope  with  the 
rioters  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS:  Rioting 
occurred  in  Georgetown  on  the  1 9th  ana 
20th  of  March ;  it  seems  to  have  arisen 
out  of  an  assault  by  a  Portuguese  upon 
a  negro  boy,  and  an  unfounded  report 
that  the  boy  had  been  killed.  A  mob 
of  negroes   attacked    the    Portuguese 
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and  broke  into  and  plundered  their 
shops  and  stores.  Special  constables 
were  sworn  in,  and  a  company  of  volua* 
teers  were  called  in  to  assist  the  police, 
but  the  riot  was  not  quelled  until  the 
Governor  authorized  the  magistrates  to 
order  the  police  to  fire  upon  persons 
found  breaking  into  or  plundering^ 
houses  or  shops.  No  firing  actually 
took  place.  One  life  was  lost  from  a 
bayonet  wound,  and  many  of  the  police 
and  special  constables  ana  of  the  rioters 
were  injured.  There  are  Imperial 
troops  in  the  colony;  but  it  was  not 
foimd  necessary  to  call  them  out.  The 
police,  with  the  aid  of  the  special  con- 
stables and  volunteers,  succeeded  in 
coping  with  the  rioters. 

IRELAND-RATHMORE  PETTY 
SESSIONS. 
Mr.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  was  aware  that 
Mr.  Maurice  Leonard,  J.P.,  who,  at 
Rathmore  (county  Kerry)  Petty  Sessions 
on  Thursday  last  sentenced  a  man  to  six 
mouths'  imprisonment  for  cheering  MEr. 
William  O'Brien,  M.P.,  as  Agent  for 
the  Kenmare  Estate,  g&ve  evidence 
against  Mr.  O'Brien  at  Tralee  the  daj^ 
before,  and  announced  the  refusal  of 
the  Trustees  of  the  Kenmare  Estate  to 
accept  the  arbitration  of  the  Ooun^ 
Court  Judge;  and  whether  he  would 
take  steps  to  prevent  magistrates  from 
adjudicating  on  matters  in  which  they^ 
have  a  direct  personal  interest,  and 
which  are  connected  with  the  estates 
imder  their  control  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
yet  received  information. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Is  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware,  without  theneeeesity 
for  an  application  to  Ireland,  whether 
this  Gentleman  is  agent  for  the  Ken* 
mare  Estate,  or  not,  and  whether  he 
ought  to  have  adjudicated  in  sudh  a 
case? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  should  not 
like  to  answer  an  abstract  question  ia 
the  absence  of  specific  information  frojsk 
Ireland. 

TREATMENT  OF  MR.  W.  O'BRIEN  M.P^ 

Mb.  ORILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenaat 
of  Ireland  if  he  would  see  that  the- 
Report  and  Evidence  in  the  ease  of  the 
inquiry  into    the     treatment    of   Mr*. 


618 


Bayal 


{Apbil  16,  1889} 


Grants. 


614 


William  0*Brien,  M.P.,  in  Olonmel 
Prison,  was  ciioolated  without  delay. 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Report 
and  Evidence  in  the  case  of  the  inquiry 
into  the  prison  treatment  of  Mr. 
William  O'Brien,  M.P.,  was  laid  upon 
the  Table  yesterday,  and,  I  have  no 
doubt,  will  be  circulated  forthwith  by 
the  Stationery  Department,  with  whom 
the  matter  rests. 

THE  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT  IN 

WEL8H. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  what  was  the  reason 
for  the  long  delay  in  the  publication  of 
the  Welsh  version  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  Welsh  transla- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  Act  is 
complete,  and  the  whole  of  it  is  in  type, 
and  the  proofs  are  with  the  translator 
for  revision.  I  will  press  for  the  revision 
being  proceeded  with  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible. The  delay  in  the  publication  pro  - 
bably  arises  from  the  difficulty  of  print- 
|ng  the  Welsh  language. 

IRELAND— FAIR  RENTS. 

Mb.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  hold  out  any  hope 
to  the  tenant  farmers  of  County  Louth 
that  a  Court  to  fix  fair  rents  will  be  held 
in  Dundalk  at  an  early  date  ? 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
information. 

PRISON  LABOUR. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
what  was  the  general  effect  of  the  deci- 
sion of  the  IriuL  Prisons  Board  upon  the 
case  referred  to  them  at  the  instance  of 
Mr.  Sheehy  with  regard  to  prison 
labour? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  sugges- 
tion contained  in  the  question  on  the 
Paper  is  of  so  vague  a  character  that  I 
do  not  know  what  answer  to  make.  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  supplement 
the  question  by  an  explanation  ? 

Mb.  sexton  :  Two  versions  have 
appeared  in  the  Ptess,  one  of  which  is 
that  the  Prisons  Board  have  decided  that 
a  prisoner  who  pays  for  his  diet  is  not 
liable  to  prison  labour,  and  the  other  is 
that  he  is  not  liable  to  perform  manual 
offices. 


♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  is  a 
provision  in  the  prison  regulations  by 
which  a  prisoner  on  paying  for  his  diet 
escapes  certain  work. 

Mjt.  SEXTON:  Does  the  exemption 
refer  to  all  nrison  labour  ? 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  beHef  is 
that  it  applies  to  all  prison  labour^ 
excepting  of  course  the  cases  of  those 
who  are  sentenced  to  hard  labour. 

Mb.  J.   O'CONNOR :   Is  it  optional 
with  a  prisoner  or  not  ? 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  understand 
so. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  WiU  all  prisoner* 
who  have  not  been  sentenced  to  hard 
labour  have  the  advantage  of  the  rule  ? 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  nothinj^ 
further  to  say  than  was  conveyed  in  the 
answer  I  gave  last  week. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  But  that  has  not 
reached  the  prisoners. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
Have  the  prisoners  who  are  in  prison 
in  Belfast  Gaol  for  disgraceful  frauds, 
and  who  are  said  to  be  walking  about  the 
prison  in  tall  silk  hats  and  long  coats, 
the  advantage  of  this  rule  ? 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  know 
nothing  about  that. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Is  it  not  a  standing  . 
regulation  of  the  Prisons  Board  that  all 
the  niles  shall  be  hung  up  in  the  cells  ? 

No  answer.' 

MR.  CAREW,  M.P. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  had  observed  the  report 
published  in  the  Belfast  Morning  JSTsws 
of  the  12th  instant,  as  to  the  state  of 
health  of  Mr.  Carew,  M.P.,  in  Belfast 
Gaol;  and  whether  he  had  any  com- 
munication to  make  to  the  House  on  the- 
subject  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Surgeon 
of  the  Prison  reports  that  there  is  no- 
thing in  Mr.  Oarew's  condition  of 
health  to  cause  anxiety. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  it  intended  that 
Mr.    Oarew    shall   serve    out  his    full 
sentence  i 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  suppose  so.. 

ROYAL  GRANTS. 

Mb.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON 
(Dundee)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the- 
Treasury  when  he  will  state  the  terms 
of  the  proposed  reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Koyal*  Grants  ? 
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♦The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  informed  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  on  the  18th  of  March, 
that  I  did  not  think  it  possible  or  desir- 
able to  place  on  the  Paper  the  terms  of 
the  reference  to  the  Committee  antil  I 
saw  some  chance  of  being  able  to  pro- 
ceed with  it.  I  must  add  it  is  not  a 
matter  of  urgency,  as  there  is  no  imme- 
diate intention  to  apply  to  the  House 
for  a  grant  which  woidd  come  within 
the  definition  given  by  the  right  bon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian ;  but  as  soon 
as  I  have  any  reasonable  hope  of  being 
able  to  proceed  with  the  Motion,  which 
I  understand,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  intends  to  oppose,  I  will  not 
only  put  it  on  the  Paper,  but  I  will  also 
give  him  full  notice  personally  of  the 
terms  of  such  reference. 


SHIPS  WITHOUT  GUNS. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  On  behalf  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
dork  (Dr.  Tanneb),  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  liord  of  the  Admiralty  if  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  Howe  and  OalaUa  at  Ports- 
mouth, the  Australia  and  NarciMM  at 
Clhatham,  and  the  Aurora  at  Devonport 
.are  lying  by,  being  unprovided  with 
^ns? 

An  hon.  Meicbbb  :  Before  the  noble 
Lord  replies  to  the  question,  may  I  ask 
jou,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  it  is  in  order  for 
an  hon.  Member  to  put  down  questions 
on  the  Paper  time  after  time,  and  not 
take  the  trouble  to  attend  here  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  them  ? 

*Mb.  speaker  :  As  a  point  of  order 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  entitled  to  put  a 
question  which  stands  in  the  name  of 
another  hon.  Member,  but  it  is  only  re- 
spectful to  the  House  that  the  hon. 
<lentlemau  who  g^ves  notice  of  a  ques- 
tion should  attend  here  and  put  it, 
unless  he  is  unavoidably  prevented  from 
4oing  so. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  My  hon.  Friend  is 
unavoidably  absent. 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON:  As  the  Return 
moved  for  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  East  Marylebone  will 
shortly  be  issued,  I  will  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  wait  for  this  Return,  which 
will  g^ve  fuller  particulars  as  to  the 
subject  generally  than  I  can  compress 
into  an  answer  to  his  question.  The 
4ates  on  which  it  is  anticipated  that  the 
War    Office   will  have  completed    the 


necessary  proofs  of  the  guns  for  the 
ships  named  in  the  question  are  respeo- 
tively  80th  June,  Slst  August,  Slit  itaj, 
20th  June,  diet  October  of  the  pretent 
year. 

HAULBOWLINE  DOCKYARIX 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (for  Dr.  Taithse} 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admixaltiy 
whether  any  steps  were  being,  or  would 
be,  taken  to  create  and  organize  the 
necessary  dockyard  staff  at  Haulbow- 
line ;  and  whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Admiralty  to  import  or  to  employ 
local  skilled  artificers? 

Lord  O.  HAMILTON :  As  I  have 
frequently  stated  before,  the  Admiral^ 
do  not  intend  to  set  up  a  large  dockyard 
establishment  at  Haulbowline.  Mea- 
sures will  be  taken  to  provide  a  staff 
sufficient  for  any  casual  work  that  from 
time  to  time  the  wants  of  the  senrice  or 
^e  facilities  of  the  locality  may  require 
to  be  undertaken  there. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Has  the  money 
voted  last  year  for  the  purohaae  m, 
machinery  at  these  docks  been  es- 
pended,  and  if  so,  what  use  is  to  be 
made  of  it  ? 

Lord  O.  HAMILTON:  I  cannot 
answer  the  question  oflfhand,  but  I 
imagine  that  the  principal  part  of  the 
money  has  been  expended. 

IRELAND— CHARGES  AGAINST  A 
JUSTICE  OF  THE  PEACE. 

Ma.  MATTHEW  KENNY  CTyrone^ 
Mid)  asked  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  if  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  been  called  to  charges 
against  Mr.  Samuel  M'Keown,  a  Justice 
of  the  Peace  for  County  Tyrone ;  if  he  if 
aware  that  Mr.  M'Keown,  on  Saturday, 
12th  Februaj^,  1889,  endeavoured  to 
compel  the  Head  Constable  of  Omaffli 
to  liberate  one  Anderson,  who  was  im 
custody  on  a  charge  of  being  drunk 
while  in  charge  of  a  horse  and  oart; 
that  upon  the  refusal  of  the  Head  Chm- 
stable  to  comply,  Mr.  M'Keown  asked 
Mr.  Devlin,  J.P.,  to  accompany  him  to 
the  police  barracks  for  the  purpoae  of 
securing  Anderson's  liberation;  and 
that  Mr.  Devlin,  upon  ascertaining  the 
facts  of  the  case,  aeclined  to  interfere; 
if  the  District  Inspector  was  snbee 
quently  appealed  to,  who  also  deolined 
to  release  Anderson ;  if  the  police  hsve 
been  questioned  as  to  the  state  Ibw 
M*Keown  was  in  at  the  time  of  tUi 


«17 


Ireland^2%4 


(Apbil  16,  1889}         CoMtable  Lm^hy  Tax.       618 


occurrence ;  if  other  complaints  have 
been  addressed  from  time  to  time  to  the 
Ijord  Chancellor  against  Mr.  M'Keown ; 
and  if  a  full  inquiry  will  be  made  into 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  understand  that  a 
complaint  of  the  nature  indicated  in  the 
first  part  of  the  question  was  made  to 
the  Liord  Chancellor  against  Mr. 
M'Keown,  J.P.,  and  his  Lordship  at 
once  called  upon  him  for  an  explanation, 
and  he  has  nut  acted  at  Petty  Sessions 
pending  the  result  of  the  correspon- 
dence. His  Lordship  also  made  inquiries 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
the  matter  is  now  under  his  considera- 
tion. No  other  complaint  was  made  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  against  Mr. 
M'Keown,  except  the  one  referred  to  on 
a  former  occasion  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  puts  this  question. 

EDUCATION— SCHOOL  INSTRUCTION 
IN  THRIFT  AND  INSURANCE. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  (Bucks,  N.)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  if  his  attention 
had  been  drawn  to  the  paragraph  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
National  Provident  Insurance  (August 
18t»7),  in  which  they  record  their  opinion 
that  instruction  in  sound  principles  of 
thrift  and  insurance  sliould  form  part 
of  the  education  now  made  compulsory 
by  the  Legislature  ;  that  an  elementary 
text  book  m  the  principles  of  provident 
insurance  (such  as  is  recommended  by 
Mr.  Sutton  in  1 885  and  Mr.  H.  S.  Tre- 
menheere  in  1887)  might  be  comprised 
in  a  few  pages,  introduced  by  the  Edu- 
cation Department  into  the  routine  of 
elementary  schools ;  and,  by  sapping  the 
the  evils  of  improvidence  and  imprudent 
investment,  prove  of  infinite  advantage 
to  the  whole  mass  of  the  population; 
and  if  the  Education  Department  had 
taken,  or  would  take,  any  steps  for  liv- 
ing effect  to  these  recommendations  ? 

♦Sib  W.  hart  DYKE :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  paragraph  in 
question,  and  the  Department  have  long 
since  anticipated  one  of  the  suggestions 
by  recommending  the  establishment  of 
school  savings  banks  wherever  possible. 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  existence  of  any 
text  book  on  the  subject  that  usefully 
fulfils  the  conditions  of  a  school  reading 
book,  but  if  such  a  book  were  produced 
the  Department  would  place  no  difficulty 
in  the   way  of  its  adoption  by  school 


managers  in  lieu  of  one  of  the  ordinary 
reading  books. 

IRELAND— THE  CONSTABLE  LEAHY 

TAX. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  On  behalf  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North  Cork 
(Mr.  Flynn)  I  wish  to  ask  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  if  he  had  been 
made  aware  of  the  recent  proceeding^ 
at  theFermoy  Petty  Sessions  on  Monday, 
8th  instant,  in  connection  with  sum- 
monses issued  for  the  amount  of  the 
Constable  Leahy  tax,  in  which  a  number 
of  decrees  were  granted  against  respect- 
able traders  for  amounts  varying  from 
3s.  dd.  upwards;  why,  and  on  what 
principle,  was£l  costs  given  in  each  case, 
this  being  a  house  to  house  collection ; 
whether  the  severance  of  the  town  of 
Fermoy,  under  the  206th  section  of 
**  The  Public  Health  Act,  1878,"  ex- 
empts  it  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Grand  Jury  Collectors;  and  whether, 
in  the  collection  of  this  cess,  the  salaries 
of  the  County  Treasurer,  Secretary,  and 
other  officials  are  included  as  being  ap- 
plotted  on  the  township,  seeing  that 
these  salaries  are  exempted  by  **The 
Fermoy  Provisional  Order,  1886  ;"  and, 
if  these  salaries  are  not  included,  how 
is  .the  assessment  of  nearly  4d.  in  the 
pound  accounted  for,  the  valuation  of 
the  township  being  £9, 960?  I  wish  to 
add  that  my  hon.  Friend  is  not  absent 
from  any  wish  to  be  disrespectful  to  the 
House. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  I  made  that  reserva- 
tion in  reply  to  the  question  put  to  me 
by  an  hon.  Member,  because  it  is  quite 
possible  for  an  hon.  Member  to  be  un- 
avoidably absent. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR:  I  was  only 
anxious  to  explain  that  my  hon.  Friend 
is  absent  out  of  no  disrespect  to  the 
House  whatever. 

Ma.  MADDEN:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  proceedings  by  the 
question,  and  I  am  informed  that, 
though  the  decrees  were  granted  on  the 
9th  inst,  the  Magistrates  suspended  the 
issue  of  the  warrants  for  a  fortnight  in 
order  to  enable  Counsel's  opinion  to  be 
taken — the  defendant's  solicitor  having 
questioned  the  legality  of  the  levy.  I 
have,  however,  no  information  as  to  the 
amounts  for  which  the  decrees  were 
granted.  The  costs  are  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Magistrates,  and  I  cannot  state 
the    reasons     which    influenced    their 
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decLedon.  In  answer  to  the  third  para-  * 
graph,  I  have  to  sajthe  sererance  of 
the  town  pf  Fermoy  referred  to  in  the 
question  doee  not  exempt  it  from  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Grand  Jury  collectora, 
in  the  event  of  the  Town  Commiiwioners 
not  paying  to  the  County  Treasurer  the 
amount  mentioned  in  the  certificate  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Grand  Jury  within 
one  month  from  its  delivery.  The  salaries 
referred  to  in  the  question  are  not 
included  in  the  amount  certified  by  the 
Secretary  and  applotted  on  the  Town- 
ship. 

DISTURBANCE  IN  TIPPERARY. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  had  quashed  a 
sentence  passed  by  a  court  martial  upon 
a  constable  charged  with  committing 
an  assault  in  pouce  barracks,  county 
Tipperary,  whether  he  would  make  an 
inquiry  into  the  sentence  passed  upon 
eivilians  by  civil  Courts  for  offences 
arising  out  of  the  same  incident ;  and 
whether  he  would,  if  the  circumstances 
were  the  same,  g^ve  instructions  that  the 
civil  sentences  should  also  be  quashed  ? 

Mr.  a.   J.  BALFOUR:  I  shaU  be 

flad  to  make  any  inquiries  that  may 
e  necessary ;  but  I  cannot  answer  the 
latter  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
offhand. 

PERPETUAL  PENSIONS. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  could 
fix  a  day  for  the  promised  Debate  in 
May  on  the  Treasury  Minute  relating 
to  perpetual  pensions  ? 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  aware 
that  a  large  number  of  persons  take 
very  great  interest  in  this  question,  and 
I  am  desirous  of  giving  them  full  oppor- 
tunity for  expressing  their  opinions 
upon  it,  but  it  must  depend  on  the 
progress  of  business.  The  hon.  Member 
may  rest  assured  that  if  there  is  any 
delay  in  the  discussion  of  a  question  in 
which  he  takes  great  interest,  the  subject 
itself,  from  his  own  point  of  view,  will 
not  be  prejudiced,  as  no  action  can  be 
taken  on  the  Minute. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness):  May  I 
point  out  that  we  allowed  the  Govern- 
ment to  get  the  Order  on  the  under- 
standing— 

^  ♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order.   That 
ia  not  a  question. 

3ir,  Madden 
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Dk.  GLAEK:  Then  I  will  aak  a 
question.  Was  it  not  the  ease  that  th» 
Order,  which  is  equal  to  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament,  was  obtained  last  Seenon  on 
the  promise  that  npon  an  early  day 
there  should  be  a  fall  diacoaaion  on  the 
question? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  No,  Sir.  I 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  taken 
an  absolutely  incorrect  view  of  the 
matter.  The  Order  iJs  not  an  Act  of 
Parliament  in  the  sense  in  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  speaks,  and  the  Goyem- 
ment  have  undertaken  that  it  shall  not 
be  put  in  operation  until  the  House  haa 
had  an  opportunity  of  expressing  an 
opinion  upon  it.  Therefore,  the  en- 
gagement  of  the  Gk>vemment  has  beeik 
absolutely  complied  with. 

Da.  CLARK:  In  the  case  of  a 
Treasury  Minute  having  laid  for  40* 
days  on  the  Table  of  this  House,  haa  it 
uot  the  same  effect  as  an  Order  ia 
Council  ? 

♦Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:  In  this  case,. 
no. 

THE  SCOTCH  LOCAL  OOYERNBIENT 

BILL. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  May  I  ask  the^ 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  ia 
proposed  to  proceed  with  the  Scotch. 
Local  Government  Bill  on  the  2nd 
May? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  afraid  it 
will  not  be  in  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  so  on  that  day,  and  I  think 
such  a  step  would  probably  not  be  de- 
sired by  the  Scotch  Members  them* 
selves.  The  Bill  will  be  proceeded  with 
at  the  earliest  possible  date  after  the 
2nd  May. 

MOTIONS. 

ELBMRNTABY  EDUOATION    (ENGLAND     AVD> 

WALES)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Francis  Powell,  Bill  to- 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Elementary  Edooa^ 
tion,  and  to  exempt  Elementary  Sohools  in  the 
receipt  of  Parliamentary  Grants  from  the  pay- 
ment of  Rates,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  My. 
Francis  Powell,  Mr.  de  lisle,  Mr.  Harry  Davsn* 
port,  Colonel  Eyre,  Mr.  Howorth,  IW.  W.  F- 
Lawrence,  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Byroa 
Reed,  and  Mr.  John  Talbot. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.— [Bill  208. 

COUNTY    GOUKOILLOBS    (QUALCFIOATIOK   OF 

women)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Channing,  Bill  to  enahle 
Women  to  be  elected  and  to  act  as  Comity^ 
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CounoiUon,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Ohanning,  Baron  Dimsdale,  Sir  John  Lubbock, 
ICr.    Firth,    Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.    Widter 
McLaren,  and  Mr.  Bernard  Coleridge. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  204.] 


WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
BesolutioDs  [April  15]  reported. 

TEA. I 

(1.)  "That,  towards  raising  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Duties  of  Customs 
now  chargeable  on  Tea  shall  continue  to  be 
levied  and  charged  on  and  after  the  first  day  of 
August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-nine,  until  the  first  day  of  August,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety,  on  the  im- 
portation thereof  into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland 
that  is  to  say)  :  on — 

Tea     .     .     .    the  pound  Sixpence :" 

INCOMl  TAX. 

2.  "  That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  charg^  col- 
lected, and  paid  for  the  year  which  commenced 
on  the  sixth  day  of  Apnl,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-nine,  in  respect  of  all 
Property,  Profits,  and  Gains  mentioned  or 
described  as  chargeable  in  the  Act  of  the 
sixteenth  and  seventeenth  years  of  Her  Majes^s 
reira,  chapter  thirty-four,  the  following  Duties 
of  Income  Tax  (that  is  to  say)  ;— 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  tho  annual 
value  or  amount  of  Property,  Profits, 
and  Gains  charg^ble  under  Schedules 
(A),  (C),  (D),  or  (E)  of  the  said  Act,  the 
Duty  of  Six  Pence ; 

And  for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the 
annual  value  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heri- 
tages chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of 
the  said  Act, — 

In  England,  the  Duty  of  Three  Pence ; 

In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively, 
the  Duty  of  Two  Pence  Farthing ; 
Subject  to  the  provisions  contained  in  section 
one  hundred  ana  sixty-three  of  the  Act  of  the 
fifth  and  sixth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
chapter  thirty-five,  for  the  exemption  of  persons 
whose  income  is  less  than  One  Hundred  and 
Fifty  Pounds,  and  in  section  eight  of  'The 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1876,'  for 
the  relief  of  persons  whose  income  is  less  than 
Four  Hundred  Pounds." 

BBBR  DUTY. 

(3.)  <<  That  the  Duty  of  Excise  imposed  by 
Section  eleven  of  'The  Inland  Revenue  Act, 
1880,'  and  the  Duty  of  Customs  imposed  by 
Section  three  of  'The  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1881,'  in  reipect  of  Beer  by 
relation  to  Worts  of  a  spedno  gravity  of  one 
thousand  and  fifty-seven  degrees,  shall  be 
charged,  collected,  levied,  and  paid  in  respect 
of  Beer  by  relation  to  Worts  of  a  specific 
gravity  of  one  thousand  and  fifty-five  decrees, 
and  that  the  said  Acts  shall  be  read  and  con- 
strued as  if  the  gravity  of  one  thousand  sjnd 
fifty-five  degrees  were  therein  substitnted  for 
the  gravity  of  one  thousand  and  fifty-seven 


degrees  wherever  such  last-mentioned  gravity 
is  therein  referred  to. 

«  And  that  the  charge  of  I^uty  in  respect  of 
Beer  shall  extend  to  Berlin  White  Beer  and 
other  preparations,  whether  fermented  or  not 
fermented,  of  a  character  similar  to  Mum, 
Spruce,  or  Black  Beer." 

AMBlfDMENT    OF  LAW    OF    CUBTOXS    AND   INLAKD 

REVBNT7B. 

(4.)  *<  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  Law 
relating  to  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue." 

Besolations  agpreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Courtney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  Mr.  Jackson. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  7. 


SUPPLY— CrVTL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Supply— considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  n. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed— 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £38,244,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  tho 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Offices  of  the 
House  of  Lords.* 


Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  the  first  item  here  relates 
to  the  Department  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. Personally,  I  think  the  Lord 
Chancellor  receiyes  a  gpreat  deal  too 
much  money.  He  receives  £6,000  per 
annum  as  a  Judge — I  believe  he  has 
nothing  to  do— and  he  receives  £4,000 
a  year  for  presiding  over  the  House  of 
Lords,  in  which  capacity  he  does  very 
little,  and  where  what  he  really  does  do 
is  pernicious.  We  keep  a  vast  number 
of  officials  attached  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  whose  duty  it]  appears  to  be  to 
maintain  a  species  of  state  in  connection 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor.  There  are 
the  Black  Sod,  the  Yeoman  ITsher  of 
the  Black  Bod,  the  Serjeant  at  Arms, 
all  of  whom  have  higher  salaries  than 
officers  of  the  same  rank  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  Serjeant  at  Arms 
attends  on  the  Lord  Chancellor.  He  is 
a!kind  of  private  Serjeant  at  Arms,  for 
his  duties  are  entirely  connected  with 
the  Lord  Chancellor.  I  think  we 
ought  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  by  tiie  whole  of  his  salaiy — 
["Hear,    hear!"]— but   I    have   put 
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down  a  notice  to  move  to  reduce  it 
by  £500  only.  As,  however,  my 
i^ends  consider  I  am  too  moderate,  I 
will  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £1,500. 
It  really  is  preposterous  that  £1,500 — a 
very  large  salary  in  comparison  with  the 
salaries  paid  to  some  eminent  men  in 
the  public  service — should  be  paid  to 
this  gentleman,  who  appears  to  me  to  do 
very  inferior  work — I  might  almost  call 
it  menial  work — about  the  person  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•'That  Item  A,  Salaries  of  £5,545,  be 
reduced  by  £1,500,  the  Salary  of  the 
Sergeant-at-Arms  in  attendance  on  the 
Lord  Chancellor." — {Mr,  Lahouchere,) 

Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester):  I  antici- 
pated  we  should  be  told,  and  we  may  yet 
DC  told,  that  in  connection  with  a  high 
office  like  that  of  Lord  Chancellor,  it  is 
necessary  to  maintain  a  certain  amount 
of  becoming  state.  I  admit  there  must 
be  some  sort  of  outward  sign  of  dienity 
about  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  I  have 
seen  ceremonials,  with  gorgeous  flun- 
kies arrayed  in  vestments  which 
astonished  all  beholders  and  impressed 
the  multitude  with  the  dignity  of  the 
officials  they  surrounded,  and  I  do  not 
think  they  cost  anything  like  £1,500  a 
year.  It  is  all  very  well  to  argue  in 
favour  of  becoming  state,  but  there 
ought  not  to  be  any  wastefulness.  There 
have  come  down  to  us  from  by-gone 
times  many  offices  which  were  thought 
necessary  then,  but  which  are  quite  un- 
suited  to  the  present  age.  We  protest 
against  their  continuance.  If  we  could 
receive  a  promise  that  there  is  an  inten- 
tion to  do  away  with  this  piece  of  extra- 
vagance there  would  be  something  for 
us  to  go  upon.  Do  not  let  hon.  Gentle- 
men reproach  us  with  being  indifferent 
to  becoming  dignity  and  state,  and  all 
that  kind  of  kind.  We  quite  admit  the 
necessity  of  it,  but  we  do  protest  that 
this  Sergeant-at-Arms  at  a  salary  of 
£1,500  a  year  is  simply  a  relic  of  a 
by-gone  age  that  has,  so  far  as  I  can 
understand,  no  application  whatever  to 
the  present  day.  If  his  presence 
is  only  to  maintain  the  dignity  and 
state  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  we  main- 
tain that  his  salary  is,  at  least,  seven 
times  too  high.  I  heartily  support  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Me.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  SaflPron 
Walden) :  This  is  not  the  first  time  this 

Mr.  Zahouchere 


subject  has  been    referred  to.      I  am 
sorry  not  to  see  the  noble    Lord  the 
Member    for     Paddingbon    (Lord     B. 
Churchill)   here,  because  last  year  be- 
took part  in  the  debate  upon  this  Vote. 
The  noble  Lord  pointed   out  that  the 
expenses  of  the    services    of    the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  were  far  too  high 
— they  amounted  to  £120,000  a  year — 
and    the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
promised  to  take  into  consideration  the 
desirability  of  appointing  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  the  two  Houses  to    consider 
the  subject.     I  want  to  know  from  the 
First  Lord  what  has  become  of   that 
promise.     Was  it  merely  made  for  the 
purpose  of  stopping  debate  and  hurrying- 
through    the  Estimates,   or    was    the 
measure  seriously  contemplated  ? 
♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY   (Mr.    W.    H.    Smith,    Srand, 
Westminster) :     The    hon.    Oentlemaa 
asks     me    whether    there    was     any 
serious    intention    in    the  promise    u> 
look  into  the    matter.     There    was    a^ 
serious  intention  to  deal  with  the  ques* 
tion,  and  at  the  end  of   last  Session  I 
entered  into  communication  with  rifi;ht 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  with  the  view 
of     arriving     at     an    understanding, 
whereby  a  Joint  Committee  might  be 
satisfactorily    appointed.     The  Recess 
intervened,  and  it  is  in  no  way  due  te 
any  action  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  Joint  Committee  has  not 
been  appointed.     A  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  has,however,g^ne  care- 
fully into  the  salaries  and  expenditure 
of  that  House,  and    has    drawn    up  a 
scheme  by  which  considerable  prospeo- 
tive  reduction  will  be    effected  in  the 
charges  of  that  House.     I  confidently 
expect  that  as  vacancies  occur  from  time 
to  time  in  the  offices,  they  will  be  filled 
up  with  a  due  regard  to  economy.    Bnt 
if  there  is  still  a  desire  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Gentlemen   opposite  for  a  Joint 
Committee,  there  wiU  be  no  indisposition, 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords  to 
arrive  at  a  settlement  of  the  questioni 
so  far  as  they  are  concerned. 

Mb.  BIOGAR  (Cavan) :  In  theory  a 
general  promise  that  reform  will  take 
place  at  some  future  date,  is  more  or 
less  satisfactory,  but  what  oooors  in 
practice  is  that  whenever  a  vaoanqy 
occurs,  there  is  some  official  who  oliaimB 
by  prescription  or  otherwise,  to  have  a 
right  to  the  office,  and  by  what  some 
people  outside  would  call  a  job,  or  bjr 
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what,  perhaps,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  call  the  necessity  of  the 
case,  the  office  is  filled  up  at  the  full 
salary^  Under  the  circumstances  the 
Committee  ought  to  mark  its  sense  of 
the  retention  of  these  sinecure  offices. 
I  suppose  that  what  the  Lord  Chancellor 
requires  is  simply  a  crier  with  a  livery 
upon  him,  but  surely  it  is  not  necessary 
to  pay  such  an  official  a  salary  of  £1.500 
a  year. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  I 
hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  supplement 
what  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  has  said  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Biggar).  If  the 
hon.  Member  can  point  to  a  single 
Id  stance  in  which  a  sioecure  has  been 
filled  up,  he  will  have  made  good  his 
case.  But  he  has  not  referred  to  a 
single  case  where,  during  the  last  two 
years,  any  office  that  can  be  properly 
described  as  a  sinecure  has  been  filled 
up  by  the  present  Gk)vernment.  It  has 
been  attempted  by  the  present  Gk)vern- 
ment  to  abolish  all  sinecures,  and  they 
have  been  successful  in  abolishing  a 
great  many.  The  hon.  Member  also 
says  these  are  the  usual  answers  made 
by  the  Government,  but  that  as  soon  as 
a  place  becomes  vacant  pressure  is 
brought  to  bear,  and  the  old  system  is 
reverted  to.  But  what  are  the  facts? 
My  right  hon.  Friend  told  the  House 
last  year  that  a  Committee  was  con- 
sidering the  whole  question  of  the 
expenditure  in  connection  with  these 
offices.  That  Committee  went  into  the 
question  most  carefully.  We  had  to 
consider,  on  the  one  hand,  what  arrange- 
ments to  make  to  prevent  injustice  being 
done  to  individuals,  even  though  it 
might  promote  what  might  appear  to 
be  economy  to  the  State.  On  tne  other 
hand,  we  had  to  consider  the  very 
distinct  declaration  made  by  the  House 
last  year.  I  think  the  Committee  ouffht 
to  be  satisfied  if  the  Oovemment  are  able 
to  show  that  as  vacancies  occur,  no  new 
appointments  are  made  without  the  most 
careful  and  full  consideration  of  the  re- 
quirements of.  the  case,  and  without 
Members  of  the  Oovemment  being  able 
to  stand  up  in  this  House  and  defend 
the  appointments  made  by  them.  Since 
last  year  no  vacancy  has  occurred,  and, 
therefore,  there  has  been  no  opportunity 
for  the  carrying  out  of  the  promise  of 
the  (Government.    In    jostice    to    the 


Clerk  of  Parliaments,  I  may  say  that 
since  his  appointment  he  has  not  filled 
up  one  of  the  vacant  clerkships,  there 
being  two  at  present  unfilled.  I  can 
assure  the  Committee  that  the  whole  of 
this  matter  has  been  most  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  I  believe  the  Committee 
may  rely  upon  it  that  as  vacancies  do 
occur  very  considerable  economies  will 
be  effeoted 

♦Mb.  G.  6.  MORGAN  (Denbighshire, 
£.):  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  give  to 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  credit  for 
sincerity,  and  it  is  simply  because  I 
believe  the  adoption  of  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend  would  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Gbvemment  in  this  matter, 
and  encourage  them  to  persevere  in 
the  creditable  course  in  which  they  are 
pursuing,  that  I  recommend  him  to  go 
to  a  Division. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  We  really 
have  had  no  explanation  as  to  what 
this  Sergeant- at- Arms  does.  So  far  as 
I  can  eather,  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury admits  that  the  office  is  an  absolute 
sinecure.  [Mr.  Jaoksok  signified  dis- 
sent.1  He  does  not.  Then  will  he  tell 
us  wnat  this  gentleman  does?  There 
is  some  mysterious  function  connected 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor  which  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  does  not 
understand.  I  have  not  that  confidence, 
either  in  the  House  of  Lords  or  in  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  which  appears  to  be 
entertained  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury and  the  First  Lord ;  and,  therefore, 
I  should  like  to  know  something  about 
this  mysterious  Committee.  Are  there 
Minutes  of  the  Committee?  Has  its 
Report  been  embodied  in  any  Blue 
Book  ?  We,  who  are  the  persons  who 
have  to  the  vote  these  sums  of  money, 
are  told  that  there  are  to  be  alterations 
at  some  future  time;  but  we  are  not 
told  what  the  alterations  are.  I 
differ  entirely  from  the  view  taken  by 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  with  re- 
gard to  this  sinecure.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man holds  the  opinion  that  when  a  gen- 
tleman is  g^ven  a  sinecure  he  becomes, 
as  it  were,  owner  of  a  freehold.  I  hold 
that  as  the  Vote  is  submitted  to  the 
House  of  Commons  every  year,  the 
holder  has  only  a  yearly  tenure  of  the 
office,  and  that  so  soon  as  we  consider 
that  the  office  is  a  sinecure,  we  ought  to 
proceed  at  once  to  refuse  the  money  for 
it.    It  is  admitted  on  both  sides  of  the 
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Ma.  JACKSON:  I  ^cdogiae  to  Iki 
hon.  Member  if  I  misnndentood  kia, 
and  I  will  not  panne  that  any  fdrdMr. 
I  have  already  sapplemented  what  a^f 
right  hon.  Friend  saiu  aa  to  the  quealka 
of  this  expenditure  having  been  eoa- 
mdered  by  the  Honee  of  Lorda.  Ro- 
bably,  it  may  be  in  the  reooUeotUm  of 
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hoD.  Members  that  there  is  a  Standing 
Oommittee    of    the    House    of    Lords 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  look- 
ing   after   all    questions  of  this  kind. 
Hon.  Members  have  asked  me — I   do 
not    find    fault    with    them     for     it — 
to     say     more     as   to   the    recommen- 
dations  of  the  Oommittee ;    and    what 
I  wish  to  say  is  this — the  Committee  had 
before  them  a  scheme  which  had  been 
prepared  as  what   I  may  term  a  model 
scheme,  if  I  may  use  that  term,  upon 
which,  as  vacancies  occurred,  the  staff 
should  be  remodelled.     I  am  not  in  a 
position  to   say — I   do  not  think  it  is 
reasonable  I  should  be  asked  to  say — 
the  particular  form  which  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee  should  take, 
or     that    the    particular     action     that 
should  be  taken    on  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the   Committee  should  be  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  Sergeant-at- 
Arms ;  for  it  must  be  observed  that  there 
are  two  alternatives  in  re-organizing  a 
staff,  the  amalgamation  of  duties,  or  the 
abolition  of  an  office  altogether.    I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  if  the  office  of 
Sergeant-at-Arms  should  become  vacant 
to-morrow   it  would  be  abolished ;  for 
I  am  not  sure  if  that  is  the  particular 
form   of  the  recommendation.     I  hope 
the  Committee  will  believe  me  when  I 
say  that  the  scheme  which  has  been  con- 
sidered by  the  Committee  is  a  scheme 
which  holds  out  nrospective  economies, 
and  that  effect  will  be  given  to  these  eco- 
nomical recommendations  as  vacancies 
arise;  and  if  effect  has  not  been  given  to 
any  of  them  during  the  past  year  it  is 
simply  because  no  vacancies  have  arisen. 
I  must  not  be  taken  as  accepting  the  state- 
ment that  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  has  no 
duties  to  perform.     He  has  the  duty  of 
attending  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  the 
House    of  Lords,   and  also  when  his 
Lordship  goes  to  the  Court  of  Chancery 
or  elsewhere,  and  in  many  other  ways 
he   has  duties  to  perform.     Not   very 
laborious  duties,  I  dare  say — possibly 
there  are  many  that  would  suggest  that 
the  duties  of  the  office  I  have  the  honour 
to  hold  are  not  laborious.     It  is  well  to 
bear  in  mind  thai  the  whole  of  these 
salaries  used  to  be  paid  out  of  fees  paid 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  but  in  the  wis- 
dom of  Parliament  it  was  decided  that 
it  would  be  well  if  those  fees  were  paid 
into  the  Exchequer,  and  when  this  was 
decided  the  House  of  Commons  took 
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over  the  responsibility  of  paying  the 
salaries  of  these  offices.  I  venture  to 
say  it  does  appear  to  me  a  little  un- 
reasonable, if  I  may  use  the  expression 
without  offence,  that  Parliament  should 
in  the  first  place  decide  that  all  House  of 
Lords'  fees  should  be  handed  over  to  the 
Exchequer  on  a  distinct  understanding 
that  the  salaries  previously  charged  to 
these  fees  should  oe  voted  in  the  Esti- 
mates, and  then  that  this  question  should 
be  raised.  However  I  feel  that  I  am  at  a 
disadvantage  because  of  the  promise 
made  last  year.  Although  there  has  been 
no  departure  from  that  promise,  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  say  it  has  been  given 
effect  to ;  but  the  only  reason  why  it  has 
not  resulted  in  distinct  and  specific 
action  is  because  no  vacancy  has  oc- 
curred. But  the  Committee  may  rely 
that  as  vacancies  do  arise  every  single 
one  of  these  appointments  will  be  con- 
sidered, and  as  far  as  possible  effect 
will  be  given  to  the  desire  to  reduce  ex- 
penditure. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  Do  I  understand  that  th& 
model  scheme  referred  to  as  having  been 
laid  before  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  was  prepared  by  the  Treasury, 
or  was  it  prepared  by  the  House  of 
Lords  ?  I  presume  that  this  model 
scheme  provided  for  a  re- organization  of 
Departments,  and  for  considerable 
changes  to  be  made  hereafter.  If  so, 
does  it  contemplate  any  changes  in  the 
three  considerable  offices  of  the  House 
of  Lords — the  Black  Hod,  the  Deputy 
Black  Bod,  and  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  T 
As  compared  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, tne  House  of  Lords  is  over- 
burdened with  highly  salaried  officials. 
For  my  part,  I  certainly  should  not  vote^ 
for  the  Amendment,  if  I  had  an  assur- 
ance that  these  are  to  be  reduced  as 
soon  as  the  present  occupants  cease  to 
hold  office.  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
an  assurance  that  one  of  these  offices 
will  be  abolished.  It  is  to  be  remem- 
bered, too,  that  one  of  these  officers 
occupies  one  of  the  best  houses  in  this 
building.  I  have  always  felt  that, 
looking  at  the  duties  of  this  officer  and 
at  the  demands  made  upon  the  space  in 
these  buildings,  this  officer  should  not 
have  a  large  house  at  his  disposal.  I 
venture  to  hope  that  whenever  a  vacancy 
occurs  this  model  scheme  provides  for 
the  reduction  of  one  of  these  very  highly 
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faid  offices.  If  that  assarance  is  given 
shall  not  vote  for  the  Amendment, 
which  otherwise  I  shall  support. 
♦The  chancellor  of  thbBXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Sqaare) :  It  is,  of  course,  im- 
possible to  give  an  assurance  when  we 
are  dealing  with  the  officers  of  the  other 
House,  but  the  spirit  in  which  the 
matter  is  treated  by  the  Government  is 
one  of  anxious  desire — in  which  we 
believe  we  are  supported  by  the  House 
of  Lords — to  make  considerable  econo- 
mies in  the  direction  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford.  We  have  every  con- 
fidence that  effect  will  be  g^ven  to  our 
desire,  and  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  accept  that  assurance.  I 
think  the  matter  may  be  now  considered 
as  thoroughly  thrashed  out.  (**  No,  no.") 
If  we  devote  more  time  to  this  item,  I 
am  afraid  the  Committee  will,  at  some 
time  or  other,  find  that  there  is  not 
sufficient  leisure  to  discuss  other  matters 
in  the  future  of  a  larger  importance  and 
in  which  greater  interest  is  taken.  I 
would  suggest  it  is  not  advisable  to 
discuss  this  at  greater  length,  and  that 
suAcient  time  has  been  devoted  to  it. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermoutb) :  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  not  be  influenced  by  the 
veiled  threat  we  have  just  heard — 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  and  the  Committee  that  I 
intended  no  veiled  threat.  It  is  time 
only  that  I  referred  to.  It  must  be 
seen  that  the  actual  time  at  our  disposal, 
apart  from  the  interest  of  other  busi- 
ness, will  not  suffice  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Estimates  if  it  is  distributed  over 
the  items  in  this  proportion.  I  do  not 
wish  to  add  anything  to  heat  the  dis- 
oussion .  I  simply  point  out  the  question 
of  time,  and  make  what  I  think  is  a 
reasonable  proposition. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  I  accept 
at  once  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ex- 
planation, and  am  sorry  if  I  said  any- 
thing to  hurt  his  feelings.  As  to  the 
use  of  time,  I  do  not  think  it  could  be 
better  expended  than  in  discussing  the 
oxpenditure  of  the  nation.  I  think  we 
have  spent  the  time  very  well  so  far, 
and  we  have  gained  our  point,  because 
nobody  on  the  other  side  has  been  able 
to  say  what  the  gentleman  who  holds 
this  office  does.  When  anybody  on 
this    side    says    this    is    a    sinecure 
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office,  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
shakes  his  head,  but  when  he  got  up  he 
could  say  nothing  against  the  statement. 
Another  reason  why  we  should  not  take 
a  vote  yet  is  that  we  have  not  yet  heard 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings).  It  is  very 
interesting  to  come  down  to  the  House 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  makes  an 
able  and  vigorous  speech  in  favour  of 
retrenchment.  I  consider  him  a  master, 
a  teacher  on  these  matters.  How  is  he 
going  to  vote  ?  It  would  be  a  guide  to 
some  of  us  to  know. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
One  thing  might  have  abbreviated  this 
debate,  and  that  is,  if  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  had  stated  clearly  to  the 
Committee,  as  he  has  not  done,  what 
kind  of  reductions,  in  what  directiouy 
of  what  specific  character,  have  been 
sketched  out  in  this  model  scheme. 
The  Committee  would  then  have  known 
something  definite  on  which  we  might 
rely,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  simply 
tells  us  of  some  scheme,  to  make  some 
unnamed  reduction  in  the  event  of  some 
unspecified  vacancy  occuring  in  some 
office ;  but  surely  that  is  not  very  oon- 
clusive  as  to  the  item  under  discussion. 
Nothing  has  been  said  to  show  that  it 
is  intended  to  make  any  reduction  in 
these  offices.  It  would  have  been  easy  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  said  that 
nothing  had  been  determined,  that  it 
was  in  too  vague  and  indefinite  a  state 
to  put  before  the  Committee.  If  the 
scheme  is  too  vague  and  indefinite  to 
put  before  the  Committe,  then  it  is  too 
vague  and  indefinite  to  influenoe  the 
Committee.  I  would  respectfully  sug^ 
gest  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasoxy 
that  if  he  really  wishes  a  debate  on  an 
item  of  this  kind  to  be  confined  within 
a  limited  compass,  instead  of  giving  as 
nice  words,  prettily  spoken,  but  mean- 
ing nothing  in  the  end,  he  should  tdl 
us  exactly  what  is  the  kind  of  reduction 
contemplated. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Finsbufy, 
East):  One  reason  why  we  ought  not 
just  yet  to  divide  on  this  Vote  is  to  be 
found  in  the  concluding  words  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  He  indicated 
as  a  reason  why  we  should  not  reduoo 
or  abolish  these  offices  that  when  the  feee 
were  handed  over  to  the  Exchequer  pay* 
ment  of  these  salaries  was  thrown  nnon 
the  Estimates.  This  would  imply  &at 
we  are  bound  to  find  the  money  for  any 
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office  the  charge  for  which  was  so  trans- 
ferred— that  we  must  continue  the  office 
simply  because  it  was  then4n  existence. 
Now  that  is  an  argument  we  must  pro- 
test against.      When  the  arrangement 
was  made,  of  course  it  was  necessary  to 
take  over  the  payment  of  the  then  exist- 
ing offices,  but  haying  taken  over  this 
control,  surely  it  is  not  maintained  that 
we  are  bound  to  continue  the  offices  for 
all  time,  that  we  may  not  review  these 
offices  and  dispense  with  those  shown  to 
be  unnecessary.     Neither  can  I  agree 
with   the    right    hon.   Gentleman  who 
spoke  from  the  Front  Bench  on  this  side 
(Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  that  we  are  bound 
to    continue   an    appointment    until    a 
vacancy  occurs.     It   is  contrary  to  the 
ideas  of  our  modem  times  that  an  ap- 
pointment should  be  continued  after  it 
IS    found    to  be    unnecessary.     If  the 
office  is  a  sinecure,  if  there  is  nothing  for 
this  gentleman  to  do,  deal  with  the  office 
at  once,  find   this  official  something  to 
do  elsewhere  if  you  can,  but  do  not  say 
that  for  another  20  years— I  have  no 
idea  how  old  the  gentleman  is — we  are 
to  go  on  paying  £1,500  a  year,  simply 
because  the   appointment  was  made  in 
years  gone  by.     This  is  the  curse  of  all 
reorganizations  of  Services    under  the 
State — that  you  cannot  move  a  man  hav- 
ing  once  given    him  an    appointment. 
We  have  to  make  a  new  departure  from 
this  principle,  and  I  hope  this  is    the 
commencement  of  it. 

Mb.  HEKBEBT  GABDNEB  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden) :  There  is  one  point  to 
clear  up  in  reference  to  this  inquiry  by 
the  Oommittee.  We  now  learn  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for  the  first 
time  that  this  is  not  a  special 
Committee,  as  we  were  led  to 
believe,  but  the  ordinary  Standing  Oom- 
mittee of  the  House  of  ILords.  I  should 
like  to  know  definitely  if  that  is  the 
fact,  because  I  think  the  Committee  will 
agree  that  the  First  Lord  led  us  to 
believe  just  now  that,  as  the  result  of 
what  passed  on  a  previous  occasion,  the 
House  of  Lords  appointed  a  Special 
Committee  to  consider  this  subject.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has,  it  would 
seem,  "  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag,  "  and 
it  is  only  the  ordinary  Standing  Com- 
mittee to  which  this  has  been  re- 
ferred. 

Mb.  M.  KENNT  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Oentleman  will  also  answer  the  ques- 
tion whether  eaeh  Lord  Chaneellor  ap- 


points his  own  Sergeant,  or  whether  he  is 
a  permanent  official. 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  He  is  a  permanent 
officer  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  does 
not  change  with  successive  Lord 
Chancellors.  The  present  Sergeant  at 
Arms  was,  I  think,  appointed  20  years 
ago. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  So  he  has 
drawn  £30,000! 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  H.  Gardner)  has  asked 
me  a  question  from  which  it  appears  he 
has  rather  confused  the  answer  g^ven 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  Mj 
right  hon.  Friend  has  explained  to-day 
what  action  he  took  on  the  suggestion 
made  for  a  Joint  Committee.  It  is  not  a 
statement  made  to-day  for  the  first  time, 
because  it  was  made  when  the  Vote  was 
under  discussion  last  year.  The  hon. 
Member  speaks  now  of  a  Special  Oom- 
mittee, but  what  was  said  last  year  was 
that  this  had  been  specially  referred  to 
the  Committee — not  that  it  had  been  re- 
ferred to  a  Special  Committee,  but 
specially  referred  to  a  Committee 
charged  with  looking  after  these  matters. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  explained  why 
the  proposals  for  a  Joint  Committee  were 
not  entertained,  and  the  Government  are 
not  responsible  for  that  scheme  not  hav- 
ing been  carried  out.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  asked 
me  whether  I  could  not  have  shortened 
the  discussion  by  stating  specifically  if 
this  particular  office  was  referred  to  in 
the  scheme  sketched  out.  I  have  already 
stated,  the  scheme  which  was  submitted  to 
the  Committee  was  a  scheme  which  con- 
templated a  reduction  of  expenditure — 
a  considerable  reduction  of  expenditure 
— and  that  effect  will  be  g^ven  to  it 
as  vacancies  occur.  The  hon.  Member 
complains  that  that  is  very  vague,  and 
I  have  no  reason  to  complain  of  his 
criticism.  But  let  me  point  out — and 
I  think  it  is  an  additional  reason  why 
I  may  ask  the  Oommittee  to  excuse  me 
if  I  do  not  state  specifically  what  reforms 
are  contemplated — that  there  has  been, 
as  hon.  Members  know,  a  recent  change 
in  the  occupancy  of  the  Chairmanship  of 
Committees  in  the  other  House,  and  it 
is  the  noble  Lord  who  fills  the  office  of 
Chairman  of  Committees  who  presides 
over  this  Committee  referred  to  as  deal- 
ing with  this  question.  I  had  an  inter- 
view with  the  new  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees the  other  day,  and  I  went  into 
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Mj^    JACKSOX:    rse   sthefne   wms 
ffttsiJSdE^  ^o  tiK  Coamztxee 

Ml.  BRADLAUGH :  Bt  vkom  ? 

Ml.  JACKSOX:  II  vwprepmd  br 
^jfvf:  -riiO  a*  rB«{»xkKb]e.      ••  Who  ? 
I  ^  i«'^  tlisk  I  dKiuld  be  emiled  upon 

It  -« 111.  I  tidnk.  be  siiffidcct  far  tbe 
'H.'JXMb  of  Cc«iL!x*o&fi  if  the  proponli  are 
JL'VjTv.  B;xt  I  vmt  grrmg  tke 
vLt  I  vonld  imther  not  jnst 
»o«  g;rre  ftpw£5e  izJormatioii  fts  to  this 
KrL^'Zrf;.  The  Chmirman  of  Goomiitteei 
Hid.  "  I  az;  nkoet  anxians  to 
i^ife.    but    I    hare     been     onlr 

m 

m  ivur  daj%  in  a£o».  and  I  was  not 
a  m€r!i.ber  of  the  Connmittee  prerioaslT, 
irheD  thi«  ochetne  va«  before  them,  and 
befcn-^  I  pkidge  mjftelf  I  must  make 
aajM-lf  aoquamted  vith  the  proposals. 
I  should  prefer  to  hare  time  to  look 
inUj  the  qnerion.  It  maj  be  that  I 
eMJUM'A  ut^ne  to  erezy  detaiL  and  may 
aii|^jr4«t  aherationc  on  amne  points.'' 
TLijfe  I  coold  not  but  admit  vms  only 
f«a*r/zui}^]e.  But  I  hare  not  the  sli^t- 
eat  doabt  of  the  intention  of  the  House 
of  ]>>rds  to  grre  effect  to  alterations  in 
the  direction  of  eocmomj ;  and  I  can  saj 
vith  confideoee,  that  but  for  the  (diange 
that  ha«  taken  place  in  the  office  of 
Chairman  of  Gommitteea,  I  should 
hare  been  in  a  position  to  giTe  details 

BOW. 

Mk.  BRADLAUGH:  I  understood 
the  Secretarj  to  the  Treasmj  to  saj  a 
fe«  minutes  ago  that  some  scheme,  with 
wLIch  he  was  satisfied,  would  hare 
taken  effect  but  for  the  fact  that  no 
Tar;aiiciefe  had  occurred.  But  now  I  un- 
derigiand  that  the  scheme  has  not  been 
ac<r«-pt^,  and  possibly  it  may  nerer  be 
aooepted,  and  that  he  thinks  he  ought 
not  to  communicate  the  authorship  of 
the  scheme.  I  do  not  blame  him  for 
that.  But  eren  now  he  does  not  say  if 
the  scheme  has  any  application  to  this 
particular  item.  Beally  this  is  not  the 
wavto  expedite  debate. 

Mk.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  C&lamorgan. 
8.^:  I  think  we  may  see  the  ralue  of 
peridstent  inquiry.  We  were  led  to 
understand  that  a  Committee  had  been 
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affMsiaOBd  a/ isr  to  look  iato  fids  matter.. 
indvdiBtg  the  whole  offoal  atefE^  and 
thai  acax«64«ad  elabotate  agiheiB  had 
a  up  with  a  view  to  tbe  vadniK 

that  we  might  rely  on  thia  being'  caniad 
ont.  What  do  we  fiad  after  an?  Tha^ 
aoaebody  nnkDown  has  drawn  up  a 
scheme  which  has  been  mbmitied  to  tha- 
niMiiMiittae.  who  have  not 
np  their  minds  whether  thety  eaa 
it  or  not.  Now  I  think  it  ia  only 
■ble  that,  if  it  is  to  hare  any 
inff  aeoce  with  as  at  alL  we  shoold  have- 
this  sdieme  submitted  to  na  for  oar 
,  indgment. 

Ma.  HERBERT  GARDNER:  Tha 
I  han.  Gentleman  says  I  misiindantoodtha 
:  answer  I  leceifed.  What  I  asked  was, 
!  whether  the  Committee  to  which  refer* 
enoe  has  been  made  was  the  ordinmy 
\  Standing  Committee  or  a  Special  Oom- 
:  mittee,  and  die  hon.  Gentleman  lefetred 
to  the  debate  of  last  year.  Now,  in  that 
I  debate  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
'  Paddiagrton  ;Lard  Randolph  Chm^iill) 
sugsrefieid  a  Joint  Committae  of  bodi 
HousetR.  and  the  Pirst  Lord  said  ha 
j  would  far^Turably  consider  that  Whan 
'  asked,  the  right  ban.  Gentleman  referred 
:  to  this  as  an  undertaking  to  have  a- 
Special  Committee  inquiiy,  and  he  did 
so  again  this  aftenioan.  Will  the 
to  the  Treasury  say  jes  or 
Is  it  a  Special  Ccnnmittee  or  the 
ordinary  Standing  Committee  <tf  the 
House  of  Lords  ? 

*Sim  JTUAX  GOLDSMID  (St 
P^nrras.S/  :  Surdy  thisisaTeffysinlpla 
matter.  The  Duke  of  Buckingham  last 
yeer  was  chaiiman  of  a  eommittee  whieh 
had  under  consideration  a  plan  for  the 
future  reduction  of  the  soperabiindanee 
of  officers  of  the  House  ol  Lorda.  The 
noble  Duke  died,  and  Lord  Moriej  was 
appointed  in  his  place,  and  tiie  nohle 
Lord,  before  pledging  himself  to  cany 
out  the  scheme,  wishes  to  have  time  to 
examine  it.  Any  rMMinableman  would 
do  the  same,  and  the  House  of  OomaoDS 
would  do  right  to  acoept  thia  fronn 
a  man  who  has  done  good  semes  in  tiio 
past  under  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  I 
sure  will  do  good  serrice  in  the 
tion  he  now  occupies. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  ; Aberdeen,  &): 
This  discussion  has  been  somewhat 
protracted,  and  I  desire  to  take  a 
decision  and  bring  it  to  an  end.    I  do 
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not  think  the  Government  have  put  the 
ease  fairly.  This  Committee,  it  appears, 
has  been  sitting,  but  has  done  nothing 
about  this  question ;  and,  after  all,  it 
appears  the  promise  given  depends 
upon  the  approval  of  Lord  Morlej.  I 
may  take  this  opportunity  of  saying  that 
I  think  we  spend  a  great  detd  too 
much  time  in  hammering  away  at  points 
that  eannot  be  remedied,  but  I  think,  for 
the  sake  of  the  time  of  the  Oommittee, 
the  Oovemment  might  come  to  some  con- 
clusion whereby  we  may  rest  assured 
that  we  shall  have  no  further  trouble. 
If  they  authoritatively  state  that  when 
these  appointments  come  to  an  end 
the  House  will  have  no  more  of  them, 
but  that  future  appointments  will  be 
made  under  the  pleasure  of  the  House, 
so  that  people  appointed  m^  be 
properly  paid,  ana  that  the  House 
will  be  at  liberty  to  discontinue  ap- 
pointments when  they  are  thought  un- 
necessary, such  a  declaration  from  the 
Government  would  save  further  waste  of 
time. 

Mb.T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool,  Scot- 
land) :  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
seemed  to  be  somewhat  indignant  when 
I  cheered  the  reference  to  the  Oommittee 
promised  last  year.  That  investigation 
was  promised  last  year,  but  we  are  now 
just  as  far  from  a  conclusion  as  we  were 
then.  Hon.  Members  will  remember 
what  took  place  last  year.  1  think  it 
was  I  who  raised  the  question  of  these 
salaries,  and  I  had  the  good  fortune 
to  have  the  influential  support  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  Randolph  Ohurchill).  Up  to  that 
time  we  had  got  no  satisfaction  from  the 
€h)vernment,  but  when  such  a  strong 
and  formidable  ally  declared  in  our 
favour  the  Government  changed  front, 
and  the  First  Lord  said  the  matter  should 
be  referred  to  a  Oommittee. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  The  hon.  Member 
has  misunderstood  what  the  First  Lord 
said.  What  my  riffht  hon.  Friend  said 
was  that  he  woula  consider  it,  and  he 
has  explained  what  action  he  took  on 
the  promise  then  made. 

Mb. T. P. O'CONNOR:  Therighthon. 
Gentleman  promised  to  consider  it,  and 
as  the  result  we  are  told  it  was  referred 
to  the  Standing  Oommittee  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  Any  way,  the  matter  was  re- 
ferred by  somebody  to  the  Standing 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Well, 
hvLt  what  has  beoi  done?    When  and 


how  often  has  the  Standing  Committee 
considered  the  subject?  What  are  its 
recommendations  ?  Are  any  salaries  to 
be  reduoed  or  discontinued?  We  are 
absolutely  as  much  in  the  dark  as  we 
were  months  ago.  Why  attempt  to 
shuffle  the  Estimates  through  the 
House  of  Commons  on  a  vague  and  mis- 
leading promise  ?  I  think  1  have  a  per- 
fect right  to  cheer  or  jeer,  at  such  a 
promise.  What  is  the  other  line  of 
argument?  I  was  astonished  to  heir 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
St.  Pancras  (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid)  who, 
except  on  one  class  of  subjects,  is 
usually  a  lucid-minded  man,  say  that 
because  we  are  promised  an  inquiry 
by  Lord  Morley,  who  has  been  a  useful 
public  servant,  and  who,  he  anticipates, 
will  be  so  in  the  future,  we  ought  to  be 
satisfied.  But  surely  the  question  of 
Lord  Morley  is  utterly  irrelevant  to  the 
issue.  Our  contention  is  that  the  inves- 
tigation promised  twelve  months  ago 
has  not  taken  place. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  hon.  Member 
will  allow  me  to  say  that  is  not  so.  That 
statement  is  absolutely  contrary  to  the 
real  facts  of  the  case.  What  was  stated 
by  the  First  Lord  in  this  Committee  last 
year  was  that  this  question  was  at  that 
time  under  consideration.  My  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  made 
a  suggestion  that  a  Joint  Committee 
should  be  appointed,  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  House  under- 
took to  consider  that  suggestion.  He 
has  explained  what  action  he  did  take 
upon  that  undertaking,  but  the  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  the  question  was 
then  under  consideration  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords.  I  have 
stated  to  the  Committee  what  has  hap- 
pened since. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  Really,  I  fail 
to  see  how  that  explanation  improves  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  position;  it  betters 
our  position,  but  it  does  not  improve 
bis.  He  says  the  investigation  was 
not  becauee  of,  but  was  antece- 
dent to,  our  demand  of  last  year; 
and  is  it  therefore  not  more  shameful 
that  we  should  have  no  conclusion 
arrived  at?  The  hon.  Baronet  above 
the  Gamg^way  (Sir  J.  Goldsmid)  says 
Lord  Morley  has  done  good  public 
service — a  point  I  neither  deny  nor  affirm, 
for  I  know  nothing  about  it — and  there- 
fore we  may  rely  on  him  in  the  future ; 
but  what  has  that  to  do  with  the  case  ? 
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We  had  a  riffbt  to  expect  a  decision  on 
the  subject  before  being  asked  to  vote 
this  salary  again.  Now,  I  have  a  pro- 
posal to  make.  I  do  not  suppose  we 
shall  get  any  satisfaction  horn  the 
House  of  Lords  Conunittee,  and  it  is 
we,  the  House  of  Gommous,  who  have 
to  satisfy  the  taxpayers.  It  is  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  passes  these 
Estimates,  which  ought  to  investigate  the 
matter.  Will  the  Secretary  to  the  l^rea- 
sury  agree  to  nominate  e^ter  Easter  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
investigate  the  question  of  salaries  paid 
to  officials  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
that  this  Committee  shall  take  evidence 
as  to  expenditure  and  duties  ?  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  smiles,  but  I 
see  nothing  in  the  proposition  to  occa- 
sion amusement,  though  it  might  be 
afforded  in  the  result.  Is  the  House  of 
Commons  to  be  denied  investigation  of 
this  part  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
oountry?  I  do  not  say  whether  the 
result  may  or  may  not  show  that  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms  is  badly  paid  at 
£1,500  a-year — he  may  be  an  extremely 
overworked  official — nor  am  I  prepared 
to  anticipate  the  evidence  whether  or 
not  Black  Bod,  who  alternates  between 
a  somewhat  comic  appearance  on  the 
floor  of  this  House,  and  a  oourteous 
acceptance  of  our  prayer  to  admit  ladies 
or  gentlemen  to  the  Gallery  of  the 
House  pf  Lords,  is  grossly  overworked 
and  scandalously  underpaid.  I  will  not 
anticipate  the  results  that  may  be  at- 
tained ;  but,  at  least,  we  shall  have  the 
aatisfaction  of  a  thorough  examination. 
What  is  the  alternative  course?  We 
do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  G^tle- 
man  may  be  on  that  Bench  next  year. 
So  far  as  he  is  personally  concerned,  I 
hope  he  may  be,  for  I  do  not  know  any- 
one who  could  fulfil  the  duties  of  his 
office  with  greater  skill,  ability,  and 
eourtesy.  But  the  fact  is,  it  requires 
more  than  all  his  tact,  and  more 
than  all  his  large  amount  of 
«»urtesy  to  get  through  the  House  of 
Ckuumuus  such  a  scandalous  Vote  as  this. 
JIul  if  he  should  be  in  his  place  next 
y^Mh-and  I  should  be  glad  if  it  should 
W  Hi^  if  hit  Party  are  in  power — what 
vitt  hapyMMif  I  will  venture  to  utter  a 
M^«H>^.  We  ahall  find  this  House  of 
Vm^a  CWunitlee  still  profoundly 
iJIhm^WU  \u  the  study  of  the  expenditure 
—tt^%  \%  W  |k«>r|4i«ed,  divided,  and 
^ivw WMy#4  w«lk  all  the  teota.  figures. 


and  the  diverse  heterogeneous  and 
miscellaneous  considerations  that  endxcltt 
the  question,  and  that  it  will  require 
years  of  examination  to  determine  it». 
But  meantime  we  are  called  upon  to  vote 
for  this  highly  paid,  and,  as  it  now^ 
appears,  sinecure  office.  This  is  why 
we  cannot  accept  the  statement  of  the- 
Secretary  to  tiie  Treasuiy  as  satisfactory. 
Mb.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  I  oaonot 
agree  that  time  has  been  wasted  over 
the  discussion  of  this  item.  It  ifr 
a  case  of  a  class  which,  being 
satisfactorily  settled,  may  dear  away 
discussion  which  else  may  be  neces- 
sary on  other  items.  Several  things^ 
have  been  brought  out  in  the  dis- 
cussion. I  am  sure  we  heard  witk 
great  interest,  if  not  with  satisfaotton, 
that  this  gentleman,  as  Serjeant-at-arms,, 
has  received  £30,000  of  the  taxpayers* 
money.  But  we  have  failed  to  elioit 
from  one  side  or  the  other  what  are  the 
services  rendered  for  this  enormous  som 
of  money.  The  brief  explanation  of  tha 
functions  of  the  office  we  had  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was  that  the 
Serjeant-at-arms  attended  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  Putting  the  most  liberal 
interpretation  on  this  duty,  I  think  it 
will  be  agreed  that  it  could  be  efficiently 
discharged  by  a  policeman,  who  would 
consider  himself  fairly  well  paid  at 
£100  a-year.  This  cannot  be  considered 
a  small  matter.  In  the  course  of  the 
debate  last  night,  an  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Bartley)  with  painstaking 
eLiU>oration  showed  how  a  poor  family 
with  an  income  of  £39  a  year  paid  Uk 
taxation  £i  i7s.  5d.  per  annum.  Now, 
it  is  out  of  money  thus  received  that  the 
salary  of  £  10,000  to  the  Lord  ChanoeUor^ 
and  £1,500  for  the  gentleman  whe 
attends  upon  him,  are  paid.  We  have 
this  state  of  facts  in  the  teeth  of  the 
statement  I  heard  not  long  since  in  this- 
House,  that  it  has  ever  been  the  praotioe 
for  gentlemen  of  wealth,  position,  and 
education  to  devote  their  time,  energy,, 
and  great  talents  to  the  service  of  thair 
oountry.  This  was  the  statement  that 
met  a  proposal  firom  the  Bepreaentative 
of  a  working  class  constituenej  on  this 
side,  that  Members  of  this  House  should 
receive  some  allowance  for  the  time  they 
devote  to  public  duties  here.  On  that 
oooasioni  hon.  Members  pointed  to  the 
tenrible  state  of  affairs  in  the  Unitea 
States,  where  Members  of  Oongfosi 
receive  some  such  allowance,  but  aei» 


641 


S^pply-^Civtl 


[  Apeil  1 6,  1 889 }  Service  Btttmatet.  642 


we  haye  a  gentleman  who,  without 
nnderrating  his  position,  I  may  desoribe 
as  a  subordinate  official,  reoeivinff  a 
salary  eoual  to  that  of  the  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States.  I  do  not  think 
more  can  be  added  to  g^ye  force  to  the 
ridiculous  position  taken  up  in  defence 
of  an  appointment  like  this.  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  has  spoken  in  rather 
a  wounded  tone  on  this  matter.  Now, 
I  would  endorse  the  well- merited  com- 
pliment the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
paid  him  last  night,  and  I  am  sure  there 
IS  not  a  Member  of  the  House  but  will 
affree  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
charges his  duty  in  the  most  conscientious 
and  courteous  manner,  and  I  should  be 
sorry  to  say  anything  that  might  be 
considered  offensive  to  him  ;  but  we  are 
here  as  Bepresentatiyes  of  the  taxpayers, 
and  are  anxious  to  reduce  the  burdens 
upon  them.  In  that  sense  we  are  acting 
now,  and  we  would  strengthen  the 
Treasury  in  any  desire  for  economy  in 
the  direction  of  these  salaries. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  75; 
Noes  117.— (Division  List,  No.  76.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  MUNKO  FERGUSON   ^Leith, 
kc.) :  If  the  Standing  Committee  of  the 
House    of    Lords  desire  to   know    to 
what  point  to  direct  their  attention,  and 
where  we  consider  salaries  are  exces- 
sive, I  would  offer  for  their  considera- 
tion the  item  under  the  head  of  salary 
and  allowances  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  £4,000,  in  connection  with  his  duties 
as  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Lords.    I 
think  this  sum  is  somewhat  excessive 
as  compared  with  the  duties  discharged 
by  the  Speaker  in  this  House,  or   by 
yourself,  Mr.  Courtney,  as  Chairman  of 
Committees.     I  think  it  must   be  ad- 
mitted that,  if  allowances  in  the  latter 
cases  were  accepted  as  the  basis  for 
applying  the  principle  of  pajrment  by 
results,  the  payment  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Lords  would  sink  to  a 
very  low  point  indeed  in  comparison. 
It  seems  to  be  considered  that  a  high 
salary  is  necessary  to  preserve  the  dig- 
nity of  officials  and  ensure  the  efficient 
disoharse  of  the  duties  of  Uie  office; 
and  in  the  case  of  Members  of  the  legal 
profession,  it  would  appear  that   they 
require  twice  as  much  as  anybody  else. 
I  mi^ht  institute  a  comparison  with  the 
position  of  a  Justice  of  the  Supreme 
Ooort  in  the  United  States,  an  official 


who  has  to  discharge  duties  as  august 
and  onerous  as  those  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  for  whom  a  salary  of  £2,000 
is  considered  adequate.  It  will  be  seen, 
therefore,  that  experience  does  not  show 
that  inflated  salaries  are  necessary  to 
the  dig^ty  of  position;  and  I  movo 
tl)atthe  item  of  £4,000,  the  salary  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  be  reduced  by 
£2,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*<  That  Item  A,  Salaries  of  £5,545,  be 
reduced  by  £2,000,  part  of  the  Salary 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  as  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Lords." — {Mr,  Munro 
Ferguion,) 

Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  really 
think  that  some  little  explanation  or 
answer  is  due  from  the  Qovemment. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  It  was  out  of  no 
want  of  courtesy  that  I  did  not 
rise.  I  took  this  as  only  part  of  the 
scheme  by  which  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site desired  to  draw  attention  to  tho 
items  in  the  Vote.  I  am  sure  that  I  can 
say  nothing  that  will  alter '  the  view  of 
hon.  Blembers  on  this  matter  or  beyond 
what  has  been  urged  on  former  occa- 
sions, and  I  thought  it  better  to  come  to 
a  decision  at  once. 

Mb.  HERBERT  GARDNER :  As  I 
have  notice  of  Amendment  in  respect  to 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  it  might  spare  the  Com- 
mittee inconvenience  if  I  dealt  with  that 

now 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
I  think  that  will  be  best  secured  by 
coming  to  decision  upon  this  first. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  62; 
Noes  132.—(Div.  List,  No.  77.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  HERBERT  GARDNER:  I 
wish  now  to  call  attention  to  another 
matter.  The  salary  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  of  the  House  of  Lords 
amounts  to  no  less  a  sum  than 
£2,500,  and,  in  moving  a  reduction 
of  the  Vote  by  £500,  I  may  say 
I  do  so  in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to  the 
noble  Lord  (Earl  of  Morley)  who  now 
fills  the  office,  or  to  the  noble  Duke  Tthe 
Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chaoaos) 
who  lately  filled  it.  The  present 
Chairman  of  Committee  in  the 
House  of  Lords  will,  no  doubt, 
fulfil  his  functions  with  the  same  ability 
as  he  displayed  in  other  Departments  of 
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fib«  Sut^,  And,  «/«  €o  tlk)  «AeMfiMj  of 
fh#  I«f«  r^ikA  r^  Bnckiagikam,  I  Ka^e 
ii«v*f  h^«r4  »ay  ^ini^Mtioii.  Bat  I  wwHd 
Mk  f.h*  floniw  tr#  t.ftmftan  the  ilntiM  p«r- 
form^  hj  th«  ChAirmao  of  CommiCtoM 
ifi  th^  ffonfl^  ^/f  Lordfl  for  a  salary  of 
l3,VK>  a  7«Mr  with  th'»  Tarr  oneroiw 
flnfi^  of  th#  CTiainnaii  af  Waja  and 
M«^n<,  whrmm  «alarj  it  of  tha  tama 
amoTint  If  th^  vtandard  of  pay  adopted 
in  thn  Hm]fl#  14  fair  and  nMMoaabIa,  I 
tbiflk  fth<»  ^VrmmiUim  will  agrea  that  tha 
mmnfitj  mn^  $^*%  a  Ti>nr  poor  rc»tum  for 
tha  m«m«»y  it  ?ot#Hi  fot  th«»  Chairmaothip 
of  lh»  Wnnm  nf  liordi*.  Tha  Gommittoe 
rannofc  d#»n7  on«*  of  two  pp>po«itioiia : 
Eith<»r  tho  eiaiarj  of  tha  Uhairaiaii  of 
Wajr«  nnd  Mf»anA  in  too  dmall,  or  the 
•alar J  nl  th«>  nhnirman  of  Committees  in 
th»  H'Mi.««>  of  fiiiH*  is  far  too  large.  A^i 
to  ^Ha  Ar«t  pr«>p«^itiim  I  will  not  express 
an  •'pMiinn.  «»itH>pt  to  Aay  that  I  should 
fitit  !••»  in  t'r^ipr  if  I  trimi  ti>  mote  aa 
aM|rn«>n^atiMi  t»f  th«»  salary  of  the 
rhairumti  of  Wayn  iin«i  Mi»an!i,  With 
f^ftartl  ftn  tU«^  fliiHH^ad  prt^tnuiitioa,  I  hare 
n.i  i1oi|Ko  aKiiit  it  myvt^lf.  aad  I  am  sure 
*h«»r¥  i<  un  Mi»n*h#r  of  the  FToium*  vho 
ilo««i«  n»^«  AgntM*  witK  nil*  *m  that  subject. 
*V\\^f^  {<•  tk  tt^e  »litfvknpn«^«»  b^^tweeu  the 
4i*ntaniU  o«  ih«i  «tm^  of  th«^  Chainaaa 
i\f  ll\i«  n^Mi^  ati«i  that  i%(  the  ('liairmaa 
Hf  *Ui»    Ho.uai*    of    L^*\i*.      The   Eati- 
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MofCioii  mada,  and 

"TlMt  Item  B,<if  ^5.Ma^!wndiiOBdb^£50a, 
part  of  the  Sslary  of  the  ClisiiMsii  of  Cass* 
onttes  of  the  Hoose  of  LoEds.*— <Jtt^.  Jijriwt 

♦8niW.  BARTTELOT  (Stta9ex,N.W.)  : 
Some  years  ago,  as  many  hare  will  xe» 
member,  my  hon.  Friend  dia  Member 
fur  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  proposed  to 
reduce  the  salary  of  tha  Chamnan.  of 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Lorda  to 
£l,-500,  as  the  salary  of  the  Chairman, 
of  Committees  here  was  £1,500.  it 
was,  howeTer,  urged  that  it  wonld  ba 
an  unwise  and  ungenepins  thxn^  to 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  salary  of  tha 
distinguished  man  who  ocsupied  tluit 
portitiou,  and  an  ungracioos  set  towaada 
tha  ocher  House.  It  was,  howavacv 
sugg«Hited  from  the  Tisaaiuy  BsooiL 
that  the  Chairman  of  Commlttuaa  of 
th<*  House  of  Commona  might  waff  ew^ 
oeiT\*  ch«»  same  salary  sa  the  ChatmuBL 
A\ait^i  4r>»  At^t^r  b«tMigi\c  befi^ir^  di«^  I  *^(  Committees  of  the  Hooae  of  Laei^ 
tt'HiM^  o.f  l>««ilv  «itil  ULi4fi  a^oatitatee  •  ^^  ^"^^^  ^^  ^Mcm  agreed  rxh  and  tba 
itt      *.r.««4f     h    w^{«*      aiiv{      4i^;fti?tf^qi; '  Chairmaa  of  CominifiaeuBi>  trhaa  myrrnttt 

diinya    of    hiim     Friend    thje    BMCmastaBBr  ^ismnamat 
Ho.aiM^    o4:    ^Mr.  Raikai    5?niui  hia 
Uj^c^HT    s^«  mueeasMfii  bj  £l.0OO  a  ^ 
1*1    btuH}^    ^hii^^  tiLTne-  4iie  rwi  xfcliirtHa  \tasK^  bamL 


uhtAss  ^    :utie  "iv^msan  hihbar  jif 


4vMx\ivtiiv'jii     b«»ow^^a     ohi^ 

2/«n*ff-<i  r^.u  vuiu   Vr  <r^bijrmttt4.  entJCM:    ai  iiu^7:amiiu»  ml  aic  xiwtsrfih  :&i-  nfbar 

Hiumt  f if  Puriiamflic. 

The-  ^niHV'  ^  Iirr-Bt  nar  mncvsaspaBBBAe 
mttrt  XI  dc  ituo.  ax^  nntstriiBic  fAnar  iff 
th(-  'Hnitw-  II?  liordb  sf  itf'  iuK^ 
rffal'&f  ?^r?in£fr  Buaznast  nfthr 
f^  liCirdf^      "Wf   uL    knner  wifii 
ahiib^  leeal.  anf  anm^  Iim€  %iftaAiifei> 


i'^  o:  T^M/fi-rt^liiuL  af»  ntjlj  resume 
Ui  a«l«}rf^»  tbf    Hriusf   i»i  lyirdf   <»l  aiV 


a«v 
aciparatf  rvKsaMintis  ';*bfi«f  i^.  b»  a 
tnat.f«:  ni  fatu  tir  ^imJhii:  wini|iariBCiL 
>H*f«»*%«L  tht  rvr  HoufMMk.     Tbt  Otttur- 

mat   of    '^•animif.l;<%aF   oi   thf   S<»ufic-   of  _ 

IJCl^«)^   hns     m.   douH     t<     fulfi.    Tan    ^wnhax^^  nif  dotwa.  sn£  I  av 
Tat^nt^^hle  dntia^  bni  the  aftnf  whiot    7«iQwiiiaihiIh>^  whicL  iala^  xnimrfiip 
you.  ^fr.  fiL  with  Sf    mooL  disoratiQii.    b>^   ^*    r^miniitiMa   it.  *tof^  fi 
at>c  "whY.  9Qeh  («Dera!  approval  fmiL  at   ^^tndf-  if  ^'  (yii»idfn«his  anc  tiie 
|«art*    of  t:hf    HoiTfie.   is  without  doobi    «»?'^tn<:  to  tatf  ir  dr  9 
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«alarj  of  £2,500  is  not  too  high.  I  do 
not  think  a  comparison  can  in  every 
respect  be   fairly  made    between    the 

S^sition  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
eans  and  that  of  the  Chairman  of 
Oommittees  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  believe  that  the  Private  Business 
is  not  quite  so  responsible  in  the 
fiouse  of  Commons  as  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  because  more  Private  Bills, 
I  think,  originate  in  the  House  of 
Lords  than  in  this  House.  Though 
there  is  more  ffen'eral  work  done 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  our  Chair- 
man of  Committees  has  bon.  Gentlemen 
on  whom  he  can  call  for  assistance  if  he 
thinks  proper.  We  all  know,  Mr. 
Courtney,  how  capable  you  are  in  the 
discharge  of  your  duties,  and  what  a 
glutton  you  are  for  work,  and  the  con- 
sequence is  that  you  very  rarely  call  on 
those  Gentltfmen  to  assist  you.  Tou, 
however,  have  the  opportunity  of  doing 
eo  whenever  the  work  becomes  too 
pressing.  Under  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
suitable  for  the  present  to  reduce  the 
salary  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
in  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to    the    Treasury   (Mr.    Jackson) 

whether    the    hon.     Baronet    (Sir    J 
€K)ldsm]d)  is  right  in  stating  that  the 
dhairman  of  (Committees  in  the  House 
of  Lords  is  precluded  from  getting  any 
assistance  in  his  work  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  did  not  understand 
liim  to  say  that. 

«SiB  J.   QOLDSMID:  What   I  said 

was,  that  the  duties  of  the  Chairman  of 

-Committees  in  the  House  of  Lords  were 
not  as  onerous  as  those  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  in  the  House  of  Commons; 
but  I  said  that  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  Chairman  of  Committees  had 
four  gentlemen  on  ^hom  he  could  call 
to  assist  him  in  discharging  his  duties. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  If  the  hon. 
Baronet  does  not  say  that^  the  Chairman 
of  the  House  of  Lords  has  no  power  of 
obtaining  assistance,  what  becomes  of 
his  argument  ?  The  Chairman  ol  the 
House  of  Lords  can  call  upon  forty  or 
Mtj    Peers,  if  he  likes,   to    take    his 


place.  The  hon.  Baronet  shows  a  want 
of  lucidity  that  I  am  surprised  to  And 
in  him.  I  have  seen  you,  Sir,  and 
other  Chairmen  of  Committees,  seven, 
eight,  or  ten  hours  in  your  place  without 
calling  for  any  assisanoe,  and  I  have  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  your  successors 
will  be  as  energetic  in  carrying  out 
their  duties  as  you  are,  though  we  can- 
not perhaps  hope  that  they  will  be  as 

able  as  you.  If  the  Chairman  of  the 
House  of  Lords  is  less  hard- worked 
than  you,  Sir,  he  ought  to  be  paid  less, 
and  if  he  is  more  hard- worked  he  ought 
to  be  paid  more.  We  say  he  is  less 
hard- worked,  and  therefore  ought  to  be 
paid  less.  I  admit  that  the  Chairman 
of  the  House  of  Lords  has  a  greal  deal 
to  do  in  connection  with  Private  Busi- 
ness. Whether  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Goldsmid)  is  right  in  saying  that 
he  has  more  to  do  in  that  respect  than 
you,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  do  not  know,  but 
he  certainly  has  nothing  like  the  same 
amount  of  work  to  do  in  presiding  over 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  as 
you,  Sir,  have  in  presiding  over  this 
Committee.  Tou  have  to  to  be  in  your 
place  all  the  time  the  House  is  in  Com- 
mittee, which  means  that  you  have  to 
be  in  your  place  the  greaiter  part  of  the 
Session.  The  House  of  Lords  is  not  an 
over-worked  assembly.  It  reminds  one 
of  an  April  shower.  It  is  here  now  and 
the  next  moment  it  is  gone.  You  hear 
a  mysterious  mumble  and  a  few  whis- 
pers, and  the  House  of  Lords  has  done 
tor  the  evening.  I  venture  to  say  that 
the  Chairman  of  the  House  of  Lords 
does  not  sit  as  Chairman  for  one  hour  a 
week,  and  yet  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Goldsmid)  compares  his  labours  with 
those  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees  ia 
this  House.  The  hon.  and  gallaaft 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  W.  Barttelot) 
argued  this  question  from  another  point 
of  view.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle* 
man  represents  in  their  most  orthodox 
form  **good  old  Tory  doctrines,''  and 
he  does  so  in  the  matter  of  these  salaries. 
But  I  think  he  was  rather  unfortunate 
as  to  the  ground  upon  which  he  based 
his  defence.  He  said  it  would  be  an 
act  of  discourtesy,  an  ungracious  thing, 
to  reduce  the  salary,  but  as  guardians  of 
the  public  purse  we  have  nothing  to  do 
with  courtesy  or  grace.     I  think  that 
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this  case  has  been  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ilssez  (Mr.  H 
Oardner)  in  a  most  unanswerable  man- 
ner. The  only  fault  I  have  to  find  with 
him  is  that  the  amount  of  reduction  he 
proposes  is  disproportionate,  when  you 
consider  the  light  duties  of  the  Ohair- 
man  of  Committees  in  the  House  of 
Lords  and  the  salary  paid  and  the 
heavy  duties  of  the  Chairman  in  this 
House. 

The  Committee  divided,  Ayes,  62 ; 
Noes,  138;  (Division  List  No.  78.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERB  :  The  next  item. 
Sub-head  ''C,"  is  one  which  always 
causes  a  considerable  amount  of  dis- 
^^ussion  in  this  House,  the  reason 
being  because  the  system  of  payment 
of  the  Clerks  of  the  other  House 
is  so  manifestly  unfair.  The  last  Motion 
made  was  to  reduce  the  salary  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  in  the  House 
of  Lords  below  that  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  in  this  House,  but  that  was 

not  the  view  of  the  majority.  The  argu- 
ment against  the  reduction  was  that  it 
would  be  unfair  to  g^ve  the  Chairman 
in  one  House  Teas  than  the  Chairman  in 
the  other.  Well,  it  is  on  that  argument 
that  I  claim  the  vote  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  favour  of  the  reduction  which  I  now 
propose  in  regard  to  the  salaries  of  the 
clerks  of  the  House  of  Lords,  who  surely 
ought  not  to  be  paid  more  than  the 
clerks  of  the  House  of  Commons,  seeing 
that  the  latter  work  a  great  many  more 
hours.  Yet  the  clerks  of  the  House  of 
Lords  are  higher  paid  than  those  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  Clerk  of  Par- 
liaments receives  £2,500  per  annum, 
with  an  allowance  for  a  house,  or  £500 
more  than  is  paid  to  the  Chief  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  It  was  thought 
that  the  late  Chief  Clerk  of  this  House, 
Sir  Erskine  May,  one  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished men  who  has  ever  acted  as 
Clerk  to  this  House,  would  have  been 
promoted  after  long  service  to  the 
office  of  the  Clwk  of  Parliaments, 
with  its  higher  salary  and  position,  but 
it  was  not  so.  A  gentleman  was  fished 
out  for  the  higher  post,  who  was  the 
relative  of  one  Lord  Chancellor  at  least, 
if  not  of  twOj  and  who  had  been  some- 

Mr.  T,  P,  0'  Connor 


thing  connected  with  lunatic  asjlams. 
[LauffhUr.']     I  am    not  exaggerating- 
That  gentleman  was  pitchforked  into 
the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  Parliaments, 
for  which  he  had  had  no  sort  of  training,, 
and  the  doctrine  that  the  Chief  dene: 
of  the  House  of  Commons  may  expect 
to  be  promoted  to  that  post,  alter  long- 
and  faithful  service,  as  a  sort  of  otmm 
eum  digitate  ^tiMi-pension,  has  been  ex- 
ploded.    We  have  a  Clerk  in  the  House- 
of  Lords,  therefore,  who  receivee  £500' 
a  year  more   than    our    Head  Clerk. 
Then  the  Clerk- Assistant  of  the  House 
of  Lords  receives  £  1,800  per  annum  for 
filling  a  position  equivalent  to  that  for 
which  the  corresponding  officer  of  the 
House  of    Commons  receives   £1,500.. 
And  all  these  gentlemen  have  hottsea- 
besides.    Then  we  find  that  the  Senior- 
Clerk  in  the  House  of  Lords  receives- 
£1,000,  whereas  the  maximum  salary  of 
the  Senior  Clerk  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  £800  per  annum.    I  want  ta 
know  why  these  distinctions  are  made. 
The  reduction  of  £  1 ,000  which  I  intend  to- 
move  is,  roughly  speaking,  the  amount 
of  the  excess  in  the  payment  to  clerks- 
in  the  Department  of  the  Clerk  of  th» 
Parliaments  as  against    the  payment 
to     the     clerks    in     this    House.      I 
heard  the  Secretary  to  the   Treasury 
say  a  while  ago  that  there  was  a  species 
of   bargain  entered  into  as    to    these 
salaries.     I  have  heard  that  before,  and 
I  have  heard  the  same  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman's    predecessors.     What    he 
pointed    to    was    that    at  one    time 
all     the     salaries      were     paid     out 
of  fees  which  came    from    suitors   in. 
the  House  of  Lords.    This  practice  was- 
done  away  with,  however.     The  fees 
are  now  paid  into  the  Treasury,  and  the 
Treasury    pays    the  salaries.      It  was 
understood  that  if  the  fees  were  paid. 
into  the  Treasuiy  the  salaries  should  be- 
paid  out  of  the  votes  of  the  House,  but 
there  was  no  undertaking  that  the  pay- 
ment of  the  existing  salaries  shoula  ge 
on  for  ever  and  aye.     [Mr.  Jacksok^ 
Hear,    hear!]     The    Secretary  to    the 
Treasury   accepts  that  statement.     At 
the    time   of  which   I  spoke   the  fees 
were  paid  inttj  a  fee  fund,  and  the  in- 
terest on  that  served  as  pensions  to  the 
clerks  and  other  officials  in  the  House 
of  Lords.     We  have  nothing  to  do  witk 
that,  I  admit,  but  we  have  to  do  with 
the  salaries  of  officials  which  we  are 
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called  upon  to  yote.  I  have  neyer  yet 
heard  a  satisfactory  reason  why  the 
clerks  of  the  House  of  Lords,  who  do 
Tery  much  less  than  our  clerks  here, 
should  be  paid  higher  salaries.  I  do 
not  say  that  our  clerks  do  not  deserve 
more  tiian  they  are  getting,  and  I  should 
be  ready  to  put  the  salaries  of  the  two 
sets  of  clerks  together,  and  to  give  our 
clerks  more  and  those  of  the  House  of 
Lords  less ;  but  I  do  protest  against  the 
clerks  of  the  House  of  Lords  being  paid 
more  than  our  clerks  for  doing  less 
work  than  our  clerks.  I  beg  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £  1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  Item  C,  of  £22,367,  Salaries, 
ftc.,  Department  of  the  Olerk  of  the 
Parliaments,  be  reduced  by  £1 ,000." — 
{Mr.  Labpuehere.) 

Mb.  JAOKSON:  The  hon.  Member 
has  made  a  comparison  between  the 
clerks  in  the  House  of  Lords  and 
the  clerks  in  this  House,  and  I  do 
not  think  we  can  very  successfully 
discuss  that  at  any  great  length.  The 
hon.  Member  says  the  clerks  of  the 
House  of  Lords  receive  more  than  the 
clerks  of  the  House  of  Oommons. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE :  The  clerks  as 
a  whole. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  do  not  think  I 
could  entirely  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber there.  I  think  he  is  rather  mixing 
up  the  titles  of  these  Oentlemen.  It  is 
not  easy  to  compare  the  salaries  of  the 
clerks  in  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment; because  it  does  not  foUow  that 
those  bearing  the  same  titles  occupy 
analogous  positions.  I  quite  ag^ree  that 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  salaries 
should  necessarily  be  perpetual;  but 
the  proper  time  to  consider  a  revi- 
sion of  salaries  is  when  vacancies 
occur.  I  should  not  agree  with 
the    hon.    Member    if   he    contended 

that  we  are  on  oar  own  Motion  to  go 
and  reduce  the  salaries  of  officers  who 
have  been  duly  appointed  and  have 
given  up  other  appointments  in  order  to 
accept  taeea  poete,  but  I  asree  with  him 
tiiat  when  vacancies  occur  Uiese  appoint- 


ments should  be  reviewed,  and  the 
salaries  proportioned  to  the  work  which 
has  to  be  aone.  The  Olerk  of  Parlia- 
ments has  other  duties  to  perform 
beyond  those  connected  with  the  House 
of  Lords  as  a  legislative  body.  He  is 
Begistrar  of  the  Supreme  Oourt  of 
Appeal,  and  a  certain  part  of  his  work 
begins  in  November,  when  Members  of 
thu  House  are  taking  holiday.  Since 
the  gentleman  who  now  holds  the  office 
has  been  appointed  he  has  effected 
economies  to  the  extent  of  £2,000  & 
year.  Though  the  Head  Olerk  of  the 
House  of  Lords  receives  £300  a  year 
more  than  the  Head  Olerk  of  the  House 
of  Oommons,  yet  this  sum  is  hardly 
the  equivalent  in  cash  of  the  fumishea 
house  with  which  the  latter  is  provided. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  We  have  pro- 
tested  from  the  very  first  against  tho 
appointment  of  this  Olerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments— we  have  opposed  the  salary 
every  year  since  he  was  appointed.  If 
Sir  Erskine  May  after  his  long  service 
in  this  House  had  been  promoted  to 
this  superior  position  when  a  vacancy 
occurred,  we  should  not  have  complained^ 
but  our  complaint  was  that  the  present 
holder  of  the  office  was  taken  on,  know- 
ing nothiog  of  the  business  of  the  Olerk 
of  the  House  of  Oommons  or  the  Olerk 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  He  may  have 
learnt  it  since,  but  that  is  not  our  affair^ 
The  hon.  Member  says  this  gentleman 

has  saved  us  £2,000  a  year ;  that  is  to 
say  he  has  cut  down  other  people's 
salaries  to  the  extent  of  £2,000  a  year- 
But  I  should  like  to  know  if  his  econo- 
mies take  the  view  of  cutting  down  his 
own  salary.  It  is  all  very  well  to  talk 
about  saving  £3,000  a  year  by  cutting 
down  other  people's  salaries  —we  have 
to  interfere  because  be  cannot  take  an 
independent  view  of  his  own  salary. 
We  want  that  to  be  reduced  until  tha 
clerks  in  both  Houses  can  be  regarded 
as  in  an  identical  position.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  said  we  could 
not  fairly  compare  one  clerk  with 
another  derk.  Well,  take  the  Olerk 
Assistant.  In  the  House  of  Lords  the- 
derk  occupying  that  position  receives 
£1,800  a  year,  whilst  in  this  House  he- 
gets  £1,500  a  year  and  a  house. 
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hon.  Friend  refers  to,  and  I  believe  the 
condition  of  the  people  of  Donegal  to  be 
very  serious  and  to  depend  largely  on 
the  interposition  of  this  House.  The 
telegram  reveals  a  state  of  things  show- 
ing that  many  of  the  people  of  Donegal 
are  in  a  state  of  starvation. 


Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  cannot  consent  to 
the  Motion  at  this  moment.  This  Vote 
has  been  under  discussion  for  four 
hours,  and  ought  now  to  be  allowed  to 
pass.  If  we  are  allowed  to  take  this 
and  the  next  two  Votes,  we  might  then 
report  Progress. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  If  we  allow 
this  Vote,  which  can  be  again  discussed 
next  year,  to  pass,  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  allow  Progress  to  be  reported. 
In  that  case,  I  think  we  could  agree  to 
the  Votes  named  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  The  matter  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Donegal  is  so  serious  that  I 
hope  the  Government  will  allow  it  to  be 
discussed. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  The  Votes  we  ask 
for  after  this  are  not  contentious. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR:  Then  I  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion,  "That  Item  E,  of  £6,075, 
Salaries  of  Department  of  the  Gentle- 
man Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  be  re- 
duced by  £1,000,"  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £44,420,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
House  of  Commons  Offices. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day, 29th  April. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday, 
29th  April. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  move  that  this 
House  do  now  adjourn. 

«Mr.  SPEAKER:   There  are  one  or 
two  more  Orders. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  I  respectfully 
ask  that  I  may  move  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House,  the  questions  having  been 
disposed  of  and  the  Orders  of  the  day 
entered  upon. 

Mr.  Sexton 


{COMMONS}  Fore9$9,  ^e.  656 

» 

*Mr.  SPEAKER :  Before  the  Orders 
of  the  day  are  disposed  of  it  is  very 
unusual  to  move  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  a  O'CONNOR :  I  do  not  wiah 
to  provoke  a  decision  from  the  Chair  on 
the  spur  of  the  moment.  I  will  not 
persist  in  my  Motion,  and  I  will  not  say 
that  I  submit  to  your  ruling,  because  I 
hope  yon  will  not  g^ve  any  ruling  on 
the  point. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  There  was  a  pre- 
cedent a  year  or  two  ago. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  There  are  many 
precedents  the  other  way. 

*Mr.  SPEAB[ER  :  Order,  order ! 


WALTHAM  ABBKY  (GUNPOWDEK 
FACTORY)  BHiL.— (No.  176.) 

The  Select  Committee  on  the  Waltham 
Abbey  (Gunpowder  Factory)  Bill  was 
nominated — Mr.  Alfred  Gathome-Hardy 
Hardy,  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  Woodally 
and  Mr.  Brodriok. 

WOODS    AND    FORESTS    AND   LAND 
REVENUES  OP  THE  CROWN. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  Administration  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Woods  and  Forests  and  Land 
Revenues  of  the  Crown.'*— (Afr.  JaeXwm.) 

DR.CAMEBON,  (Glasgow  College) : 

This  is  a  matter  which  concerns  a  great 

number  of  Scotch  Members,  and  the 

hon.   Gentleman    will    remember    that 

a  promise  was  made  in  respect  of 
certain  Scotch  fishing  rights,  and  I 
would  suggest  that  the  Ifotion  should 
be  withdrawn  for  the  present. 

Mr.   JACKSON:    The    question    to 

which    the    hon.    Member   alludes    is 

included  in  the  terms  of  the  re- 
ference, and  the  names  cf  the 
latter    will    be    given    afterwards. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN:  I  think  we  are 
hardly  being  treated  fairly  bj  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treaanxj 
in  having  this  Motion  put  upon  the 
Paper  on  the  last  day  before  the  House 
rises. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  Very  well;  I  will 
postpone  it.    With  the  permission  of  the 
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House  I  ask  leave  to    withdraw    the 
Motion. 

Motion  by  leave  withdrawn. 


OFFICIAL  SECRETS  BILL.    (No.  97.) 

THIRD       BBADINO. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
^sed,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  time." 

Mr.  M'LAEEN  (Orewe) :  May  I  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  GhentJeman  to  post- 
pone this  Bill  also  ? 

♦The  attorney   GENERAL  (Sir 

Richard  Webster,    Isle  of   Wight) : 

There  is  no  reason  for  postponing  this 
Bill.  It  has  been  on  the  Paper  for  a 
<;onsiderable  time,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  has  had  Amendments  on 
the  Paper,  was  not  here  to  move  them. 

♦Mr.  M'LAREN :  I  was  called  out  of 

the  House  for  a  few  minutes  last  night, 

and  in  that  time  the  Bill  was  dealt  with. 

Of  course  I  do  not  blame  the  Oovem- 

ment.    But  I  do  think  it  is  rather  hard 

after  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor) 

has  g^ven  way,  on  the  understanding 

that  only  non- contentious  busines  should 

betaken,  that  this  BiU  should  be  pressed. 

It  puts  me  in  a  v^ry  awkward  position. 
I  am  unwilling  to  delay  the  discussion 
of  the  very  important  question  of  the 
condition  of  Donegal,  but  I  am  equally 
unwilling  to  let  this  Bill  go  through 
without  a  single  word  of  protest  or  ex- 
planation [An  hon.  Member  :  Move  the 
Adioumment  of  the  debate.]  I  am  un- 
willing to  take  a  step  of  that  sort,  if  I 
oould  get  any  sign  from  the  right  hon. 
"Gentleman  that  he  is  willing  to  take  the 
Bill  on  the  Monday  after  the  holidays, 
which  really  would  be  the  fair  course  to 
take.  This  Bill  went  through  the 
Second  Reading  without  a  single  word 
of  explanation,  and  the  only  Member 
who  spoke  upon  it  was  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Oork.  If  there  is 
no  other  course  I  will  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

♦Sir  R.  E.  WEBSTER:  The  hon. 
Member  is  really  misinformed.  I  made 
A   statement   on   moving   the   Second 


Reading,  and  I  answered  the  questions 
raised.  I  sincerely  trust  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  allow  the  formal  question 
to  be  put  to  the  House. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  The  Attorney 
General,  on  the  occasion  when  the  Bill 
was  brought  into  Committee,  stated  that 
it  had  been  represented  to  him  that 
those  Gentlemen  who  had  Amendments 
on  the  Paper  would  be  able  to  move 
them  on  the  Report  stage.  The  Bill 
got  through  without  Amendment,  and 
consequently  these  was  no  Report  stag^. 
Now,  I  would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whether  he  is  not  under  a 
moral  obligation  to  consent  to  the  Ad- 
journment, so  that  the  Bill  may  be  dis- 
cussed on  its  merits.  Certainly  there  is 
a  clause  here  which,  it  strikes  me,  would 
prevent  information  of  any  sort  being 
given  to  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and 
which  would  prevent  jobs  being  exposed 
in  this  House.  I  should  certainly  g^ve 
that  clause  every  possible  opposition  in 
the  present  stage.  And,  Sir,  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  feel  as  strongly 
as  I  do,  and  they  would  certainly  g^ve 
it  every  opposition  in  their  power. 
When  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man remembers  that  it  was  thought 
by    hon.    Members  they    would    have 

an  opportunity  of  renewing  their 
Amendments  on  the  Report  stage, 
and  that  in  that  way  all  opposition 
was  swept  awav,  I  think  he  will  allow 
that,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
Government  would  not  be  fulfilling  an 
honourable  understanding  if  this  Mo- 
tion for  the  Third  Reading  were 
pressed. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  Of  course,  if  it  is 
understood  that  anything  I  said  last 
night  caused  opposition  to  be  with- 
drawn, I  should  not  oppose  the  Motion 
for  the  Adjournment  of  the  debate.    I 

therefore  consent  to  the  matter  stand- 
ing over  to  the  second  Monday  after 
Easter. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday,  29th 
ApriL 
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TOWN   COUNCILLORS'  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.     (No.  177.) 

Order  for  Second*  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Debate  arising ; 

Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday,  7th 
May. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Ifr,  Jackson,) 

IBELAND— CONDITION    OP  DONEGAL. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  K): 

In  the  short  time  which  remains  to  us, 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 

every  vestige  of  constitutional  and  legal 

administration  in  the  county  of  which  I 

am  one  of  the  Bepresentatives  has  now 

been  cast  aside  by  the  Executive. .  They 

have    introduced    into  use    for    what 

they  call  police  purposes,  but  really  for 

landlord  purposes,  a  battering  ram ; 
they  have  g^ven  over  to  the  police  func- 
tions which  are  not  properly  police  func- 
tions, and  besides  Uiat,  they  have  caused 
the  police  to  assume  an  attitude  to- 
wards the  people  which  is  absolutely 
illegal  and  unconstitutional.  The  in- 
habitants of  portions  of  Donegal  are 
not  at  liberty  to  pursue  in  ordinary 
and  personal  security  their  daily  avoca- 
tions without  permits  from  the  police, 
and  there  is  established,  especially  in 
West  Donegal,  a  kind  of  **  white- 
terror."  People  are  threatened  with 
indiscriminate  and  momentary  arrest,  and 
no  man  knows  from  hour  to  hour  how 
far  his  personal  safety  will  be  respected. 
A  step  further  has  been  taken,  and  we 
are  assured,  on  the  authority  of  three 
Members  of  this  House  who  are  now 
in  Donegal,  that  the  police  have  started 
burning  the  houses  of  the  people.  It  is 
difficult  to  see  what  more  the  police 
can  do  in  the  way  of  disregarding 
every  constitutional  duty  and  every 
limitation  of  their  official  functions.  I 
do  not  wish  to  dwell  at  any  length  on 
the  matter,  and  I  shall  best  consult  the 
convenience  of  the  House  by  reading 
the  following  telegram : — 


**  Reiiifbroement8*of  police  from  all  parts  of 
county  are  bemg  brought  into  Falcarraglu 
Armed  sentries  posted  at  all  evicted  houses  to 
arrest  or  keep  out  tenants.  Non-evicted  houses 
dangerously  overcrowded  through  evictions. 
Wholesale  evictions  threatened  and  hourly  ex- 
expected.  People  simply  destitute.  Furniture 
and  bedding  destroyed  by  emergency  men. 
One  house  not  destroyed  re-entered  by  t<*nant,. 
deliberately  set  on  fire  last  night  by  police.'* 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  that  before  the 
House  adjourns  we  have  a  right 
not  only  to  ask  the  Government  to 
cause  prompt  and  searching  investiga- 
tion into  the  present  conduct  of  tiie 
police  in  Donegal,  but  to  ask  also  for 
an  assurance  that,  whatever  the  condnot 
of  the  police  may  have  been  in  the  past, 
they  shall  be  directed  not  to  overstep  the- 
plain  lines  of  their  duty,  and  to  re* 
speot  not  only  the  property  but  the- 
liberty  of  the  subject  in  Donegal. 

The     CHIEP     SECRETARY    fob 

IRELAND    (Mr.     A.     J.     Balfoub, 

Manchester,   E.) :    The   hon.    Member 

in  the  opening  sentence  of  his  speech 

has  gone  back  to  matters  which,  how-^ 

ever  important  and  interesting,  are  not 

of  immediate  urgency,  having  occurred 

some  weeks  ago,  and  which  need  not 
therefore  have  been  raised  on  this 
debate.  I  refer  to  permits  which  were 
issued  by  the  police  on  the  occasion  of 
the  arrest  of  the  persons  charged  with 
the  murder  of  Inspector  Martin,  and  I 
am  not  aware  that  for  many  weeks  past 
anything  of  the  kind  has  been  done.  I 
suppose  it  has  been  merely  introduced 
as  a  topical  matter,  and  is  not  one 
calling  for  any  observation  from  me.  I 
therefore  pass  from  that  portion  of 
the  constitutional  liberties  which  the 
hon.  Member  says  are  being  broken 
down  and  will  go  to  the  others.  The 
hon.  Member's  charges  were,  that 
the  police  had  used  a  ram;  that  the 
police  were  stationed  near  the  houses 
from  which  tenants  had  been  evicted ; 
that  arrests  were  contemplated;  that 
the  people  were  destitute ;  that  emer* 
gency  men  had  been  destroying  bedding ; 
and  that  some  of  the  police  had  de« 
stroyed  one  house  by  fire.  On  the  iast 
accusation  I  have  no  information  at  all, 
but  I  confess  I  am  wholly  sceptical  as 
to  the  accuracy  of  the  information  sup- 
plied to  hon.  Uentlemen  opposite.  I  ao 
not  believe,  and  shall  not  believe  thia 
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charge,  nntil  I  get  much  more  detailed 
information.  I  would,  however,  point 
out  that  the  house  in  any  event 
is  not  the  house  of  a  tenant, 
but  the  house  of  a  landlord. 
I  repeat  that  I  do  not  believe  Uiat  the 
police  have  done  anything  of  the  kind 
alleged  against  them,  and  shall  continue 
to  disbelieve  it  in  the  absence  of  much 
better  and  more  detailed  information 
than  appears  to  be  in  the  possession  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  pass  then 
to  the  other  accusations.  The  hon. 
Member  say&that  bedding  and  furniture 
are  destroyed  by  the  emergency  men. 
But*  Sir,  if  a  house  is  defended  elabo- 
ratly and  in  such  manner  that  it  can- 
not be  entered  unless  the  roof  or  the 
side  is  broken  down,  it  may  be  some- 
times absolutely  impossible  to  avoid 
some  injury  to  the  contents  of  that 
house.    But  who  is  responsible  ? 

Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid) :  You. 

Mb.  SPEAKER;  Order,  order! 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Is  it  the  people 
who  make  a  forcible  entry,  or  those  who 
fortify  the  house  so  that  no  other  mode 
of  entry  is  possible  ?  The  people  them- 
selves and  those  who  have  prompted  the 
people  are  alone  to  blame.    Every  care 

ought  to  be,  and  I  believe  is,  exercised 
by  those  entrusted  with  carrying  out  the 
law.  I  would,  however,  point  out  that 
this  accusation  is  made  not  against  the 
police,  but  against  the  special  bailiffs, 
for  whose  conduct  I  am  in  no  respect 
responsible.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
says  the  police  are  watching  evicted 
houses.  I  do  not  know  wheUier  it  is 
true,  but  I  do  not  think  it  unnatural  if 
it  is  true.  The  people,  as  I  have  heard 
within  the  last  few  hours,  have  been 
retaking  forcible  possession  of  the 
houses  from  which  they  have  been 
evicted.  That  is  a  grossly  illegal  act, 
which  the  police  are  bound  to  stop,  and 
if,  as  the  hon.  Oentleman  says,  there 
are  police  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
evicted  houses,  considering  that  illegal 
possession  is  being  taken  by  the 
tenants,  I  do  not  think  that  any  com- 
plaint ought  to  be  made  of  it.  Then  I 
come  to  the  question  of  the  ram.  I 
am  not  aware  mat  the  ram  has  been 
used  in  these  evictions;  I  rather  think 
it  has  not. 
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Mb.  sexton  (Bel£ftst,  W.):  The 
hon.  Member  did  not  say  it  had. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  An  hon.  Mem. 
ber  says  it  was  never  alleged  it  had  been 
used,  but  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  complained  that  it  was  used  for 
unconstitutional  and  illegal  purposes. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  What  I 
said  was  that  the  Government  furnished 
the  police  with  a  ram,  nominally  for 
police,  but  really  for  landlord  purpose  s 
My  complaint  is  that  the  police  are 
allowed  to  go  beyond  the  scope  of  their 
fimctions,  and  to  do  that  which  the 
Constitution  does  not  contemplate. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :   If  the  use 

of   the  ram  be  improper,    it  has   not 

been   used    on    this   occasion.    I  had 

thought  we  were  discussing  a  concrete 

question    arising    out  of  the  evictions 

in  Donegal,  to  call  attention  to  which 

the    adjournment    of  the    House    had 

been  moved  ;  but  I  am  quite  willing  to 

discuss  the  abstract  question  of  whether 

or  not,  under  any  circumstances,  a  ram 
can  be  legitimately  used  by  the  police. 
I  say  emphaticaUy  it  may  be  so  used ; 
and  I  say  more— that  if  the  police 
have  in  their  possession  or  can  use  any 
method  by  wnich  injury  to  themselves 
and  to  the  people  and  violation  of  the 
law  may  be  diminished,  abridged, 
or  prevented,  they  are.  absolutely 
bound  to  use  those  means.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  was  entirely  wrong 
in  his  interpretation  of  Uie  law. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  police  have 
done  anything  further  than  perform  the 
usual  duties  of  protecting  the  bailiffs, 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  the  f  unctions 
of  *the  police  are  necessarily  limited  to 
those  duties.  If  the  hon.  Oentleman 
will  read  the  charge  of  C  hief  Baron 
Palles  on  the  occasion  of  l^e Woodford 
evictions,  he  will  find  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Chief  Baron,  tliere  piay 
be  circumstances  under  which  the  police 
would  be  justified  and  even  obliged  to 
go  beyond  the  special  functions  of  pro- 
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they  done  so  imder  any  Administration. 
So  muoh  for  the  law.    Then  thehon. 
Qentleman  says  that  the  people  are  des- 
titute.   He  has  discussed  that  question 
upon  two    separate    occasions    in    the 
course  of  last  week,  and  in  the  speeches 
he  then  made  he  admitted  that  probably 
at  that  time,  and  probably  at  any  time 
in  the  last  50  or  100  years,  there  had 
been  some  distress  in  those  congested 
and  overcrowded  parts  of  Ireland.    I  do 
not  believe  that  there  is  anything  in  the 
nature  of  a  general  famine.  ^  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  distress  is  widespread, 
or  that  it  prevails  especially  among  the 
persons  evicted,  and  I  beheve  that  the 
attempt  which  has  been  made  to  rouse 
the  sympathies  of  the  public  has  been 
made  for  political  purposes,  and  for  poli- 
tical purposes  alone.  If  you  had  searched 
other  Unions  in  Ireland  where  no  evic- 
tions have  taken  place,  you'  would  find 
equal  or  greater  distress,  as  to  which  it 
has  never  occurred  to  right  hon.  or  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the    House,  or  to  excite  the 
ffjnnpathy  of  the  English  philanthropists. 
I  have  already  given  the  House  the 
result  of  certain  figures  which  have  been 
supplied  to  me,  and  I  have  also  told  the 
House  that  I  am  gpinfi^  to  make  further 
investigations.     Until  those  investiga- 
tion are  completed  I  do  not  pretend  to 
S've  a  complete  or  final  judgment  to  the 
ouse  on  this  matter ;  but  I  will  tell 
the  House  a  fact  which  has  been  com- 
municated to  me  to-day  by  telegram. 
Although  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  examining  it  in  all  its  bearings,  I 
state  it  to  the  House  as  being  probably 
significant,  and,   at  all   events,  of  in- 
terest.   The  amount  given  in  Poor  Law 
relief  in  the  particular  Union  where  these 
evictions  have  taken  place  is  less,  and 
much  less,  than  in  other  Unions  in  the 
same  county  of  Donegal. 

Mr.  a.  O'OONNOS:  Because  .Mr. 
Olphert  is  Ohairman. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  No  Board  of 
Ouardians,  no  Ohairman  of  a  Board  of 
Ouardians,  has  either  the  right  or  the 
power  to  allow  starvation  in  the  Union 
over  which  they  have  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  A.  O'OONNOB :  How  Uttle  you 
know  of  Donegal ! 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  give  that 
fact  to  the  House  not  because  I  have 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfintr 


had  either  opportunity  or  time  to  in- 
vestigate it  in  all  its  bearings,  but 
because  I  think  it  is  an  important  and 
a  significant  fact  in  regard  to  the  con- 
dition of  these  people.      When    hon. 

Gentlemen  attack  the  conduct   of  the 
police  they  must  be  perfectly  well  aware 
that  the  whole  object  and  aim  of  their 
policy     is     to     render    the    task    ol 
the  police    as  difficult  as   it   oan  be. 
Hon.  Members  talk  of  Donegal  and  the 
evictions  of  the  peasantis  and  the  dis- 
tress,   but    they    are   looking    not   to 
Donegal,  but  to  English  platforms  and 
the  English  people.      It  is  manifest  in 
every  word  they  utter  that  their  desire  is 
to  turn  to  political  account  these  un- 
happy incidents.    That  is  why  they  ob- 
ject to  the  ram.      It  is  not  because  of 
any  additional  hardship  which  the  ram 
inflicts.  They  object  to  the  ram  becaose 
they  know  diat  the  use  of  that  instru- 
ment will  shorten  the  scenes  at  evictions, 
and  will  diminish  the  sufferings  which 
evictions  are  calculated  to  inflict,  and  in 
those  two  ways  defeat  the  game  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  desire  to  play.      As  I 
have  said,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  dis- 
tress is  of  such  a  kind  that  the  ordinary 
Poor  Law  is     incapable    of      coping 
with  it.    If  that  belief  is  modified  by 
any  further  reports  which  I  may  receive, 
I  will  take  any  action  which  may  be 
necessary  in  the  matter.    But  until  the 
necessity  for  action  is  demonstrated,  I 
repeat  you  cannot  be  guilty  of  a  more 
mistaken  kindness   to    the   people    of 
Donegal  than  by  unnecessarily  relaxing 
the  regulations  which  limit  the  use  of 
the  Poor  Law,  or  by  givine  public  and 
private  funds  unnecessarily  .and  reck- 
lessly to  subventions  for  this  purpose. 
If  subvention  should  be  necessary,  at  all 
events,  let  care  be  taken  that  it  is  not 
given  under  circumstances  which  would 
in  the  long  run  do  more  harm  than 
good.    I  hope— I  fear  I  hope  in  vain — 
that  if  that  task  be  put  upon  the  GK>- 
vemment  we  shall  receive  the  assistance 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway, 
and  that  they  will  not  urge  the  House, 
with  the  weight  of  power  which  belongs 
to  them,  to  induce  the  Government  to 
carry  out  measures  which  have  perhaps 
done  more  harm  of  a  permanent  kind 
in  creating  the  congested  districts  than 
even  temporary  benefit  to  the  population 
which  they  affected. 
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•Mb.  J.  STTJAET  (Shoreditoh,  Hox- 
km) :  There  are  three  main  aoeusations 
oontaiiied  in  the  telegram  read  by  the 
hon.  Member;  first,  that  the  bedding 
and  furniture  have  been  destroyed  by 
emergency  men.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  answered  that  by  saying  it 
was  probably  destroyed  during  the  de- 
fence of  the  houses  ;  but  if  he  had  ever 
been  present  at  an  eviction,  he  would 
have  \nown  that  it  is  destroyed  by 
being  thrown  into  the  roadway  and 
trampled  upon  by  emergency  men. 
The  next  was  that  police  sentries  had 
been  posted  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
evicted  houses  to  prevent  the  people 
from  re-entering  them.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  suggested  that  this  is  a  matter 
for  the  Civil  Ck>nrts,  and  that  the 
police  had  no  right  to  take  this 
step ;  but.  Sir,  that  is  not  so, 
for  it  is  made  a  crime  by  the 
Ooercion  Act  of  1887  for  a  man  to 
re-enter  a  house  from  which  he  has 
been  evicted.  It  is  one  of  the  new 
crimes  created  by  that  Act,  and  which 
at  the  time  we  protested  against. 
Lastly,  Sir,  there  is  a  definite  accusa- 
tion here  in  this  telegram  that  one 
house  which  had  been  re-entered  by 
the  tenant  was  deliberately  set  on 
fire  last  night  by  the  police.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman,  I  take  it,  did  not 
endeavour  to  apologise  for  such  action 
on  the  part  of  the  police,  if  it  be  true ; 
but  he  doubted  whether  it  had  taken 
place.  I  hope  that  one  result  of  the 
debate  may  be  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  hasten  to  ascertain 
whether  such  an  event  has  taken  place, 
and,  if  it  has,  will  prohibit  such  conduct 
in  the  future.  We  have  here  a  definite 
statement  that  it  has  taken  place,  on  the 
authority  of  three  MembOTs  oif  this  House, 
and  I  cannot,  therefore,  but  think  that 
there  is  some  truth  at  the  bottom  of  it. 
Tou  have  sent  to  giEU>l  the  priest  of 
Falcarragh,  and  now  you  are  taking  the 
roofs  from  over  tibie  heads  of  these  poor 
people.  I  cannot  think  that  the  answers 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are 
satisfactory,  and  I  trust  that  we  shall  yet 
receive  some  assurance  that  the  police 
will  be  warned  against  setting  fire  to 
houses. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary, who  is  amaster  in  the  art  of  evasion. 


has  not  informed  the  House  how  the 

battering  ram,  with  aU  its  unrecognized 

virtues,  can  be  used  by  the  police  as  an 

engine  of  self-defence,  and  I  charge  the 

right    hon.    Gentleman     with     having 

purchased  this  ram,  not  as  vindicator  of 

the   public  law,    but    as    a    piece  of 

machinery  to  assist  private  persons  in 

collecting     debts,     and     in     exacting 

vengeance    when    the    money    is    not 

forthcoming.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rather  blamed  my  hon.  Friend  for  re- 
ferring affain  to  the  system  of  police 
permits ;  but  let  me  say  that  this  un- 
fortunate county  is  subject  to  an 
elaborate  system  of  tyranny  by  the 
police,  and  the  fact  that  people  are  for- 
bidden to  pass  alone  the  nighway  is  an 
indication  of  the  callous  and  cruel  sys- 
tem pursued  by  the  police.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  endeavoured  to 
account  for  the  breaking  of  the  furni- 
ture by  saying  that  it  is  broken  in  the 
defence  of  the  houses.  Sir,  the  police 
are  not  assailed  at  evictions,  and  this 
furniture  is  broken,  not  in  the  defence 
of  the  houses,  but  by  the  emergency 
men,  who,  when  they  succeed  in  forcing 
an  entrance,  will  break  it  by  striking  it 
and  throwing  it  out  into  the  roads. 
I  challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
name  one  Union  where  so  much  distress 
prevails  as  in  this  Union  of  Falcarragh. 
Let  me  point  out  that  the  landlord  who 
has  evicted  these  tenants  is  also  the 
Ohairman  of  the  Poor  Law  Union,  and 
owing  to  the  poverty  of  the  district  he 
nominates  the  Guardians,  and  practically 
the  whole  question  of  out-door  relief  is 
in  his  hands.  Now,  I  ask  is  it  not  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  save  these 
poor  people  from  starvation  ?  They  are 
being  turned  out  of  the  houses  which 
they  have  built  with  their  own  hands ; 
the  workhouse  is  so  many  miles  away 
that  many  are  unable  to  ffo  there ;  is 
not  the  Government  bound  to  provide 
them  with  food  and  shelter  or  with 
vehicles  to  oonvey  them  to  the  work- 
house f  Has  it  come  to  this,  that  the 
British  army  is  to  be  employed  to 
prevent  men,  women  and  children 
from  committing  a  civil  ofiPenue 
by  crawling  back  for  shelter  to  the 
homes  from  which  thev  have  been  so 
cruelly  evicted?  I  ask  for  a  pledge 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentlemati  that  he 
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will  inquire  into  tha  allegationt  made 
in  this  telegram  from  Members  of  this 
lIouM,  and  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
haTe  from  him  an  aeeurance  that  the 
police,  who  are  paid  from  Imperial  funds, 
shall  not  be  used  to  serve  the  private 
interests  of  the  landlords.  I  want  the 
Government  to  provide  shelter  for  these 
DTjor  people,  so  that  they  shall  not  die 
from  exposure  on  the  roadside.  We 
know  that  in  the  houses  of  the  evicted 
no  food  has  been  found ;  we  know  that 
their  potatoes  flailed  last  Ohristmas,  and 
that  thej  have  since  been  existing 
on  Indian  meal;  but  the  Bepresenta- 
tive  of  the  Government  cares  nothing 
for  all  this  ;  he  lounges  on  his 
Renoh  and  jawns  and  laughs. 
Lf  nder  his  elegant  Oriminal  Oode  he  has 
made  it  an  offenoe  to  re-enter  houses 
in  which  evictions  have  taken  place; 
but  surelv  it  is  not  such  a  heinous  crime 
to  crawl  into  a  dismantled  building  for 
shelter.  It  appears  to  me  that  if  the 
Government  desire  to  promote  confidence 
in  the  law,  thej  will  put  a  stop  to  this 
action  on  the  part  of  the  police.  I 
believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self the  very  worst  enemy  the  Govern- 
ment have,  and  that  his  conduct  in 
regard  to  the  evictions  in  Donegal  is 
calculated  to  make  the  people  hate  the 
Government  and  detest  tne  law. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone  Mid) : 
I  challenge  the  Government  to  show  any 
authority  by  which  the  police  can  pre- 
vent a  man  re-entering  the  house  from 
which  he  has  been  evicted.  If  you  allow 
that  they  can  do  that,  you  give  them 
the  right  to  break  down  houses  with  a 
battering  ram,  and  to  set  fire  to  build, 
ings,  and  I  submit  that  in  firing  houses, 

as  they  have  done  recently,  the  police 
have  committed  an  offence  against  the 
law.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  his 
smiles  and  yawns,  encourages  the  police 
thus  to  act,  and  whereas  only  one  nouse 
was  fired  last  night,  we  shaU,  as  a  con- 
sequence, have  30  or  40  fired  to-night. 

Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) : 
Let  us  see  where  we  are.  Slowly,  yet 
purposely  and  deliberately,  the  people 
are  being  murdered  in  this  part  of  Lre- 
land.  Whatever  may  be  the  desire  of 
the  Government,  that  is  the  effect  and 


result 

oomplai     is      debj        l  MiadbaB  thst 

that       ov,  we  Mi^  HMP.  wiOk  Hbm  mm- 

table  i  uggestion  that  tibia  is  tiM  giBi 

being  >layed  by  bon.  M eoabon  om  tiUi 

side.    I  tiiink  we  are  jnalifisd  m  Mpil 

that  the  game  played  bj  the  Oofsn- 
ment  is  by  deliberate  famtelitjr  to  steaf 
out  all  opposition  to  their  ponej-  I  Hf 
we  shoutd  be  justified 

«Mb.  SPEAEEB:  Order,  ccder! 


Mb.  SEXTON:  Thera  are  atOl 
minutes.    Oannot  the  debate   be 

tinned? 

«Mb.    SPEAKER:    The      laai     tn 

minutes   are   reeerved    fbr   nnoppoesi 

business.      We   are  placed     in     visij 

peculiar  ciroumstanoes  by  the  faet  tihtt 

the  debate  on  the  Motion  for  the  Ad* 
joumment  stands  adjourned  onder  the 
Rules  of  the  House  at  ten  minnteeto 

Seven. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Sewen  of  the 
dock,  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 

SUBMARINE    TELSaBAPH    OONTRAGT 
(HAUFAX  AND  BERMUDA). 

Copy  ordered — 

Of  Contnust  dated  the  12th  day  of  Anfl 
1889,  for  the  ooDstrootion  of  a  Sabnisriiid  T&s- 
graph  Line  from  Halifax,  Nora  8cotia»  to  tlie 
XiUmd  of  Bermnda,  together  with  Copy  of  the 
Minate  of  the  Treasury  with  regard  tiieretow— 
(Mr,  Jaekton.) 

Ck>py  presented  aoeordingly  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


EXCISEABLE   ARTICLES    (DIAGRAMS). 
Copy  ordered — 

Of  Diagram!  ihowing  ttie  Oonsnmptkm  from 
1856  to  1888  of  Tea,  Goffee,  Cocoa,  and  OhioQcy, 
of  Alooholio  Beyeraget,  and  of  Tobaooo,  ooss- 
pared  with  the  increase  of  Population.*'-^  Jfr. 
Chancillor  of  tke  Sgeheipm',) 

Copy  presented  acoordin j^ ;  to  Ue  apoa  ttio 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  121.] 

It  being  Seven  of  the  dock,  in  pnr- 
suanoe  of  the  Resolution  of  the  House 
of  the  12th  April,  Mr.  Speaker  ad- 
journed the  House  without  Queetioiii 
put  until  Monday  29th  April. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,   29th  April,  1889. 


CRIMINAL   LAW    AND    PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  (COMMITTAL 
\  OP  MR.  CONDON). 

Mb.  SPE ASIER  aoa  uainted  the  House 
that  he  had  receiTed  uie  following  Letter 
relating  to  the  Oommittal  to  Pnson  of 
Mr.  Condon,  a  Member  of  this  House :  — 

Court  Honse,  Clonmel, 

24  April,  1889. 

Sir, 
I  beg  to  inform  you  that  the  appeal  of  Mr. 
Thomas  J.  Condon,  M.P.  for  East  Tipperary, 
from  the  decision  of  two  Resident  Magistrates, 
senteneing  him  to  two  months'  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour,  came  on  to  be  heard  before 
me,  and  I  this  day  affirmed  the  decision  of  the 
Magistrates  and  sentenced  him  to  two  months' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labor,  and  have  issued 
my  warrant  for  his  arrest. 

I  have  the  honor  to  remain. 

Sir, 
Tour  most  obt.  servant, 

William  Akdbbsox, 
County  Court  Judge  and  Chairman  of 
Quarter  Sessions  Co.  Tipperary. 

The  Right  Honble. 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
London. 


MERSEY    DOCKS    AND    HARBOUR 
BOARD  BILL. 

Ordered — 

''  That  aU  Petitions  against  the  Bill  presented 
on  or  before  the  9th  day  of  March  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  BiR,  and  that  (sublect 
to  the  decision  of  the  Referees  as  to  the  right 

VOL.   CCOXXXV.    (^THIBD   8BBIS8.] 


of  the  Petitioners  to  be  heard  upon  their  Peti- 
tions in  respect  of  matters  otiier  than  those 
specially  mentioned  in  the  Order  of  the  House 
of  the  Ist  day  of  April)  such  of  the  Petitioners 
as  pray  to  be  heax^  by  themselves,  their 
Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses,  be  heard  on 
their  Petitions,  if  they  think  fi^  and  Counsel 
heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against  such  Peti- 
tions."—(rA«  Chairman  of  Wayt  and  Meant.) 

Q  UB8TI0N8. 


FOREIGN  SHIPS. 

Mb.  DONKIN  (Tynemouth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that, 
by  an  Order  in  Council  of  the  26th 
June  1873,  Her  Majesty  was  pleased  to 
direct  that  merchant  ships  belonging  to 
the  Gherman  Empire  which  were    pro- 

Jelled  hy  steam  should,  after  the  1st 
anuary  1873,  be  deemed  to  be  of  the 
tonnage  denoted  on  their  certificates  of 
registry,  or  other  national  papers,  in 
the  same  manner,  and  to  the  same 
extent  in  and  to  which  the  tonnage 
denoted  in  the  certificates  of  registers 
of  British  ships  is  deemed  to  be  the 
tonnage  of  such  ships ;  provided  that, 
if  the  owner  of  any  (terman  ship  should 
desire  the  deduction  for  engine  room  on 
his  ship  to  be  estimated  under  the  rulea 
for  eng^e  room  measurement  and  de- 
duction applicable  to  British  ships,  the 
engine  room  should  be  measured,  and 
the  deduction  calculated,  according  to 
the  British  rules,  and  that  Orders  in 
Council  to  a  similar  effect  have  been 
made  with  respect  to  ships  of  Italy, 
Itusaia,  Norway,  Sweden,  Spain,  Den- 
mark, the  Netherlands,  Greece,  the 
United  States,  and  other  countries,  and, 
also,  having  regard  to  the  26th  Section 
of  ''The  Merchant  Shipping  Act, 
1864,"  it  is  intended,  by  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Tonnage  Bill  (now  before  the 
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House),  to  deprive  Foreign  ships,  and 
ships  of  the  United  States,  which,  by 
virtue  of  such  Orders  in  Council,  have 
had  their  engine  rooms  measured,  and 
the  crew  spaces  measured,  and  the  de- 
duction calculated  according  to  the 
British  rules  now  in  force,  of  the  benefit 
of  the  deductions  appearing  on  their 
register,  or  on  the  certificates  of  British 
tonnage  granted  to  such  ships  ? 

*The  PEESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Miohael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  facts  as  stated  in 
the  question  are  accurate.  The  tonnage 
system  as  it  existed  in  1873  is  the  basis 
of  International  Tonnage.  It  is  not  in- 
tended by  the  Merchant  Shipping  (Ton- 
nage) Bill  now  before  the  House,  to 
treat  foreign  ships  in  any  way  different- 
ly from  British  ships,  but  to  put  right 
an  anomaly  not  discovered  in  British 
law  until  1879.  The  Bill  before  the 
House  will  preserve  the  International 
system  intact. 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) :  Will  not  the  effect  of  preserving 
the  International  system  intact  be  to 
give  an  advantage  to  Foreign  over 
British  ships  ? 

♦Sir  M.  H.  BEACH  :  No. 

Mr.  DONKIN:  Will  not  English 
steamers  be  taxed  on  more  tonnage  than 
Foreign  steamers? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  had  better  put  the 
question  down  on  the  Paper. 

FAIR  RENTS. 
Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton- 
shire, E.)  asked  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  how  many  applications  from 
tenants  on  the  property  of  His 
Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in 
county  Down  asking  for  fair  rents  to  be 
fixed  were  still  unheard ;  whether  His 
Excellency  had  taken  proceedings  by 
way  of  ejectment  against  any  of  these 
tenants  for  recovery  of  the  old  rent  in 
cases  where  the  tenants  might  be 
entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  fair  rent 
under  the  Act  of  1887  ;  whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  how  many,  applications 
later  in  date  from  tenants  on  other 
properties  in  county  Down  had  already 
been  adjudicated  upon;  and  whether  it 
was  true  that  at  the  Ulster  Sub- Com- 
mission held  at  Banbridge  on  the  8th 
instant,  the  only  case  disposed  of  from 
the  estate  of  His  Excellency  was  the 
case   of  James   Hamilton,  and  that  in 

Mr.  I)o7ilcin 


that  case  the  rent  of  £9  12s.  4d.  was 
reduced  by  the  Commission  to  £6  10s.  ? 
The  solicitor  GENERAIi  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University 
of  Dublin) :  The  Land  Commissioners 
report  that  on  the  estate  mentioned  there 
are  231  applications  to  have  fair  rents^ 
fixed  still  undisposed  of.  I  understand 
that  in  seven  of  these  cases  proceedings 
in  ejectment  have  been  taken ;  but  that 
the  agent  has  in  no  case  required  pay- 
ment of  the  full  amount  of  rent,  and 
has  expressed  his  willingness  to  accept 
payments  on  account,  having  regard  to 
the  periods  in  arrear.  No  applications- 
later  in  date  from  tenants  on  other  pro- 
perties in  the  same  unions  in  the  counter 
of  Down  have  been  adjudicated  on  in 
priority  to  cases  on  this  estate.  The 
facts  are  as  indicated  in  the  last  para- 
graph of  the  question. 

THE  COUNTY  COURT  ACT. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol-^ 
verhampton,  E.)  asked  the  Attorney 
Qeneral  whether  any  steps  had  beea- 
taken  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  25th  and  45th  Sections  of  the 
County  Court  Act,  1888. 
*Thb  attorney  qeneral  (SirR.- 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  No  vacancies^ 
where  the  provisions  would  take  effect 
have  occurred  since  the  Act  came  into 
operation;  but  there  are  certain  oasea 
where  the  registrars  have  expressed 
their  willibgness  to  come  under  these 
provisions,  subject  to  certain  terms  being 
such  as  they  desired,  and  these  cases  are 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  the  Treasury. 

THE  VACCINATION  COMMISSION. 

*Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  a 
question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice,  namely  whether  he  is  now 
able  to  state  the  names  of  the  intended 
Royal  Commissioners  to  inquire  into  the^ 
working  of  the  Vaccination  Acts,  and 
also  the  terms  of  the  reference. 

*The  president  of  the  LOCAL- 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  1  am  not 
in  a  position  to  state  to  the  House  the 
names  of  the  proposed  Commissioners. 
I  have  been  in  correspondence  with 
gentlemen  on  the  subject,  and  it  will  be 
a  few  days  before  I  am  able  to  inform 
the  House  of  the  names.     But  the  pro* 
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posed  reference  is  to  the  following  effeet : 
— ^The  Royal  Commission  is  to  inquire 
and  report  as  to  (1)  the  effect  of  Tacd- 
nation  in  reducing  the  prevalence  of, 
and  mortality  from,  smallpox ;  (2)  what 
means,  other  than  vaccination,  can  be 
need  for  diminishing  the  prevalence  of 
smallpox,  and  how  far  such  means  could 
be  relied  on  in  place  of  vaccination ;  (3) 
the  objections  made  to  vaccination  on 
the  ground  of  injurious  effects  alleged 
to  result  therefrom,  and  the  nature  and 
extent  of  any  injurious  effects  which  do, 
in  fact,  so  result;  (4)  whether  any,  and, 
if  so,  what  means  should  be  adopted  for 
preventing  or  lessening  the  ill  effects,  if 
any,  resulting  from  vaccination,  and 
whether,  and,  if  so,  by  what  means  vac- 
cination with  animal  vaccine  should  be 
further  facilitated  as  a  part  of  public 
vaccination ;  (5)  whether  any  alterations 
should  be  made  in  the  arrangements  and 
proceedings  for  securing  the  performance 
of  vaccination,  and  in  particular  in  the 
provisions  of  the  Vaccination  Acts  with 
respect  to  repeated  prosecutions  for  non- 
compliance with  the  law. 

Mr.  PIOTON  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  there  is  any 
authority  whatever  to  be  attached  to  the 
announcements  which  have  been  made 
in  various  journals  of  the  names  of 
certain  gentlemen  who  are  intended,  it 
is  said,  to  be  placed  on  the  Commission, 
or  can  he  account  for  the  appearance  of 
the  names  to  which  I  refer  r 
«Mb.  KITCHTE  :  No,  Sir ;  they  are 
absolutely  unauthorized  and  absolutely 
inaccurate. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY :  Perhaps  it  will  be 
eonvenient  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  able 
to  tell  us  what  business  will  be  taken 
on  Thursday  ? 

Ths  CHANCELLOH  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUEE(Mr.Go80H£N,  St.  George's, 
Hanover-square) :  In  the  absence  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  who  is  unable  to  be  in 
his  place  on  account  of  the  death  of  a 
near  relative,  I  may  say,  in  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  on  Thursday 
it  is  proposed  to  take  the  Budget  Beso- 
lutions  nrst  and  Supply  afterwards. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  At 
what  hour  will  the  House  meet  to- 
morrow ?       

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Three  o'clock. 


THE  WELSH  SUNDAY  CLOSING  ACTS. 

Mb.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS  (Cardi- 
ganshire) asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  if  he  was  in 
a  position  to  give  the  names  of  the 
Gentlemen  who  would  compose  the 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  working 
of  the  Sunday  Closing  Acts  in  Wales  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E. ) :  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  give  the  names  at  pre- 
sent. 

THE  COLLECTION  OF  TITHES  IN 

WALES. 

Mb.  B.  ROWLANDS  asked  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  statement 
which  appeared  in  the  papers  on  Satur- 
day that,  after  communicating  with  the 
Home  Secretary,  it  had  been  decided  by 
the  magistrates  of  Cardiganshire  to 
place  a  police  force  of  70  men  to  protect 
Mr.  Stephenson,  the  agent  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  in  the  col- 
lection of  Tithes  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  put  the  question 
down  upon  the  paper. 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Mb.  CRAIG  SELLAR  (Lanarkshire, 
Partiok)  asked  when  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Scotch  Local  Government 
Bm  would  be  taken  ? 
♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P^ 
B.  RoBEHTSojN,  Buteshire):  I  should 
prefer  to  see  the  Leader  of  the  House 
before  I  name  a  day.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  stated  already  that  the  Bill 
will  not  be  taken  this  week. 

ORDERS    OF   THE    DAY, 


SUPPLY- CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES, 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  II. 

1.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  jB48,761,  b» 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  de^y  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1890.  for  th» 
Salaries  and  Expenses  in  the  Department' of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury,  and  in  tht  Office  of 
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the  Parliamentary  Couniel,  and  also  the  Ex- 
penses of  the  Statute  Law  and  State  Trials  Re- 
ports Oommittees." 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  risA  to  move  the  reduction  of  this  Vote 
\ij  the  sum  of  £6,000 — that  is  to  say 
the  reduction  of  £3,000  from  the  salary 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  of 
£3,000  from  the  salary  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  I  desire  at  once  to 
flay  that  there  is  nothing  personal  in  the 
matter.  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  admit 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  the  very  best 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  it  is 
possible  to  conceive,  and  so  also  with 
regard  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer ;  but  I  am  of  opinion  that  the 
iMlaries  of  our  high  officials  and 
particularly  the  salaries  of  these 
officers  are  exceptionally  high  in  their 
character,  and  much  too  high.  We  have 
been  told  that  a  Cabinet  Minister  is  put 
to  a  large  expense  in  order  to  maintain 
his  position.  Now  I  do  not  understand 
what  that  means.  I  have  the  same 
respect  for  a  Minister  whether  he  spends 
£1,000  a  year  or  £10,000  a  year,  or 
whether  he  lives  in  a  large  or  a  small 
house.  But  I  find  that  a  certain  number 
of  Cabinet  Ministers  receive  £5,000  per 
annum  while  there  are  a  certain  number 
who  only  receive  £2,000  per  annum.  I 
have  before  now  pointed  out  to  the 
House,  and  I  think  the  House  will 
agree  with  me,  that  there  is  no  distinc- 
tion in  the  individuality  of  the  gentleman 
who  receives  £2,000  per  annum  and  the 
gentleman  who  receives  £5,000  per 
annum.  It  appears  to  be  purely  a  hap- 
hazard matter,  and  if  we  can  get  compe- 
tentmento  do  thedutiesfor  £2,000  ayear, 
I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  pay 
£5,000.  If  you  will  look  abroad  it 
will  be  found  that  Ministers  are  paid 
much  less  than  in  this  country.  It 
used  to  be  urged  that  living  was 
more  expensive  in  this  country  than 
abroad,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact 
existence  is  cheaper  in  London 
than  in  Paris,  Berlin,  or  Washing- 
ton, and,  probably  than  in  Vienna.  The 
United  States  Ministers  receive  about 
£1,000  per  annum,  and  some  years  ago 
when  an  attempt  was  made  to  put  the 
salary  up,  there  was  an  immediate  out- 
cry in  the  country.  The  attempt  was 
called  '*  a  salary  grab,"  and  those  who 
put  it  up  found  themselves  obliged  to 
reduce  it.     In  France  the  salary  of  a 


Minister  is  £2,000,  and  in  Berlin  and 
Vienna  £1.600.     Therefore  I  am    not 
asking  the  House  to  do  anything  ex- 
ceptional but  only  to  act  as  in  other 
countries,  and  as,  in  point  of  fact,  we 
act  in  this  country  in  regard  to  some  of 
our  Ministers.     As  it  is  impossible  to 
move,  upon  these  votes,  an  increase  of 
the  salaries  of  Ministers  who  have  only 
£2,000  ayear,  I  am  obliged  to  take  that 
as  the  salary  which  ought  to  be  given  to 
all  Ministers  of  the  Crown.     I  am  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  a  Minister  has  a 
considerable  amount  of  work  to  do,  but 
it  is  not  a  very  great  deal  if  we  compare 
his  duties  with  those  of  many  permanent 
officials  in  this  country.      He  has   to 
attend  his  office  in  the  morning,  and  he 
has  to  come  down  to  this  House.     But 
we  also  have  to  come  down,    and  a 
right   hon.    Gentleman    is   not    neeee- 
sarily      here      more      than      if      he 
were  not  a  Minister.      I    can   assure 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
looking  after  him  is  quite  as  hard  work 
as  that  which  he  has  to  perform  in  thie 
House  as  a.  Minister.     I  am  sorry  for 
the  reason  which  has  deprived  us  of  the 
presence  here  to-day  of  the  first  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  but  I  see  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  his  place,  and  I 
hope  that  on  the  part  of  Government  he 
will  assent  to  this  moderate  reduction. 
Both  of  the  right   hon.   gentlemen  I 
have  mentioned  are  wealthy  men,  and 
it  is  not  a  personal  matter  so  far  as  they 
are  concerned ;  but  I  think  it  will  be 
generally  admitted  that  we  can  get  good 
Ministers  for  £2,000  per  annum.    That 
is  about  what  the  Ministers  abroad  get, 
and  I  see  no  earthly  reason  why  we 
should  pay  more. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*<  That  Item  A.  of  £49,865,  f or  SalarioB,  4;c., 
be  reduced  by  £6,000,  part  of  the  Salaries  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.'*  —  {Mr,  LtkbouehtrtJ) 

♦The  OHANOELLOE  of  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Ooschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover-square) :  I  entirely  aooept  the 
declaration  of  the  hon.  ^mher  that 
there  is  nothing  personal  whatever  in 
the  observations  he  has  made.  The 
hon.  Member  has  compared  the  salaries 
of  Ministers  here  with  the  salaries  of 
Ministers  abroad.  A  fairer  comparison 
to  draw  would  have  been  between  the 
salaries  of  Ministers  and  the  emolu- 
ments received  by  successful  professional 
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and  buaiBesa  men.    If  we  compare  the 
salarieB  of  Ministers  with  the  emolu* 
ments  of  sacceesfal  lawyers,  phjsioians, 
the  managers  of  insurance  companies, 
or  the  general  managers  of  railways,  I 
think  it  will  be  found  that  abroad  the 
salaries  of  Ministers  bear  a  very  fair 
proportion  to  those  of  professional  men. 
but,     in    this  country,    certainly    the 
emoluments  of  successful  men    in  all 
classes  are  much  greater  than  in  other 
countries,  a  contrast  between  the  salaries 
of  Ministers  and  the  emoluments  of  suc- 
cessful men  in  other  walks  of  life  are 
very  unfavouable  to  the  former.    The 
sacrifice  which  is  made  by  a  Minister 
in  this  country  when  he  accepts  office 
is  very  considerable.    The  question  of 
Ministers'    salaries   was  inquired  into 
by  the  House  in  1850,  and  the  House 
then  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
salaries  were  not  too  high.     The  hon. 
Member  says  that  Ministers  have  no 
hard  work  to  do.  Now  I  venture  to  think 
that  they  do  far  more  work  than  they 
are  generally  credited  with.  Witii  some 
few  exceptions,  able  men  ih  the  Oivil 
Service  are  not  over  paid,  but  during 
the  last  15  or  20  years,  Parliamentair 
life    has    been    much    harder    to    all 
Members  than  it  was  formerly,  and  the 
increased   work    has  fallen    especially 
upon  Ministers.    It  may  be  some  con- 
solation to  the  hon.  Member  to  know 
that  it  is  doubtful  whether  Ministers 
can  now  last  as  long  as  they  have  done 
in  the  past.     Private  Members  are  not 
obliged  to  attend  the  sittinsn  of  the 
House  in  the  same  sense  as  Ministers. 
If  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  or 
the    Chancellor  of    the  Exchequer    is 
absent,  the  hon.   Member  might  com- 
plain ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the 
hon.  Member  were  absent  the  Govern- 
ment would  certainly  not  complain.     I 
think  it  will  be  generallv  admitted  that 
Ministers  have  extremely  heavy  work 
to  perform  besides  their  administrative 
business.     The  matter,  however,  is  one 
for  the  Committee  to  decide. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEB^:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  a  defence  of 
the  present  salaries  paid  to  Ministers  in 
this  countiy  as  against  those  paid  to 
Ministers  in  other  countries  on  the 
ground  that  they  ought  to  be  compared 
with  the  salaries  paid  to  the  managers 
of  railroads  and  insurance  companies 
in  England  rather  than  with  those  paid 
abroaa.    Let  me   take  Uie  case  of  a 


United  States  Minister.    He  gets  lesa 
than  is  paid  to   a  Minister  in  Paris, 
Berlin,  or  Vienna,  and  yet  the  managers 
of  railway  or  insurance  companies  get 
far  higher  salaries  than  they  do  in  the 
countries  I  have  mentioned.    Therefore,, 
the  analogy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hardly  holds  good,  and  the  proper  com- 
parison is,  that  of  the  salaries  paid  to 
English  ministers  with  those    paid  to 
ministers    in    other    countries.      I    do 
not  complain  of    the  remarks  of   the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman.     He  has  very 
fairly  put  the  case  from  his  own  point  of 
view,  but  I  would  point  out  to  him  that 
a  Minister  is  expected  to  do  a  certain 
amount  of  work  lor  the  salary  paid  to 
him.   We  do  not  pay  for  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  chooses  to  call  the  extra 
amount  of  strain  put  upon  the  Minister. 
We  expect  even  a  navvy  to  ffive  his  full 
strength,  and  we  expect  a  Minister  to 
ffive  his  full  strength  during  the  houra 
he  is  at  work.      What  I    contend  is 
that  if   you  take  the  business  of  tho 
chairman  of  a  railway  company,  we 
shall  find  that  he  does  a  great  deal 
more  than  the  Minister,  if  we  except  tho 
time  the  Minister  has  to  be  in  this  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  a 
Minister  is  obliged  to  be  here,  and  that 
I    as    an   ordinary    Member    am    not 
obliged.     He  added  that  it  would  be  a 
good  thing  if  I  did  not  come  here  at  all. 
«Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  No  ;  I  said  I  should 
not  complain. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  he  would  not  com- 
plain, but  he  must  not  forget  that  I 
owe  a  duty  to  my  constituents.  My 
constituents  send  me  here,  just  as  the 
constituents  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's send  him  here.  He  is  here  to  look 
after  the  public  exchequer,  and  I  am  sent 
here  to  look  after  the  custodian  of  tho 
public  exchequer.  We  should  not  fulfil 
our  duties  unless  both  of  us  were  in  this 
our  House.  For  instance,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  what  he  considera 
to  be  good  legislation;  but  I  on  my 
part  oppose  it,  because  I  consider  it  to 
be  bad  legislation.  What,  however,  I 
want  to  get  at  is,  why  the  salaries  of 
certain  Ministers,  and  only  of  certain 
Ministers,  should  be  higher  than  those 
paid  to  Ministers  abroad.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suggest  that  no 
efficient  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
or  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  can 
be    got    for    £2,000  per  annum?    If 


679 


Supply — Civil 


{COMMONS} 


Service  Eetimatea. 


680 


a  determination  were  come  to  to  pay 
only  that  sum,  would  there  be  a  strike 
on  the  part  of  those  who  were  likely 
hereafter  to  become  First  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  and  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer?  For  my  part 
I  think  we  should  get  the  same  gentle- 
men, and  that  they  would  be  as  well 
oontented  with  £2,000  per  annum  as  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  now  are.  So  long  as  we  have 
Tight  hon.  G-entlemen  who  are  ready  to 
be  Ministers  upon  £2,000  per  annum, 
and  to  consider  that  they  are  fairly  and 
adequately  paid,  I  hold  that  there  is  no 
legitimate  reason  for  exceeding  that  sum, 
oxoept  perhaps  in  the  case  of  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Foreign  Secretary,  who 
are  required  to  extend  hospitality  to 
foreign  diplomatists  and  visitors,  and 
who  might  receive  £1,000  a  year  more. 
It  has  been  said  that  they  have  private 
hospitality  to  maintain,  but  neither  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  nor  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  are  in  a  posi- 
tion which  demands  a  lavish  expenditure 
on  that  account. 

♦The  SECRETAEY  t6  the  TREA- 
SURT  (Mr.  Jaokson,  Leeds,  N.)  was 
understood  to  dissent  from  the  remark 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

MR.LABOUCHERE:  Well,  take  the 
case  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. He  invites  my  hon.  Friend  and 
others  to  partake  of  his  hospitality,  with 
the  object  of  keeping  the  Party  he  repre- 
sents together,  and  of  corruptly  inducing 
them  to  hold  to  their  Party ;  and  they 
■are  delighted  to  accept  the  hospitality 
offered  them  in  order  that  thdy  may  go 
back  to  their  country  places  and  swagger 
about  saying  that  they  met  the 
Duchess  of  this  and  Lady  that  at 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
private  party.  There  is  really  no 
oarthly  reason  why  a  Minister  should 
receive  more  than  £2,000  per  annum, 
except  that  he  does  receive  it.  We 
profess  to  desire  a  reduction  of  ex- 
penditure in  various  respects.  Let  us 
begin  at  home.  The  country  will,  I 
think,  have  some  confidence  in  us  if  we 
«ay  that  in  regard  to  the  official  posi- 
tions in  this  House  we  are  making  a 
proper  and  efficient  reduction. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  ^  I  do  not 
see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
argument  founded  upon  the  attendance 
of  Ministers  in  this  House  is  entitled  to 
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any  consideration ;  as  eleoted  Members 
we  have  all  the   duty  of   attendanoe. 
We  get  no  pay  for  the  duty  and  we 
have  reason  to    complain  that   atten- 
dance of  Ministers  here  to  vote  against 
us  should  be  made  a  ground  to  support 
a  claim  for  larger  salaries.     As  regards 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Chancellor    of   the  Exchequer,    I    am 
strongly  of  opinion  that  these  offices 
should  be  more  of  an  honorary  nature- 
Looking  at  the  serious  and  important 
duties  that  attach  to  the  positions,  I  do 
not    think    it   is  advisable  that   these 
offices  should  be  held  by  gentlemen  who 
are  not  notoriously  men  of  large  means. 
Of  course  in  regard  to  other  offices  the 
same    considerations    do  not  arise,  but 
certainly  I  think    for  the  responsible 
position    of    custodians    of  the    public 
purse  gentlemen  of  notorious  wealth  are 
preferable    to  those  who    are    not    so 
favoured.     It   may  be  this    is    not    a 
Radical  idea,  but  it  is  one  I  hold  per- 
sonally.    As  to  the  labours  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  we  cannot  but  admit 
that   the    Financial    Secretary  to    the 
Treasury  has  to  perform  a  great  deal 
more  drudgery  than  his  official  superiors, 
but  he  gets  a  much  lower  salary.     If 
actual  amount  of  labour  is  a  test  to  be 
applied  at  all,  then  if  the  salaries  of  the 
First  Lord  and   the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  are  not  excessive,  the  salary 
of  the  Financial  Secretary  ought  to  be 
raised.     I  shall  vote  for  the  Amendment 
proposed    by    the    hon.    Member    for 
Northampton. 

The    Committee  divided. — Ayes  30  ; 
Noes  100. — (Division  List  No.  80.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

*8ibG.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  &o.) : 
I  wish  to  move  a  much  smaller  reduction 
in  the  salary  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  last  reduction  was 
moved  on  broad  and  general  g^unds, 
but  this  I  move  is  rather  on  personal 
grounds— personal  to  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  I  do  not  want 
to  be  too  hard  on  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  notice  on  the  paper  is  to  move 
a  reduction  by  £1,000,  but  I  intended  to 
put  down  £100,  and  that  is  the  reduo* 
tion  I  propose  to  move  as  a  protest 
against  what  I  may  call  the  conduct  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  re- 
gard to  Egypt.  I  protest  against  the  way 
in  which  in  successive  years  the  Chancel- 
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lor  of  the  Exchequer  has,  as  it  were, 
balanced  the  Egyptian  Budget  at  the 
expense  of  the  British  taxpayer.    I  have 
•called  attention  to  this  matter  in  former 
jears,   but  ineffectually.      Tear    after 
year  we  have  had  grants  made  to  the 
Egyptian  Exchequer  on  account  of  the 
expedition  of  1882  and  on  the  g^und 
that  the  payments  were  for    services 
rendered  by  transport  or  in  other  ways. 
When  I  had  hoped  that  these  grants 
bad  at  last  come  to  an  end  we  were  sur- 
prised in  the  present  year  by  another 
demand  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer for  £40,000  on  account  of  this 
lonfif-forgotten  expedition  of  1882.      I 
«aia  when  that  demand  was  made,  and 
I  say  again,  it  is  a  gift  to  the  Egyptian 
Oovernment,  although  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  a  light  and  airy  way, 
«ays  it  is  settlement  of  accounts.     It  is 
giving  hard  cash  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  officials  of  the  Caisse  to  the  Egyp- 
tian  Government   instead  of  devoting 
it    to    British    purposes.'     When    the 
Egyptian  Budget  is  balanced  in  this 
^ay,   it  does  much  to   promote,  to   a 
dangerous  extent,  the  optimist  view  of 
Egyptian  finance  that  now  prevails,  a 
Tiew  that  is  not  well  founded.     It  may 
be  agreeable  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
^Ixchequer  to  have  Egyptian    finance 
justifying    his    expectations;     but    we 
trusted  in  his  high  character  and  high 
•official  position  that  he  would  not  have 
shown  undue  favour  to  Egypt  as  against 
the  British  Exchequer ;   that  he  would 
have  been  most  careful  not  to  favour 
the  Egyptian  bondholders  at  the  ex- 

fense  of  the  British  taxpayers.    It  does, 
owever,  seem  to  me  that  by  successive 
gifts,  under  the  pretence  of  claims  on 
4tccount  of  this  expedition,  the  Chan- 
-cellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  not  acted 
•on    this    principle.      A  mere   £40,000 
is  not  a  very  liu*ge  sum,  but  be  it  re- 
.membered  Egypt    has  been    a  heavy 
burden  on  our  taxpayers.  What  I  object 
to  in  regard  to  this  payment  is  the  manner 
in  which  it  was  obtained,  and  that  is 
why  I  renew  my  protest  to-day.     It  was 
slipped  through  Committee  of  Supply 
in  the  small  hours  of  the  morning  when 
the  Hules  had  been   suspended,    and 
nobody  attended  to  the  matter,  nor  was 
it  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  people  of 
this  country.     There  are  many  objects 
nearer  home  to  which  the  money  could 
liave  been  better  applied,  and  even  in 
JBgypt  the  money  would  be  well   spent 
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providing  a   suitable  residence   for 
our  representive  at  Cairo.     I  certainly 
would    never    grudge    a    gift    to    th6 
Egyptian  people ;  but  this  is  not  a  gift 
to  the  Egyptian  people,  it  is  a  gift  to 
the  Egyptian  bondholders.     I  object  to 
the    manner  in    which  the   vote    was 
slipped  through  without  discussion,  aa 
a   Supplementary  Estimate,   the    very 
last  of  the  year,  and  in  the  early  hours 
of  morning  after  the  Bules  had  been 
suspended.      Nor  was  the  Heport  stage 
of  tne  Vote  taken  in  the  usual  way,  but 
on  a  Wedneeday  after  six  o'clock,  just 
before  the  Speaker  was  about  to  enter- 
tain a  number  of  Members  of  the  House 
at  dinner,  and  it  was  totally  impossible 
to  obtain  attention  to  this  matter.     I  do 
not  think  I  say  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  making  these  successive 
gifts  to  the  Egyption  Government,  has 
acted  up  to  what  his  position  should  be 
in  regard  to  this  matter,  and  I  also  think 
there  is  danger  in  the  optimist  view  of 
Egyptian  finance  encouraged  by  these 
gifts  for  the  purpose  of  balancing  the 
Egyptian  Budget.    I  have  been  in  Egypt 
lately,  and  I  know  that  the  encourage 
ment  of  these  optimist  views  points  in  the 
direction  of  fresh  Egyptian  loans  and 
additional  burdens  upon  the  Egyptian 
people  and  their  last  days  will  be  worse 
than  the  first.     I  admit  that  there  has 
been  economy  in  administation,  but  I 
say  that  in  pursuance  of  the  policy  of 
paying  the  bondholders  in  full,  Egyptian 
finance  is  being  balanced,  not  only  by 
economy,  but  chiefly  by  additional  taxa- 
tion. 
The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 
♦Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :    Well,  I  will 
not  press  the  subject  further  as  I  would 
have  pressed  it  on  a  previous  occasion, 
if  I  had  had  the  opportunity.     I  believe 
this  optimist  view  of  Egyptian  finance 
is  an  unsafe  view,  and  not  beneficial  to 
the  people  of  Egypt. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
♦Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  will  then  con- 
tent myself  with  a  motion  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  salary  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  by  the  sum  of  £100,  as  a 
protest  against  the  successive  gifts  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
balance  Egyptian  finance. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Item  A,  of  £49,866,  for  Salaries,  Ac, 
be  reduced  by  £100,  part  of  the  Salary  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer." — (Sir  0frg4 
CampbeU.) 
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«Mb.  aOSOHEN :  I  believe  the  hon. 
Ghentleman  is  anxious  to  be  fair,  and 
I  do  not  in  the  least  degree  accuse 
of  him  of  any  desire  to  make  a 
charee  he  does  not  believe  to  be  well 
founded,  but  he  is  so  prejudiced  in  this 
matter  that  it  is  scarcely  possible  for 
hitn  to  be  fair.  He  speaks  of  my  having 
made  successive  gifts  to  the  people  of 
Egypt  at  the  expense  of  the  British 
taxpayers. 

*SiE  G.  CAMPBELL :  Not  the  people ; 
to  the  bondholders. 

*Me.  GOSCHEN  :  Payments  that  have 
gone  to  the  reduction  of  taxation. 

♦Sib  Q.  CAMPBELL :  No. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  know  that  these  arrangements 
arise  out  of  what  occurred  some  years 
ago  when  the  interest  was  fixed,  and 
there  has  been  no  change  whatever  in 
the  matter.  However,  I  do  not  press 
that.  But  then  he  charges  me  with 
having  continually  worked  rather  for 
the  interest  of  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment than  for  the  British  Exchequer, 
where  the  interests  of  the  two  clashed, 
and  if  I  had  done  that  I  should  be 
deserving  of  more  severe  censure  than 
he  has  passed  upon  me. 

*SiB  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  do  not  mean 
to  suggest  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man constantly  worked  for  Egyptian 
interests,  but  on  several  occasions  he 
has  permitted  himself  to  go  further  in 
direction  of  these  gifts  than  I  think  is 
T^ermififiiblo 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  alluded  to  my  optimist  view  in 
regard  to  Egyptian  finance.  Now,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  well  acquainted  with 
Egyptian  affairs,  and  he  may  possibly 
remember  that  upon  my  assumption  of 
office  one  of  the  first  things  I  did  was  to 
refuse  to  admit  the  claims  of  the  Egyptian 
Ooveroment,  to  the  amount  of  £500,000, 
which  had  practically  passed  the  Cabi- 
net. I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Member  recollects  the  circumstances, 
but  it  is  somewhat  hard  to  be  attacked 
now  for  laxness  in  looking  after  the  in- 
terest of  the  Exchequer ;  and  I  may 
remind  him  that  on  that  occasion  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  compli- 
mented me  on  my  action,  and  used  these 
words:  "The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(that  is  myself)  was  practically  able  to 
save  the  country  £500,000  by  the  atti- 
tude he  took  up  with  regard  to  these 


claims,  and  I  attribute  to  him  all  the 
credit  of  this  saving."    Is  it  quite  fair, 
then,  for  the  hon.  Member  now  to  mako* 
this  attack  upon  me  in  regard  to  thi» 
matter  ?    No  gifts  whatever  have  beezk 
made    to    the    Ejp;yptian  Gbvemment. 
This  is  not  a  gift  of  wnich  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  speaks ;  it  is  the  settlement  of  dainifr 
made    by    the  Egyptian  Government;, 
claims      arising    out    of    former     ez« 
peditions,   and    if  the    hon.    Membev 
knows  how  long  it  was  before  the  ex- 
penses of  the  auxiliary  expedition  ware- 
cleared  up,  he  will  understand  that  these 
contested  items  of  account  could  not  be- 
kept  longer  in  abeyance  under  the  cir- 
cumstances.     The  hon.  Member  com- 
plains of  my  havine  a  special  desire  to 
slip  the  Vote  through,  but  the  Oommittee^ 
will  remember    that    in    the    Supple- 
mentary Estimates  there  were  a  nuniber 
of  important  Colonial  Votes,  in  regardi 
to  each    of    which  the  hon.  Member 
moved  reductions,  and  so  time  was  ocou- 
pied,   while  the  necessity  to  pass  the- 
Supplementary  Votes  before  the  close  of 
the  financial  year  grew  more  urgent.    I 
hope  the  Committee  will  acquit  me  of 
any  desire  to  burke  discussion  upon  thia 
or  any  other  vote.    I  was  rather  sorix 
at  the  time,  that  the  hon.  Member  was- 
unable  to  pursue  the  discussion,  for  X 
know  the  interest  he  takes  in  the  subject, 
but  I  trust  now.,  at  all  events,  he  wilt 
see    that    I    had   no    desire  to   assist 
Egyptian  finance  by  grants  from  the> 
Excnequer,  and  that  my  whole  interest^ 
if  I  was  guided  by  interest  in  any  way, 
lay  in  the  other  direction ;  the  directiozk 
of  anxiety  for  my  own  surplus  rather 
than  for  the  interest  of  Egypt.     Egyp- 
tian finance  is  in  a  fairly  prosperous 
condition,  our  own  position  was  not  alto 
gether  satisfactory.    I  trust  it  is  not 
necessary    for    me    to    say    anything, 
further.    While  I  acquit  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  any  desire  to  be  uaf  air,  I  think  he 
is  somewhat  unfair,  owing  to  his  having^ 
failed    to  take    a  wider  view  of   the 
financial  position. 

«SiR  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  do  not  for  a 
moment  suggest  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  altogether  an  aban- 
doned character,  and  that  he  has  en- 
tered   into  a  conspiracy  to    give    the 
Egyptian  Government  whatever  it  asks ;,. 
but    we   know  that  one   party   in   an. 
Oriental  bargain  always  asks  three  or 
four  times  as  much  as  he  expects  to  get, 
and    such  has  been  the  case  in  theser 


685 


Svpply^' Civil 


{April  29,  1889}  Sfviee  EatimaUs.  68^ 


Egyptian  olainiB.  The  riffht  hon.  Qentle- 
man  did  not  acoej^t  the  daim  for  half-a- 
million,  but,  I  think,  he  allowed  olaimB 
to  something  hke  £293,000;  which, 
haying  in  mind  the  nature  of  tiie  trans- 
action, is  a  Tery  large  sum.  I  remember 
asking  if  this  would  conclude  the 
Egyptian  demands,  and  I  had  an  im- 
pression that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  there  would  be  no  further  demands, 
but  I  find  on  reference  that  he  said  there 
remained  a  disputed  item  of  £25,000  to 
be  settled.  This,  it  seems,  grew  in  two 
or  three  years  to  £40,000.  Again,  I 
say,  my  attitude  is  not  that  of  imputing 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
he  worked  all  through  in  favour  of 
Egyptian  finance,  but  I  do  say  in  re- 
gfurd  to  the  Nile  Expedition  tiiat  it  is 
not  riffht  the  British  taxpayer  should, 
in  addition  to  the  direct  cost,  be  also 
taxed  for  the  indirect  assistance  a£fbrded 
by  the  Egyptian  OoTcrnment  for  the 
fighting  of  Egyptian  battles.  All 
through  the  Egyptian  OoTemment  have 
been  allowed  ike  best  of  the  bargain, 
and  this  £40,000  is  the  last  straw  .that 
might  well  break  the  patience  of  the 
British  taxpayer.  You,  Mr.  Courtney, 
stopped  me  when  I  was  going  into  the 
question  to  explain  that  mis  grant  does 
not  go  towaros  the  reduction  of  taxa- 
tion, but  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  says  it  has  gone  in  the 
reduction  of  Egyptian  taxation.  I 
may  be  allowed  m  general  terms  to 
say  that,  having  gone  carefully  into 
the  subject,  I  am  certain  that  the  pay- 
ments in  the  last  year  or  two  from  tlus 
country  have  not  gone  towards  the 
reduction  of  Egyptian  taxation,  because 
it  has  been  largely  increased,  but 
towards  making  up  payments  in  full 
to  Egyptian  bondholders. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  E.  E0BEET80N  (Dundee):  I 
desire  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Com 
mittee  to  two  items  in  the  Vote,  on® 
being  the  salary  of  the  Auditor 
of  the  Civil  List  —  the  Assistant 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  —  and 
the  other  the  salaries  of  the  Civil  List 
Clerk,  and  the  Assistant  Civil  List  Clerk. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  duties  of  these 
officers  may  happen  to  be,  but  it  is  high 
time  that  Parhament  had  some  in- 
formation as  to  what  they  do,  and  unless 
some  satisfactory  reply  is  given  on  be- 


half of  the  Government  I  shall  feel  it 
necessary  to  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
the  sum  of  £1,000,  in  respect  of  the 
salary    of   these    three  officials.     The 
three  salaries  are  not    inconsiderable, 
amounting,  altogether,  to  nearly  £2,600 
a  year,  the  Auditor  receiving  £1,500^ 
the  Civil   List  Clerk    £550,    and   the 
Assistant  Clerk  £375.      I  should  not  be 
in  order  in  discussing  the  general  policry 
of  the  Civil  List  on  this  occasion,  but  I 
would  point  out  that  a  very  strong  case 
exists  for  reforming  the  Administration, 
in  this    respect.    The    Civil  List  Aot^. 
which  was  one  of  the  first  Acts  passed  in 
the  present  reign,  provided  for  the  pay- 
ment out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
£386,000  a  year,  which  money  has  to  be- 
applied    to  certain  purposes  connected, 
with  the  maintenance  of  the  dignity  and^. 
the    comfort    of    the    Boyal    Family^ 
The     Act     divides     the     Civil    List, 
into  five  classes,  and  provides  that  in 
each  class  there  shall  be  a  certain  maad- 
mum  of  expenditure ;  and  it  goes  on  to 
say  that  if  there  is  any  saving  in  any 
one  of  these  classes  at  the  end  of  any 
one  quarter,  that  saving  is  to  be  carried 
over  to  a  separate  account,    and   the- 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  for  the  time  being 
may,  if  they  see   fit,  make  an  order 
audiorizing  an  application  of  that  saving 
to  the  purposes  of  any  other   of  the 
classes.      The    £385,000  is  not    given 
M  bloc— in  solidarity — for  the  mainte* 
nance  of  the  dignity  of  the  Crown,  but 
it  is  given  on  the  responsibility  of  the 
Government  as  representing  the    tax-- 
payers  of  the  country.    It  is  part  of  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  as  representing, 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country,  to  see  first 
of  all  whether  there  is  any  saving  to  be 
effected  in  the  Civil  List,  and  next  ta^ 
see  how  such  saving  can  be  apportioned 
to  other  classes  of  the  Civil  List.     It 
appears  to  me,  moreover,  that  this  duty 
of  the  Gt)vernment  is  strictly  a  public 
one — they  being  the  trustees    for   the 
public — and  that  the  public  are  entitled . 
to  know  what  the  savings  are  in  any^ 
one  particular  class,  and  to  what  other 
class    they    are    applied.      The     most 
astounding  fact  in  connection  with  this 
matter  is  that  for  something   like    30- 
years  Parliament  and  the  country  have 
been  kept  by  successive  Governmenta  • 
absolutely  in  the  dark  on  this  subject. 
Although  we  are  asked  year  after  year  ta 
pay  the  large  salaries  of  these  three^ 
officials  whose  business  it  is  to  audit. 
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man  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who 
is  always,  I  am  sure,  anxious  to  afiEbrd 
to  this  House  any  information  that  he 
can,  seems  to  think  it  is  required  to 
make  a  mystery  of  this  matter.  We 
are  to  vote  so  much  money  every  year, 
and  we  are  to  inquire  no  further  what 
has  become  of  it.    It  appears  to  be 

The  chairman  :  1  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  be  more  precise  in 
following  the  Yote.  The  question  in- 
cluded in  the  Vote  is  the  question  of  the 
audit. 

Mr.  PICTON:  Certainly,  I  will  do 
my  best,  Mr.  Courtney.  I  would  say 
that  we  see  no  kind  of  audit,  yet  we 
are  to  pay  a  salary  to  a  gentleman  who 
audits  the  accounts.  There  is  a  mystery 
made,  otherwise  we  should  have  had  it 
before  us.  I  say  that  as  long  as  we 
pay  the  salary  of  an  auditor,  we  have  a 
right  to  require  that  the  aceoimts  be 
presented  to  us.  I  am  glad  that  the 
hon.  Member  has  raised  the  ques- 
tion, though  in  the  exercise  of  your 
duty,  Mr.  Courtney,  you  necessarily 
keep  us  within  limits  which  make  it 
very  difficult  indeed  lo  present  our 
arguments  as  we  should  feel  inclined. 

Mr.  E.  EOBEETSON:  The  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  challenged 
my  reading  of  the  Act,  and  perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  state  what  the  Act 
says.  I  refer  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  Clause  9  (not  the  10th 
Clause)  of  the  Ist  and  2nd  Victoria. 
There  is,  I  take  it,  a  public  interest  in 
several  ways  in  the  administration  of 
these  laws,  created  under  this  section. 
We  are  entitled  to  know  whether  all 
this  has  been  done.  Does  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  say  that  these 
quarters  have  been  carried  forward  ? 
♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes. 

Mr.  EOBEETSON:  Then  we  who 
provide  the  money  and  pass  this  Act 
are  entitled  to  see  the  accounts.  In  the 
second  place,  if  a  saving  has  been 
effected,  we  are  entitled  to  know  whether 
it  has  been  entered  as  the  Act  directs. 
In  the  third  place,  we  ought  to  know 
whether  the  Treasury  have  exercised 
control  in  the  matter.  Supposing  there 
is  a  saving  on  Class  1,  it  is  open  to 
the  Treasury  to  apportion  it  to  dass  3, 
4,  5,  6,  or  7 ;  we  are  entitled  to  know 
how  they  discharged  their  responsi- 
bility, and  to  know  to  which  of  these 
classes  they  applied  it,  or  whether  they 
applied  it  to  any  one  of  them. 

JUr,  Picton 


♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  justified  me  in  my 
contention  that  these  matters  are  not 
laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  EOBEETSON :  No,  no ;  I  did 
not  say  that. 
*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  knows  that  wherever 
it  is  the  intention  of  Parliament  that 
accounts  should  be  presented,  it  is  stated 
in  the  Aet  that  the  Accounts  shall  be- 
presented  to  Parliament.  But  in 
respect  of  these  surpluses,  so  far 
as  1  understand,  it  has  never  been  the 
practice  that  Parliament  should  be 
mf  ormed  of  the  various  details  of  ex- 
penditure on  the  Civil  List.  The  hon.. 
Member's  contention  rests  more  on 
the  general  power  of  Parliament  than 
on  the  particular  Act  which  he  has  cited^ 
though  perhaps  he  is  far  more  con- 
versant with  the  Act  of  Parliament  than 
I  am. 

Mr.  EOBEETSON :  Down  to  the 
year  1854  a  statement  was  annually 
presented  to  Parliament  showing  the 
total  saving  on  the  Civil  List  during  the 
year.  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  knows  that  as  a  fact  ? 
♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  :  I  think  the  conten* 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
utterly  weak.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
Government  are  extremely  indiscreet  in 
refusing  information,  because  it  raises 
a  suspicion  that  something  is  wrong 
where  probably  nothing  is  wrong  at  all.. 
If  we  could  eet  the  iniormation  evexy- 
body  would  be  satisfied.  I  think  it  very 
desirable  that  there  should  be  a  reform 
in  this  matter,  especially  as  it  is  very 
desirable  before  another  Civil  List  is- 
settled  that  the  country  should  know 
whether  or  not  there  has  been  a  saving- 
on  any  of  the  different  classes  of  these 
items  of  expenditure.  I  think  the 
Government  are  exceedingly  indiscreet 
in  refusing  this  information. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOE  (Donegal):  I 
merely  rise  to  clear  up  one  question  on 
this  point.  The  provision  which  refiftraine 
the  over-issue  of  the  money  in  question 
is  Section  3  of  the  Act,  and  that  Section 
savs:— •'That  the  daily,  weekly,  or 
other  issue  of  the  money  appropriated 
by  the  Act  shall  be  so  made  that  there 
shall  not  be  an  over  issue  for  any  sinele 
dass  in  any  single  year."  Now,  under 
these  circumstances  it  is  perfectly  dear 
that  there  must  often  be  a  surplus  at 
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ihe  end  of  the  year  on  one  olass  or 
another.  The  question  I  desire  to  ask 
^e  Financial  Secretary  is  this :  if 
there  is  a  surplus  upon  each  of  these 
classes  other  tnan  class  5,  which  never 
•can  be  exceeded,  so  that  there  is  not 
one  of  them  to  which  the  money  so 
saved  can  be  applied,  what  becomes  uf 
that  money  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  (Gentleman  that  he  is  entering 
into  a  question  outside  the  scope  of  the 

Mb.  a.  6'OONNOB  :  I  will  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  a 
Teport  is  made  each  quarter  of  the  means 
•expended  by  monthly,  daily,  or  weekly 
issues  in  each  of  the  classes  into  which 
the  Oivil  List  Fund  is  distributed ;  and 
whether  at  the  end  of  each  Quarter, 
-"the  whole  amount  then  due'' — that 
is  with  regard  to  each  of  these  classes — 

"is  computed,  made  up  or  specified 
according  to  the  full  intent  and  meaning 
of  this  Act,"  and  whether  the  attention 
of  the  Govemmeot  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  surplus  in  each 
and  everyone  of  the  five  classes  ? 

«Mb.  JACKSON  :  Te^  sir ;  I  think  I 
can  answer  that  question  without  any 
hesitation.  I  may  say  I  would 
Tather  use  the  expression  that  it  is  the 
<Luty  of  the  Auditor  to  consider  these 
matters  and  to  draw  attention  to  any- 
thing they  may  deem  necessary.  The 
hon.  Member  is,  of  course,  aware  that 
the  outstanding  balances  are  reported 
by  the  Controller  and  Auditor  Greneral 
to  Parliament. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR :  On  the  CivU 
list? 

♦Mb.  JACKSON :  On  the  CivU  List. 
In  February  of  this  year  the  outstanding 
balances  of  1 888  were  reported  by  the 
Oontroller  and  Auditor  General  at 
£89,406  198.  lid.;  and  the  outstanding 
bahmces  are  always  reported  by  him  to 
Parliament.  He  also  reports  the  issues 
from  the  Exchequer  every  year,  so  that, 
■as  I  believe,  there  is  every  safeguard. 

*Mb.  BRADLAXTGH  :  Do  I  understand 
the  Secretanr  of  the  Treasury  to  mean 
that  the  auait  shows  £85,000  on  some 
or  all  classes  of  the  outstanding  balances  ? 

•Mb.  JACKSON :  No,  Sir ;  I  said  the 
outstanding  balances  unpaid.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  refer  to  the  accounts 
he  will  see  that  there  was  issued  from 
the  Exchequer  in  1887-8  the  amount  of 
je410,407  Os.  2d. ;  that  is  on  the  balan^f 


of  sums  issued  on  the  Istof  April,  1887, 
which  with  the  outstanding  amount  for 
the  previous  year  of  £96,845  7s.  2d. 
made  up  a  total  of  £507,315  78. 4d.  The 
paymentsin  1887-8  were£217,847  88. 2d.; 
the  balances  unpaid  on  the  Slst  March, 
1888,  were  £89,405  19s.  lid. 

♦Mb.  BRADLATJQH  :  Can  the  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Treasury  tell  me  in  precise 
words  what  the  Auditor  has  reported — 
whether  the  Auditor  shows  a  saving  in 
the  Civil  List  on  any  or  all  of  the 
different  classes  for  the  year  ? 

♦Mb.  JACKSON :  No,  Sir ;  it  merely 
gives  the  total  amount  and  the  balances 
outstanding.  I  have  already  said  that 
the  details  were  not  before  the  Con- 
troller and  Auditor  General,  who  does 
not  audit  these  accounts;  they  are 
audited  by  die  Auditor  of  the  Civil  List, 
who  is  an  officer  of  the  Treasury. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  I  have  not 
made  my  question  clear.  I  understood 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  urge 
the  necessity  for  the  audit,  in  order  that 
there  might  not  be  an  excessive  expen- 
diture in  any  of  the  classes ;  and  I  also 
understood  him  to  put  it  that  the  Con- 
troller ank  Auditor  General  had  either 
an  excess  or  a  saving  brought  to  his 
notice  by  the  Auditors.  I  ask  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Treasury  whether  the 
audit  shows  for  the  year  a  saving  on  all 
or  any  of  the  classes,  and  on  what 
classes? 

♦♦Mb.  JACKSON :  The  Controller  and 
Auditor  General  is  in  duty  bound  to 
report  the  amount  issued  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  and  in  pursuance  of 
that  obligation  he  sees  the  amount  issued 
by  the  Exchequer  in  each  year,  while 
each  particular  service  is  reported  to 
Parliament. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  I  regret  the 
clumsy  way  in  which  I  put  my  question. 
What  I  wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  was  whether,  as  a  mere 
fact,  the  audit  of  this  Civil  List,  by 
whomsoever  performed,  does  bring  to 
the  notice  of  the  Treasury,  or  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  the  amounts 
saved  and  the  excess  in  any  or  all 
classes,  and  whether  the  audit  of  the 
past  year  has  brought  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  Treasury  what  the  saving  has 
been  in  any  or  all  of  the  classes,  and 
how  much  it  has  amounted  to  alto- 
gether? 

♦Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  not  able  to 
answer  the  question  in  regard  to  the 
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past  year.  I  have  no  doubt  I  can  ascer- 
tain what  the  amount  was,  but  I  aui  not 
prepared  to  say  at  the  present  moment 
what   it  was. 

*Mr.  BEADLAUGH:  Cannot  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  say  whether  the  audit  has  not 
shown  for  several  years  past  a  saving  of 
several  thousands  of  pounds  on  the  total 
classes  of  each  year  ? 

*Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  I  would  point  out 
that  that  is  not  a  question  for  the  House 
of  Commons.  As  long  as  the  expendi- 
ture remains  within  the  totals  voted  by 
Parliament,  it  is  not  for  the  House  of 
Commons  to  interfere.  That  has  been 
the  practice  in  the  past,  and  I  leave  it 
to  the  House  to  say  whether  it  shall  be 
altered 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOE  :  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  accounts  kept  are  in 
the  nature  of  a  continuous  account  or 
whether  the  accounts  of  each  year  are 
kept  by  themselves  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  No  Exchequer 
accounts  could  be  satisfactory  if  they 
did  not  show  how  one  year  joined  on  to 
another ;  but  the  information  asked  for 
has  never  been  laid  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  EOBERTSON  (Dundee):  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  divide  the  House 
on  this  question,  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has 
asked  for  information  in  regard  to  the 
total  amount  of  saving  each  year  in  re- 
gard to  the  Civil  List,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  says  that  this  is 
information  that  has  never  been  laid 
before  Parliament.  I  ask  him  whether 
he  is  not  aware  that  up  to  1854,  a  state- 
ment was  annually  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment showing  the  total  saving  in  the 
Oivil  List  during  the  year  ? 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN:  It  has  certainly 
not  been  the  case  in  late  years.  Down 
to  1854  I  believe  there  was  a  statement, 
but  the  practice  has  not  prevailed 
since. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  :  I  do  not  quite 
understand  aU  this.  The  auditor  merely 
declares  the  amount  shown  to  have  been 
expended  by  each  department,  and 
that  it  is,  or  is  not,  in  excess  of  the 
amount  allocated  to  that  department; 
but  the  auditor  does  not  look  into  the 
way  in  which  the  money  has  been  spent 
by  each  department ;  he  merely  certifies 
that  it  has  spent  so  much  money.  What 
we  want  to  know  is  whether  there  is  a 
saving   in  any  of   these  departments, 

Mr,  Jackson 


and,  whether,  if  there  be  a  saving  m 
any  department,  it  is  handed  over  to  the- 
Privy  Purse. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  I  must  remind 
the  h.on.  Gentleman  that  the  discussion 
must  be  confined  to  the  question  before- 
the  Committee. 

♦Mr.  CAUSTON  :  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Ohan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whether,  in 
the  event  of  his  finding  that  up  to  1854 
papers  were  annually  laid,  he  will  pro- 
mise in  future  to  place  these  statements^ 
before  Parliament  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No ;  I  can  give  na 
pledge  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  J.  SINCLAIE  (Ayr,  Ac.) :  How 
is  it  that  these  accounts  are  audited  not 
by   the  Auditor  General,  but  by  the 
officials    mentioned  ?      Is    there    any 
statutable  authority  for  this  ? 

♦Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  I  have  already  said' 
it  is  difficult,  offhand,  to  go  into  tke- 
historical  part  of  the  case,  and  I  am. 
unable  to  state  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  original  arrangement  waa^ 
made. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  72  ;: 
Noes  141.— (Div.  List,  No.  81.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

*Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton)  t 
I  wish  to  ask  a  question  in  reference  to- 
the  Statute  Law  Eevision   Oommittee^^ 
Last  Session  a  case  in  connection  witk. 
Lreland  was  referred  to,  in  which    an 
amendment  of  an  old  Statute  had  not 
been  noticed  in  the  revised  Statute,  and 
in    a    recent   discussion    the    Solicitor 
General,   in  his  place  in    this  Honse, 
admitted  that  some  Statutes  had  become 
obsolete,  and  ought  to  form  part  of  the- 
next  Statute  Eevision  Act.     I  want  to 
know  in  what  way  these  matters  are 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Statute  Law 
Eevision  Committee,  and  why  a  portion. 
of  the  Vagrant  Act,  which  was  repealed, 
by  the  Statute  of  5  George  lY.,  cap.  83, 
sec.  1,  has  been  allowed  to  remain  un- 
noticed.    [After  a  pause]     If  I  do  not 
receive  an  answer  I  shall  certainly  move 
a  reduction  of  the  Tote. 

*Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  sorry  that  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  left  the  House  just  before  the 
hon.  Membeir  rose,  because  he  would 
have  been  able  to  answer  the  question. 
Personally,  I  am  unable  to  say  whether- 
the  particular  point  referred  to  by  the 
Kon. 'Member  has  been  brought  under- 
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the  notioe  of  the  BeTision  Committee  or 
not. 

•Mr.  BEADLAUGH:  The  matter 
formed  the  subject  of  a  disoussion  be- 
tween the  Home  Secretary  and  myself 
for  two  days,  and  while  my  construction 
of  the  Act  was  disputed,  there  was  no 
dispute  as  to  certain  portions  of  the  Act 
having  been  specifically  repealed}  and 
the  repeal  not  noticed  in  the  Bevised 
Statute,  or  in  the  index,  or  in  the 
chronological  tables.  I  want  to  know 
whose  duty  it  was  to  bring  the  matter 
forward  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
E.  CuLRKS,  Plymouth) :  I  have  had  no 
duty  to  perform  in  connection  with  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Committee,  but 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General  has  been  engaged  in  the 
f  reparation  of  a  Bill  upon  the  subject, 
do  not  remember  the  discussion  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has  referred. 
My  attention  has  not  been  directed  to  it 
in  any  way,  but  I  will  inquire  into  the 
matter. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  As  the 
Treasury  has,  to  a  very  large  extent,  the 
control  of  other  departments,  I  want 
to  know  when  it  is  liJkely  we  shall  have 
the  legislation  in  regard  to  the  Civil 
Establishments  which  was  promised  in 
the  Queen's  Speech,  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  recommendations  contained  in 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion ;  and  whether  the  Treasury  have 
taken  any  steps — which,  I  understand, 
they  can  take^for  dealing  with  the 
matter  by  regulation.  I  desire  to  know 
how  far  the  Treasury  have  taken  steps 
to  deal  with  the  question  as  a  whole,  by 
framing  regulations  which,  to  a  large 
extent,  woiud  have  the  effect  of  dimi- 
nishing the  cost.  Has  nothing  been 
done  to  provide  that  the  Civil  Service 
clerks,  not  only  in  the  Treasury  but  in 
other  departments,  should  really  attend 
during  Uie  hours  for  which  they  are 
paid  ?  That  is  a  matter  which  I  imder- 
stand  the  Treasury  has,  at  present,  the 
power  of  dealing  with.  I  should  also 
like  to  know  whether  steps  have  been 
taken  to  enforce  regulations  as  to 
holidays,  sick  leave,  and  attend- 
ance of  all  kinds,  so  that  the  pro- 
visions may  be  the  same  in  all 
departments,  thus  rendering  more  easy 
than  at  present  transference  from 
one  department    to  another.    If    such 


regulations  were  enforced  we  should 
not  have,  as  we  have  now,  the  scandal 
of  redundant  clerks  in  one  department,, 
and  a  whole  host  of  extra  clerks  em- 
ployed in  another. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  may  remind  the^ 
hon.  Member  that  the  past  three  months 
are  the  busiest  part  of  the  year  in  the 
Government  offices,  owing  to  the  pre- 

Earation  of  the  Estimates  and  other 
usiness  connected  with  the  meeting  of 
Parliament.  All  the  departments  are 
consequently  more  heavily  worked  than 
at  any  other  period  of  the  year;  but 
nevertheless,  attention  has  been  given 
to  the  regulations  affecting  Civil  Service 
clerks,  their  hours,  holidays,  sick  leave,. 
&c.,  and  a  Bill  is  in  preparation,  which 
will  secure  that  the  labour  which  the 
Royal  Commission  has  bestowed  upon 
the  matter,  shall  not  be  thrown  away. 
Nothing  has  yet  been  done  simply  be-- 
cause  the  ordinary  work  of  the  depart- 
ments has  been  so  extremely  heavy.  Tho- 
subject,  however,  is  one  that  requires  a. 
good  deal  of  care. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

2.  Motion  made,  and  Question   pro- 
posed, 

*<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £79,668,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  .to  complete  the  sum. 
neceesary  to  defray  the  cluurge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1890,  for  the  salaries 
and  expenses  of  the  office  of  Her  Majesty's 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  and 
Subordinate  Offices." 

♦Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Bushcliffe)  :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  to  reduce  item  A.  Salaries,  &c.^ . 
bj  £1,000,  from  the  salary  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  in  doing  so  I  will  say, . 
at  the  outset,  that  one  of  my  grounds  is 
that  the  sum  of  £4,000  per  annum  is,  in . 
my  opinion,  amply  sufficient  for  the 
office  of  Home  Secretary.  Allusion  has 
already  been  made  to  the  very  great 
discrepancies  which  exist  in  regard  to 
the  salaries  of  various  Ministers.  I 
must  confess  that  I  cannot  understand 
why  £2,000  per  annum  should  be 
sufficient  for  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  and  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  £5,000  be 
required  for  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department.  Certainly  I  fail 
to  see  why  the  functions  discharged  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  be  measured  by  the  figure 


<699 


Supply — Civil 


{COMMONS} 


Service  Bitimatee. 


700 


-2,  while  those  discharged  by  the  Home 
■Secretary  are  to  be  measured  by  the 
figure  5.    The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  in  moving  the 
reduction  of  the  salaries   of  the  First 
Xiord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  said  he  would  allow 
for  the  sake  of    argument  that  those 
offices  are  filled  by  gentlemen   of  the 
'highest    conceivable   capacity.     I   can- 
not   make   a  similar  allowance  in  the 
case  of  the  office  of  Home  Secretary.   It 
does  appear  to  me  that  an  unfortunate 
step  was  taken  when  by  some  sort  of 
arrangement    between   the    right  hon. 
KJentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham  (Mr.   Chamberlain)  and  the 
noble    Lord    the    Member    for    South 
Paddington  (Lord    R.    Churchill)    the 
present     holder     of    the     office     was 
appointed    without    having     had    the 
slightest  previous  experience  of  official 
life.    I  maintain  that  in  this  instance  the 
want  of  previous  official  experience  has 
l)een  detrimental  to  the  public  service, 
and  that  it  has  been  shown  not  only  in 
reference  to  the  question  of  Trafalgar 
Square,  but  in  the  administration  of  the 
police  generally.  Most  deplorable  results 
have  occurred  which  might  have  been 
avoided  altogether  by  the  exercise  of  a 
little  more   tact  and  discretion  on  the 
part  of  the  gentleman  holding  the  office 
of  Home  Secretary.    Then,  also,  in  re- 
spect to  the  resignation  of  Sir  Charles 
Warren,  I  think  the  House  is  entitled 
to  more  information  on  that  point  than 
it  has  yet  received.     I  think  it  would 
be  found,  if  we  were  in  possession  of  the 
whole  circumstances  of  the  episode,  that 
Sir  Chas.  Warren  was  in  many  respects 
more    sinned    against     than     sinning. 
My  main  point    has    relation  to    the 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887.     No 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  bear- 
ing in   mind  that  he   had  absolutely 
no    knowledge    of  the    subject    when 
he    started,    gave   abundant  proof  of 
the  admirable  manner  in  which  he  was 
coached  and  attended  to  the  progress  of 
the  Bill  through  Committee  with  great 
care  and    assiduity.    The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  is  no  doubt  a  very  clever 
lawyer,  and  like  clever  lawyers  he  was 
able  to  discuss  the  technical  points  of 
the  BiU  as  they  arose,  and  to  conduct 
the  clauses  generally  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.     But  whereas  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  right    hon.    Gentleman 
-was  careful  to  point  out  that  the  Bill 
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involved  very  complicated  matters,  and 
to  claim  our  assistuice  in  passing  it  into 
law,  when  he  went  down   to  his  con- 
stituents in  January,  1888,  he  claimed 
that  it  was  a  great  measure  and  gave 
whole    credit    for    it    to  the  political 
party,  with  which  he  was  himself   con- 
nected.    All  I  have  to  say  is  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  accepted  more 
of  the  amendments  which  were  snegee- 
ted  on  this  side  of  the  House,  ana  had 
not  allowed  his  colleagues  in  the  other 
House  to  strike  out  amendments  which 
had  been  accepted  here,  the  Act  would 
have    been  a  much    better  and  more 
successful      measure       than      it      is 
at     the     pjresent      moment.      What 
has  occurred  in  regard  to  the  weighing 
clause  of    the  Act?     I  have   asked  a 
number  of  questions  in  respect  of  that 
clause,  and  other  hon.    Members  have 
asked  questions  also.      On  the  25th  of 
January,  1888,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  his  constituents  that  this  had 
been  a  burning  question ;  that  it  was 
only  just  that  the  miners  should  have 
that,   for  getting  which  they   received 
their  wages,  correctly  weighed,  and  that 
the  Government  had  made  provision  by  the 
Bill  that  that  should  be  the  case  in  future. 
Now,    what   are  the  real   facts  of  the 
case  ?  In  the  Act  passed  by  the  Govern- 
ment of   the  right    hon.    Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  in  1872  it 
was  provided  that,  with  certain  excep- 
tions, when  the  wa^s  depended  on  the 
amount    of  mineral  got,  it  should  be 
weighed.     By  a  Bill  introduced  in  1886, 
that  clause  was  to    a    certain    extent 
strengthened      by     the     right    hon. 
Gentleman    the    Member    for    South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  ChUders).     The  Bill 
as    introduced    in    1887  was    on    the 
same    lines,  that    is    to  say,  it  gave 
to  the  Home  Secretary  power  to  except 
mines  from  the  operation  of  the  clause, 
and  to  relieve  the  owners  from  the  obli- 

gation  of  providing  weighing  machines. 
>n  the  23rd  of  June,  1887,  my  hon* 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Wansbeck 
Division  of  Northumberland  (Mr.  Fen- 
wick)  moved  an  amendment  to  the 
effect  that  the  words  giving  a  discretion 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  should  be 
struck  out,  and,  although  it  was  resisted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
ground  that  the  matter  might  be  allowed 
to  remain  where  it  was,  the  amendment 
was  carried  against  the  Gk)vemment  by 
127  to  119.      Why  did  not  the  right 
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boil.  (HnUeman  mention  that  fact  to  his 
•oonstitnents,  and  tell  them  that  the  pro- 
yision,  as  it  stood  in  the  Bill  of 
1887,  was  carried,  contrary  to  his 
wishes,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Wansbeok  division.  It  was  hardly 
worth  while  for  the  right  hon. 
<}entleman  to  go  down  to  hisconstitaents 
and  claim  all  the  credit  of  the  Act  when 
its  main  provisions  were  carried  in  his 
teeth  by  nis  political  opponents  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House.  I  sincerely 
wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
follow  the  example  of  the  President  of 
ihe  Local  GK>vemment  Board,  and  give 
justice  where  justice  is  due.  If  he  had 
done  so,  his  opponents  would  have  had 
-full  credit  for  their  efforts  to  make  the 
measure  a  satisfactory  one.  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  he 
dntends  to  do  this  Session  in  regard  to 
the  weighing  dause?  It  now  provides 
that  it  shall  not  affect  mines  thi&t  were 
exempted  prior  to  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  and  I  wish  to  know  whether  he  will 
inot  exercise  the  discretion  he  now  pos- 
sesses and  abolish  all  exemptions  r  I 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  before 
Easter  to  state  the  total  tonnage  of  all 
^tikie  collieries  now  exempt ;  but  he  replied 
that  it  would  not  be  proper  to  publish 
the  individual  tonnage  of  different  col- 
lieries. I  know  that  it  would  not  be 
leeal  to  do  that.  There  is  really  no  diffi- 
culty about  the  matter.  It  is  perfectly 
possible  to  have  a  weighing  machine  at 
«very  colliery,  and  the  opinion  of  the 
House  has  already  been  expressed  in 
favour  of  having  no  exemption.  I 
again  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
•steps  he  is  prepared  to  take,  and  if  his 
•discretion  is  not  large  enough,  whether 
he  will  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
whole  matter  ?  I  venture  to  say  that  if 
he  is  disposed  to  take  that  step  he  will 
receive  no  opposition  from  any  quarter 
•of  the  House.  I  beg  to  move  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
JB  1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<  That  Item  A,  of  £28,205,  for  Salaries, 
&o.,  be  reduced  by  £1,000,  part  of  the 
Salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State."— (if r. 
John  EUie). 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthsws,  Birmingham,  K) :  The  hon. 
Member  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  re- 
ferred to  a  speech  which  I  delivered  to 
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my  constituents  last  year.  Now  I  must 
say  that  that  speech  has  entirely  passed 
away  from  my  recollection ;  but  certainly ' 
my  impression  is  that  I  spoke  in  special 
commendation  of  the  representatives  of 
the  miners  in  this  House.  In  regard  to 
the  Weighing  Glauses  the  Act  provides 
that  instead  of  laying  down  a  cast-iron 
rule  certain  exceptions  may  be  made. 
I  think  that  that  is  a  reasonable  clause. 
The  hon.  Member  now  asks  me  what 
course  I  intend  to  take  in  the  matter.  To 
be  perfectlv  candid,  I  confess  that  I  was  a 
little  surprised  at  the  decision  of  the  Oourt 
of  Queen's  Bench  on  the  subj  ect  of  exemp- 
tions from  the  Weighing  Glauses.  My 
own  impression  was  that  all  exemptions 
were  gone.  I  was  bound,  however,  to 
accept  loyally  the  decision  of  the  Gourt 
of  Queen's  Bench.  That  decision  waa 
to  the  effect  that  under  the  terms  of  the 
Act  no  exemptions  are  to  be  allowed  in 
the  future;  but  that  Parliament  has 
thought  fit  to  keep  alive  all  the  exemp- 
tions existing  at  the  time  the  Act  passed. 
I  have  considered  anxiously  what  my 
duty  is  after  that  decision.  I  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  my  duty  was  not  to 
revoke  all  the  existing  exemptions  as  a 
matter  of  course,  without  enquiry,  but  to 
determine  in  each  particular  case  whether 
the  exemption  should  be  continued. 
I  start  with  the  strongest  prejudice  in 
favour  of  weighing,  but  I  think  that,  if 
a  strong  case  be  made  out,  and  there 
are  particular  reasons  why  an  ex- 
emption should  continue,  it  may  be 
wise  to  allow  it  to  continue.  There  are 
some  collieries  in  which  the  tubs  are 
very  small,  and  there  is  so  great  a 
number  of  them  during  the  day  that  it 
is  difficult  to  weigh  them  all  during  the 
ordinary  working  hours.  If  masters 
and  men  agree  that  an  exemption 
should  be  made,  circumstances  of  this 
kind  ought,  I  think,  to  be  taken  into 
accoimt  in  considering  the  question.  I 
have  already  taken  into  consideration 
the  continuance  or  otherwise  of  the 
exemption  in  the  case  of  one  or  two 
collieries,  and  I  have  now  under. my 
consideration  the  case  of  the  Burnley 
collieries.  I  shall  certainly  not  shrink 
from  taking  a  course  which  involves  a 
large  amount  of  trouble  on  my  part,  if 
by  so  doing,  I  can  meet  the  convenience 
of  all  the  parties  interested. 

Mb.  BURT  (Morpeth) :  I  am  ve^ 
glad  attention  has  been  called  to  this 
subject,  because  I  know  that  consider- 
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able  dissatisfaction  has  arisen  from  the 
continuance  of  the  exemption  that  has 
been  so  long  io  existence.  It  will,  I 
thinky  be  generally  admitted  by  mem- 
bers who  were  in  the  House  during 
the  debates  in  Committee  on  this  subject, 
that  the  whole  question  was  fought  out 
on  the  assumption  that  we  were  taking 
away  not  only  the  power  of  exempting 
in  the  future,  but  all  existing  exemp- 
tions. If  that  had  not  been  so,  I  can 
assure  you,  Sir,  that  the  part  of  the  Act 
which  allows  these  exemptions  to  be  con- 
tinued, would  have  certainly  been  re- 
sisted in  the  House.  I  do  not  think  the 
objections  with  regard  to  thin  seams  is 
a  valid  one.  Weighing  is  carried  out 
satisfactorily  in  some  of  the  thinnest 
seams  in  the  country,  and  there  are  large 
collieries  where  several  thousand  tons 
per  day  are  got  out  of  the  mines  and 
where  every  tub  is  weighed.  With  the 
appliances  that  are  now  in  '  operation 
there  is  certainly  no  practical  dif&culty 
in  making  weighing  general,  and  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  will  refuse  to  sanction  the 
continuance  of  any  exemption  whatever. 
Mb.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  E.) :  I  wish 
to  say  a  word  or  two  on  this  question, 
with  which  I  am  practically  acquainted. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  in  speaking  of  the  difficulty 
of  weighing  a  great  number  of  small 
tubs,  seems  to  forget  that  they  are 
weighed  not  singly  but  on  trollies,  so 
that  there  is  really  no  practical  difficulty 
to  be  got  over.  For  my  own  part,  I 
think  tiie  time  has  come  when  all  ex- 
emptions of  this  kind  should  be  done 
away  with.  I  myself  have  always  sold 
on  the  same  scale  as  I  have  bought  on. 
I  have  always  sold  at  20  and  bought  at 
20,  fmd  I  think  it  is  unfair  that  exemp- 
tions should  be  made  in  particular 
eases. 

*Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  am  glad  to  hear  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Matthews)  is  about  to 
inquire  into  the  case  of  the  collieries 
near  Burnley.  He  will  probably  re- 
member that  those  are  the  collieries  as 
to  which  I  put  some  questions  quite 
twelve  months  ago,  and  I  think  the 
Committee  has  some  cause  to  complain 
of  the  delay  that  has  taken  place  in  re- 
gard  to  them.  I  must  attribute  that 
delay  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self or  to  those  who  are  under  his  im- 
mediate control.     The  case  that  came 
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before  the  magistrates  might  have  been 
submitted  to  Hie  Queen's  &nch  Diviaiaik 
in  a  very  few  days ;  but,  instead  of  that^ 
there  was  a  delay  of  many  months,  and 
I  think  I  can  show  that  there  are  many 
other  cases  where  the  same  kind  iit 
delay  has  taken  place.  I  am  glad  he  is 
going  to  look  at  the  case  with  a  preju- 
dice in  favour  of  weighing,  because  the- 
men  think  that  they  have  been  de^ 
frauded  owing  to  the  continuance  of  the* 
exemptions. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  (Fermanagh,. 
N.) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  support- 
ing the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  for* 
the  reduction  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Home  Secretary's  salary  by 
£1,000.  I  wish  to  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  an  opportunity,  which  I 
think  he  ought  to  be  very  much  obligeA 
to  me  for  giving  him,  of  clearing  up, 
once  and  for  all,  the  position  he  occupies 
with  regard  to  his  opinions  upon  politi- 
cal affairs  of  great  interest  to  this  coun- 
try and  to  the  neighbouring  country  of 
Ireland.  If  I  had  proposed  this  amend- 
ment it  would  have  been  for  the  sweep* 
ing  away  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemair» 
salary  altogether,  in  the  event  of  which 
proposal  being  carried,  I  suppose  he 
would  not  continue  in  office  much  longer.. 
I  support  the  reduction  of  the  right  hon.. 
Gentleman's  salary  because  he  holds 
Separatist  views,  and  because  I  do  not- 
think  it  compatible  with  the  holding  of 
an  office  so  great  and  important  as  that 
of  Home  Secretary  that  a  gentleman: 
should  entertain  opinions  in  favour  of 
Home  Bule,  which,  as  everybody  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  knows,  means 
the  disintegration  of  the  British  Empire- 
and  the  general  overthrow  of  the  power 
of  Ghreat  Britain. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle-^ 
man  cannot  be  astonished  at  my  warn- 
ing him  to  come  to  the  point. 

Me.  W.  EEDMOND:  With  very 
great  deference  to  you,  Sir,  I  am  upon 
the  point,  and  I  think  the  right  hon- 
Gentleman,  judging  by  the  expression 
of  his  face,  was  of  opinion  that  I  was 
very  much  upon  the  point.  My  princi- 
pal reason  for  supporting  the  proposed 
reduction  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
salary  is  that  I  want,  as  a  loyal  subject 
of  this  Empire,  to  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  an  opportunity  of  explaining^ 
to  the  House  whether  he  has,  in  the 
course  of  his  career,  held  the  outrageous 
principles  attributed  to  him. 
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TnOHAIBKAN:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
nwn  will  be  entirely  abusing  thf 
libertjr  of  the  Committee  if  h( 
attampts  to  enter  into  what  the 
right  boo.  Qentlemon's  opinions 
were  years  ago.  If  he  thicks  ne  can 
bring  home  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  anything  which  is  inconaistent  with 
the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  office, 
he  will  be  entitled  to  do  so. 

Ur.  W.'  REDMOND:  I  am  Terj 
mnoh  obliged  to  you,  Sir,  for  sdpplying 
ne  with  the  word  inconaiBtent.  I  can- 
not imagine  anything  more  inooneistent 
with  the  discharge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  du^  than  the  opinions 
which  he  baa  publicly  avowed. 

The  OHAIBMAN  :  I  shaU  be  con- 
strained to  order  the  hon.  Uember  to 
resume  hia  seat  permanently,  unless  he 
addressee  himself  to  the  question  before 
the  Committee. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  :  I  only  wish  to 
aek  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  ae  a 
matter  of  personal  explanation,  whether 
certain  things  in  dispute  with  regard  to 
himself  are  true  or  untrue.  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  manly 
enough  to  clear  up  this  point — whether 
he  is  a  Home  Buler  or  not.  If  yon,  Sir, 
say  this  is  out  of  order,  of  oourse  I  will 
not  press  the  point. 

Tkk  CHAIBMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  aware  that  the  question  is 
out  of  order. 

Me.  W.  BEDMOND:  Then  I  will 
ask  a  question  which  is  very  germane  to 
the  Tote — namely,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contributed  £21  to  the 
special  Trust  Fund  of  the  Home  Bule 
organisation  of  1874. 

Thx  OHAIBHAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  perfectly  aware  that  he  is 
abusing  the  privileges  of  the  House  in 
referring  to  distant  matters — matters 
happening  in  IS74.  It  has  no  bearing 
on  the  official  conduct  of  the  Home 
SecretaiT.  I  must  beg  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  obseire  the  ruling  of  the  Chair. 

Mk.  W.  BEDMOND  :  I  assure  you. 
Sir,  that  I  hare  no  desire  to  ignore  your 
ruline.  Is  it  not  tn  order  to  ask  the 
right  non.  Gentleman  whether  a  certain 
thing  occurred  which,  if  it  did  occur, 
disqualifies  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  opinion  of  many  people  from 
occupying  the  position  of  Minister  of 
the  Queen?  ("Order.")  If  that  is  out 
of  order,  I  shall  take  another  opportn- 
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sity.  Is  it  out  of  order?  (A pause.) 
Then  it  is  not  out  of  order. 

Thx  CHAIBMAN:  I  should  have 
thought  the  hon.  Member  vrould  have 
sufficient  intelligence  to  be  aware  that 
it  is  out  of  order.  He  must  refer 
to  something  inconsistent  with  the  duties 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  Home 
Secretary.  If  he  has  anything  of  that 
kind  he  is  entitled  to  bring  it  forward. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  Well,  all  I 
can  say  is  that  I  asked  you,  Mr. 
Courtney,  iu  the  most  courteous  terms  I 
could  command,  whether  it  was  out  of 
order,  and  as  you  did  not  reply  I  thought 
it  was  not     That  is  what  my  intelli- 

Sence  showed  me.  I  think,  however,  that 
le  good  taste  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary,  will  tempt 
him  to  offer  an  explanation  on  the 
point  to  which  I  have  referred. 

Mb,  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  should  always  support  the  reduction 
of  the  salary  of  any  Minister  who 
receives  £5,000  per  annum,  but  there 
are  special  reasons  which  lead  me  to 
support  a  reduction  in  the  salary  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  they  are,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
personal  to  himself.  I  am  not  going  to 
allude  to  anything  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  before  he  became  Home  Secre- 
tary. The  appointment  of  Home 
Seraetary,  as  I  understand,  condones 
any  previous  misconduct.  But  since 
he  has  been  Home  Secretary  he  ha& 
acted  iu  a  manner  of  which  com- 
plaint has  more  than  once  been  made  in 
the  House,  and  I  shotild  imagine  he 
will  be  exceedingly  obliged  to  me  for 
calling  specific  attention  to  these  mat- 
ters, because  I  am  sure  he  mnat  be 
anxious  to  give  full  and  explicit  expla- 
nation to  the  House.  As  we  all  know, 
there  has  been  a  Commission  called  the 
Famell  Commission.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  Home  Secretary,  has  had 
occasion  to  mix  himself  up,  or  to  allow 
his  subordinates  to  mix  themselves  up, 
in  the  action  of  those  who  were  called 
upon  to  bring  accusations  against  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  in  a  manner  which 
certainly,  to  my  mind,  makes  the 
Government  and  the  Home  Secretary 
parties  to  that  action.  I  will  only  allude 
to  two  cases,  and  ask  for  some  explana- 
tion. The  Committee  will  remember 
that  a  person  named  Molloy,  a  Timtt 
witness,  was  prosecuted  for  peijury.  A. 
witness  named  Delaney  came  forward  on 
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that  occasion.  Delanej  was  a  convict,  and 
as  I  understand,  lie  had  been  remoTod 
to  the  Ohatham  or  some  other  English 
prison,  when  suddenly  a  gentleman  of 
the  name  of  Shannon  appeared  at 
the  prison  and  had  an  interview  with 
the  Governor.  Shannon  then  had  an 
interview  with  Delaney,  and  the  prisoner 
stated  in  his  evidence  that  he  was  told 
that  a  person  whom  he  understood  to  be 
a  Treasury  official  wanted  to  see  him. 
Shannon  asked  him  to  give  evidence,  and 
Delaney  made  certain  statements  to  him. 
Anyone  knows  that  if  a  Treasury  official 
goes  to  a  convict  and  asks  him  to 
make  statements,  the  convict  reason- 
ably supposes  that  he  will  in  some  sort 
of  way  Denefit  by  doing  what  he  is  asked 
to  do.  When  we  find  that  Shannon 
was  introduced  to  the  prisoner  as  a 
Treasury  official,  or  at  any  rate,  when 
we  find  that  the  prisoner  was  left  -under 
the  supposition  that  Shannon  was  a 
Treasury  official,  we  have  no  record  at 
all  that  the  Home  Secretary  has  in  any 
way  protested  against  the  conduct  of 
the  Governor,  but  on  the  contrary, 
judging  from  what  has  transpired  upon 
the  subject  in  the  Hpuse,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  approves  of  the  action  of  the 
Governor,  and  defends  the  matter  on 
the  ground  that  he  would  have  done 
the  same  to  any  other  solicitor. 
But  I  understand  the  same  facilities 
would  not  have  been  granted  to  any 
other  solicitor.  The  only  plea  on 
which  Shannon  was  allowed  to  go  t^ 
the  prisoner  was  that  the  prisoner  was 
entitled  to  a  visit,  and  that  this  was  a 
periodical  visit.  But  it  does  not  appear 
that  Delaney  had  any  choice  in  the 
matter.  I  maintain  that  by  this  action 
the  Government  have  made  themselves 
parties  to  the  attempt  to  obtain  the 
suborned  and  perjured  evidence  of  a 
convict,  in  order  to  blast,  if  possible,  the 
reputation  of  Members  of  the  House. 
We  have  a  right  to  complain  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  accepted 
responsibility  for  the  action  of  the 
Governor.  The  second  case  is  that 
of  Le  Caron  and  Anderson.  Le  Caron 
was  a  spy  employed  by  the  Home  Office 
and  paid  in  some  mysterious  way  by 
another  Office.  Somehow  or  other  Mr. 
Macdonald  of  the  TimeB  became 
possessed  of  the  fact  that  Le  Oaron  was 
a  spy,  and  that  it  would  be  a  desirable 
thing  in  the  interest  of  the  Times  to  call 
this  spy.    What    did    Le   Oaron    do? 
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He  went  to  Anderson  and  asked  him  to 
give  him  up  documents  which  were  tiie 
property  of  the  oountry,  beoause  thej 
had  been  paid  for  by  the  country.  These 
were  secret  reports  which  were  sent  over 
by  Le  Oaron  to  Anderson  as  tbe 
chief  of  what  I  may  term  the  Spy  De- 
partment of  the  Home  SoOTetair. 
Anderson  gave  these  doooments  to  Le 
Oaron,  and  I  understand  from  the 
report  of  an  interview  with  Le  Oaron, 
that  Le  Oaron  still  retains  possearioa  ol 
them.  I  oould  not  gather  from  whet 
took  place  when  the  matter  was  die- 
cussed  some  time  ago,  whether  the 
Home  Secretary  was  aware  at  the  mo- 
ment of  these  oocurences,  that  Anderwm 
was  acting  in  this  fashion.  If  he  was, 
I  hope  he  will  be  able  to  justify  his 
conduct.  If  he  was  not,  I  ask  how 
is  it  he  has  not  blamed  and  punished 
Anderson  for  acting  in  this  maDndr. 
But  Anderson  went  further  than  this : 
he  wrote  to  the  Tim$%^  entered  into 
a  full  defence  of  his  conduct,  and  made 
attacks  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court).  Most  assuredly  Mr.  Anderson, 
as  a  public  emphyi^  had  no  business 
to  sneer  at  or  make  inuendoes  against 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby,  concerning  his  action  as 
Home  Secretary ;  he  certainly  had 
no  right  to  say  ''  I  could  crush  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  I  liked  to  prodace 
documents."  I  can  conceive  nothing 
more  improper  than  Anderson's  oommn- 
nication  to  the  Tim$».  There  is  a  role 
in  the  Public  Offices  that  no  subordinate 
may  communicate  with  a  newspaper  on 
the  matters  of  his  Department,  without 
the  permission  of  the  head  of  the  De- 
partinent.  A  little  while  ago  Sir  Oharles 
Warren,  in  a  higher  position  than  Ander- 
son, was  blamed  for  somewhat  similar 
conduct  by  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman. 
Sir  0.  Warren  had  to  resign  because  he 
had  made  communications  to  the  public 
Press;  and  yet  the  Home  Secvetaij 
said  that  Mr.  Anderson,  havinff  been 
attacked,  was  justified  in  sending  a 
communication  to  the  Tim$9,  But  Sir 
0.  Warren  also  was  attacked  over  and 
over  again.  Therefore,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  either  acted  most  nnfairir 
and  most  ungenerously  towards  Sir  0. 
Warren,  or  he  has  shown  undue  favour 
to  Mr.  Anderson.  I  think  that  an  ex- 
planation is  certainly  due  to  this  House 
upon  the  matter. 
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•Mb.  M'LAHEN  (Cheshire,  Orewe) : 
There  is  another  point  to  which  I  wish 


to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee. 
The  second  order  upon  the  Paper  to- day 
relates  to  the  Official  Secrets  Bill.  That 
Bill  provides  that  any  member  of  the 
Civil  Service  who  attempts  to  communi- 
cate to  any  person  ontsiae  the  service  an 
official  secret  of  which,  from  the  offik)ial 
position  he  occupies,  he  has  become 
cognizant,  shall  be  sent  to  prison.  Now, 
it  seems  to  me  that  Mr.  Anderson  has 
in  effect  been  guiltv  of  this  offence,  and 
therefore  it  would  be  instructive  to 
ascertain  how  the  Home  Secretary  can 
reconcile  his  action  towards  Mr.  Ander- 
son for  being  the  means  by  which 
official  secrets  were  communicated 
through  Major  Le  Caron  to  the  Ihfnss 
with  nis  action  in  supporting  the 
Official  Secrets  Bill. 

Mk.  MATTHEWS:  Mr.  Anderson 
communicated  no  official  secret  to  any 
human  being.  Mr.  Anderson  had  been 
in  correspondence  with  Major  Le  Caron 
for  many  years,  and  it  was  obvious  that 
if  Le  Caron  went  into  the  witness-box 
he  would  have  been  able  to  state  the 
substance  of  his  communications  to  Mr. 
Anderson.  The  necessary  result  of  that 
would  have  been  that  Mr.  Anderson 
would  have  been  subpoenaed  to  produce 
the  documents,  and  that  they  would 
have  oome  out  in  a  roundabout  way. 
Le  Caron  would  have  been  entitled  to 
refresh  his  memory  with  any  of  those 
documents  in  giving  his  evidence.  The 
circumstances  under  which  these  letters 
were  sent  in  the  first  instance  to  Mr. 
Anderson  were  such  that  the  letters 
had,  up  to  that  moment,  remained 
private  between  Le  Caron  on  the  one 
hand,  and  Mr.  Anderson  on  the  other, 
and  Mr.  Anderson  was  under  an  obliga- 
tion of  honour  not  to  hand  them  over  to 
anybody  but  Le  Caron  himself.  [An 
hon.  MsMBSs :  An  informer.]  Nothing 
is  commoner  in  the  police  service  than 
to  return  to  informers  of  all  classes  the 
written  communications  which  they  have 
made.  Liformation  is  received  often 
anonymously,  and  sometimes  with  the 
name  attached,  with  the  condition 
imposed  by  the  writer  that  the  eommuni- 
cation  should  be  returned. 

Ma.  MOLLOY  (King's  County,  Burr) : 
Was  that  condition  imposed  in  regard 
to  any  one  of  Le  Caron's  communica- 
tions? 


Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  saying 
that  Le  Caron  did  make  that  precise 
condition.  His  condition  was  that  tho 
letters  should  be  communicated  to  nobody 
at  all,  and  that  they  should  not,  as  1 
believe,  be  seen  by  any  eye  but  Mr. 
Anderson's.  In  spite  of  Mr.  Anderson's 
dissuasion,  Le  Caron  became  a  witness 
before  the  Special  Commission,  and  he 
was  entitled  to  refresh  his  memory  with 
the  documents.  I  myself  did  not  know 
of  the  existence  either  of  the  documents 
or  of  Le  Caron.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  asks  me  whether  I  blame 
Mr.  Anderson  for  what  he  has  done.  In 
substance  I  think  that  Mr.  Anderson 
did  Tight.  It  was  due  to  the  Commis- 
sion that  if  Le  Caron  appeared  before 
them  he  should  appear  with  those  docu- 
ments which  were  essential  to  the  com* 
pleteness  of  his  evidence.  Indeed,  it 
would  have  been  a  g^ave  contempt  of 
Court  to  have  kept  them  back.  It  is 
not  necessary  for  me  to  pass  any  judg- 
ment as  to  whether  Mr.  Anderson  was 
right  in  trying  to  dissuade  Le  Caron  from 
becoming  a  witness;  but,  Le  Caron 
having  determined  to  appear,  for  -Mr. 
Anderson  to  have  destroyed  those  letters 
would  have  been  a  grave  error  on  his 
part,  and  calculated  to  interfere  with 
the  discovery  of  the  truth.  I  appre- 
hend that  Mr.  Anderson  would  have 
been  boimd  under  subpoena,  or  by  one 
means  or  another,  to  disclose  the  docu* 
ments.  The  hon.  Member  asks 
why  I  did  not  reprimand  Mr.  Anderson 
for  the  letter  he  wrote  to  the  Timetf 
and  he  relies  on  the  official  rule 
under  which  Civil  servants  in  a  subor- 
dinate position  are  not  allowed  to  write 
to  the  newspapers  on  matters  connected 
with  their  departments  without  the 
sanction  of  the  heads  of  those  depart- 
ments. That  is  a  very  sound  rule  and 
one  which,  in  ordinary  circumstances, 
I  certainly  think  it  is  right  to  enforce 
with  more  or  less  of  censure ;  but  in 
Mr.  Anderson's  case  the  circumstances 
were  so>  exceptional  that  I  think  my 
duty  was  best  discharged  by  not  passing 
any  censure  at  all.  A  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  been  Mr.  Anderson's 
official  chief  thought  fit,  not  only  in  this 
House  but  on  a  public  platform,  to  assail 
Mr.  Anderson  in  terms  of  violent  abuse; 
and  in  those  circumstances  to  have 
stopped  that  gentleman's  mouth,  or  to 
have   prevented  him  from  making  an 
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Chester,  E.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  has  raised 
an  interesting  question  as  to  whether  the 
documents  supplied  to  Major  Le  Caron 
were  or  were  not    public  documents. 
That  is  a  controversy  upon  which  I  need 
not  enter,  because  it  is  wholly  irrelevant 
to   the   issue    before    the    Committee. 
Whether  the  documents  were  public  or 
priTate,  the^  ou&;ht  to  have  been  sup- 
plied to  Major  Le  Caron ;  and,  if  that 
be  so,  what  does  it  matter  whether  they 
were  public  or  private  ?   Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  maintain  that  Le  Caron, 
a  witness  before  the  Commission,  was 
to  be  refused  the   use  of  documents 
which  were  required  to  make  his  evi- 
dence valuable  because  those  documents 
had  been  paid  for  out  of  the  public 
funds?    If  that  is  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's position,  I  traverse  it  entirely, 
and  if  it  is  not,  what  is  the  use  of  enter- 
ing into  abstract  discussions  as  to  whe- 
ther the  documents  were  or  were  not 
public  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
fallen  foul  of  the  Home  Secretary  for 
defending  Mr.  Anderson  for  the  conduct 
he  thought  it  his    duty  to  pursuo  in 
reply  to  the  atteu3ks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the    Member    for    Derby. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle    said  that  in  so  doing 
the  Home  Secretary  departed  from  a 
healthy,  useful,  and  necessary  tradition 
of  the  public  service.     I  quite  admit 
that  it  is  contrary  to  the  traditions  of  the 
public  service  that  permanent  officials 
should    enter    into    controversies  with 
Members    of   Parliament    and  former 
chiefs.    But  on  what  principle  is  that 
rule  based  ?    On  the  principle  that  such 
Members  of  Parliament  and  ex-officials 
shall  not  abuse  their  position  in  the 
House  of  Commons  by  uttering  calum- 
nious accusations  against  their  former 
subordinutes.      Ilie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   the  Member  for  Derby,   taking 
advantage  of  his  position  in  the  House 
of   Commons,    used   language   against 
Mr.  Anderson  which  ought  not  to  have 
been  used   against  any  man,  however 
humble  his  position  in  the  public  service. 
He  has    exhausted  a  vocabulary   not 
easily  exhausted  to   describe   the  con- 
duct   of  Mr.   Anderson,   and    yet    we 
know  that  this  gentleman  was  for  many 
years   the   trusted  subordinate    of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby.     When   a  man's  former   chief 
uses  the  position  which  a  seat  in  this 
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House  gives  him  to  make  these  attacks- 
upon  a  subordinate,  all  previous  rules  in 
regard  to  the  action  of  subordinates  az» 
necessarily  thrown  to  the  wind,  beoauae- 
they  have  been  previously  thrown  to- 
the  wind  by  the  action  of  his  superior*. 
If  the  right  hon.  Member   for  Derby 
had  followed  the  invariable  tradition  of 
English  official  life,  I  fully  agree  that 
Mr.  Anderson  in  writing  the  letter  might. 
have  been  blamed  for  departing  from 
tradition  and  the  course  marked  out  for 
the  permanent  Civil  Service.    But  the^ 
example  has  been  set  by  the  rieht  horn 
Member  for  Derby,  and    I   think  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  was  only  doing  his- 
duty  when  he  refused  to  censure  Mr.. 
Anderson  for  using  the  only  means  of' 
defence  which  the  attack  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  had  left  him. 
*8iB  G.  0.  TREVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :   The  speech  of  the  right: 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chief  Secretary,  is- 
certainly  very  good  rhetoric,  but  it  is* 
exceedingly  important   that  the  Com* 
mittee  should  not  be  led  away  by  that* 
from   observation    of   what    seems    ta- 
me to  be  the  entirely  new  doctrine  laid 
down,  and  containingthe  most  dangerous- 
principles.    For  what  does  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ^come  to  ?    It- 
comes  to  this: — That    a    very  severe^ 
atitack  having  been  made  on  a  permanent: 
public    servant,  conse(juently  the   per*- 
manent  civil  servant  is  justified  officially 
in  writing  an   extremely  controversiiA 
letter  in  the  newspapers  in  reply  to  ai 
member  of  Parliament.    That  1  take  to* 
be  the  position  of  the  Chief  Secretary,, 
and  that  is  a  position  I  entirely  contro- 
vert, and  I  say  it  is  one  of  the  most: 
dangerous  positions  that  could  be  laid 
down.  What  is  more — and  here  I  appeaL 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with 
regard  to  something  that  was  done  by^ 
the  Government  in  which  he  held  office^ 
a  great  number  of  years  ag^,  and  which 
appears  to  me  to    be  exactly  on    all* 
fours   with    this    case.      This    violent  < 
language  complained  of,    so  far  as  IT 
gather  from  the  speech  of  the  Home* 
Secretary,  consisted  in  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  member  for  Derby  desoribine- 
Mr.  Anderson  as  '*  touting  for  the  Timet, 
Now  that  is  a  strong  way  of  putting  the- 
statement  that  a  permanent  servant  of: 
the  Government  was  allowed  to  assist- 
the    ISmei    in     getting    up    their  case* 
against    the  Irish  members.      It  is    ft. 
very  serious  charge ;  but  it  is  a  ohai^^ 
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not  against  Mr.  Anderson  and  the  sub- 
ordinate servants  of  the  Gk)yemment; 
it  is  a  charge  against  the  (Government 
itaelf .  I  maintain  that  it  is  not  an 
abuse  of  the  position  of  a  Member  of 
Parliament  to  complain  that  the  perma- 
nent servants  of  the  State  were  tulowed 
to  assist  the  Timee.  I  am  not  entering 
into  the  question  whether  thej  ought 
to  have  asosted  the  Times  in  this  man- 
ner or  not;  but,  as  regards  the  lan- 
guage of  the  charge,  Mr.  Anderson  has 
nothing  to  do  with  it.  The  expression, 
''  tout  for  the  Timee,*'  is  in  itself  an  ex- 

Fression  admissable  in  controversy,  and 
maintain  that  if  I  were  to  say  at  this 
moment   across    the    table    that     the 
GK)yemment  had  allowed  their  subordi- 
nates to  ''  tout  for  the  TlmM,"  I  should, 
it  may  be,  be  stating  a  charge  I  could 
not  make  out,  but  I  should  not  be  mak- 
ing that  charge  in  an   unparliamentary 
manner.     Well,  the  charge  having  been 
made,  what  was  the  course  Mr.  Ander- 
son   ought    to     have    taken?      It    is 
quite    plain     what    action   he    ought 
to  have  taken  ;  he  ought  to  have  written 
a  letter  to  the  head  of  his  own  depart- 
ment stating  his  case,  and  asking  that 
it  might  be  made  public  or  embodied  in 
a  speech  by  the  chief  of  that  depart- 
ment.    And  now  if  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  give  me  his  attention, 
I  will  state  a  case  that  I  believe  to  be 
''on  all  fours"    with  this  under  dis- 
cussion, and   which  from  first  to  last 
was  dealt  with  by  the  Oovemment  at 
the  time  as  such  a  case  ought  to  be 
dealt  with.     During  the  controversies 
that  followed  the  terrible  Jamaica  riots, 
a  very  honoured  member  of  Parliament 
— I  do  not  think  I  need  name  names — 
used    strong    and    even   contemptuous 
language  in    referring  to    the    officer 
at  the  head  of  the  court-martial,  which 
had  condemned  to  death  such  a  large 
number  of  negroes.     That  officer  took 
exception  to  the  words  of  the  member 
of  Parliament,  and,  instead  of  sending 
a  decent  and  proper  remonstrance  to 
the  heads  of  ms  own  department,  he 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  member  of  ]?ar- 
liament.  That  letter  was  the  production 
of  a  hot  and  angry  young  man,  but  it 
was  exactly  in  the  spirit  of  the  letter 
addressed  to  the  Timee  by  Mr.  Anderson. 
The  Gbvemment  of  the  day  at  once 
removed  this  officer  from  the  position 
which  he  then  held,  and  placed  him  on 
half-pay.    I  am  not  sore  if  he  was  not 


put    in    even    a    more    unsatisfactory 
position,  if  that  is  possible.     He  re- 
mained on  halfopay  until  he  came  to- 
the  member  of  Parliament  whom  he- 
had  offended,  and  asked  him  to  intercede- 
with  the  Admiralty  for  reinstatements. 
The  member,  who  was  one  of  the  kindest 
of  men,  did  use  his  influence,  and  the^- 
young  man  was  reinstated  in  his  position- 
That  was  the  manner  in  which  a  Oovem- 
ment which  was  careful  of  precedent  and 
of  the  future  relations  between  heads  of ' 
departments,  subordinate  officials,  andi 
representatives  of  the  people  acted  andi 
should  act;  but  such  is  not  the  course  fol- 
lowed by  the  Oovemment  in  the  present 
instance.     I  think  it  is  a  most  serious 
matter  that  permanent  Civil  Servants,, 
who  have  great  impunity  when  once  they 
are  allowed  to  take  that  course,  shoulcb 
be  permitted,  either  in  speech  or  in  the  • 
columns  of  a  newspaper,  to  reply  in  a. 
controversial  manner  to  attacks   made- 
upon  them  in  this  House,  because  from 
that  to  a  much  more  serious  state  of 
things  there  is  'a  very  short  step.     If' 
once  you  allow  a  permanent  official  to 
adopt  this  course,  you  leave  it  open  to* 
the  politick  head  of  a  Department  to  go 
to  a  subordinate  and  say— "Here  is  a. 
capital  opportunity  to  pay  off  a  political! 
adversary  if  you  come  forward,  and,  in 
your  position  of  non-political  servant,, 
write  a  letter  that  will  damage  his  politi- 
cal position."  I  earnestly  trust  that  from 
thelVeasury  Bench  we  shall,  before  this 
debate  closes,  have  a  repudiation  of  the  - 
doctrine  laid  down,  or,  at  any  rate,   a 
declaration  that  the  doctrine  shall  not  be- 
applied  bejond  the  present   case.     To- 
establish   a  precedent   that  permanent 
Civil  Servants  may  engage  in  the  con- 
troversies of    this    House,  is    fraught 
with  dangerous    consequences  for  the- 
future. 

Mk.    MOLLOY:     It    seems  to    me- 
the  Home  Secretary  has  laid   down  a- 
doctrine,  one  of  the  most  extraordin- 
ary   ever    heard   from    a  responsible- 
Minister.     TVliat    did    it    matter,   said 
the    right    hon.    Oentleman,    whether 
Mr.  Anderson  gave  these  documents  ta- 
Le  Caron,  or  whether  Mr.  Anderson  re- 
ceived  a    subpcsna    to   produce  them.. 
Does  the  Home  Secretary  mean  to  lay 
down  the  doctrine  that  if  I  am  engaged 
in  a  law  suit,  and  consider  the  produc-- 
tion  of  official  documents  useful  for  my 
case,  I  have  but  to  serve  one  of  the  per- 
manent officials  with  a  subpoena  and  h^ 


iri9 


Supply — CiVil 


{COMMONS} 


8mv(e0  BiHimfiei. 


720 


-fnust  produce  secret   and   confidential 

documents  f    

Mk.  MATTHEWS :  No ;  I  maintain 

no  sucli  doctrine. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  :  Then  what  was  the 

meaning  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement,  and  what  is  the  use  of  his 
argument  which  he  puts  forward  and 
then  ahandons  ten  minutes  afterwards  ? 
I  can  understand  this  from  an  inex- 
perienced and  irresponsible  Member 
of  the  House,  but  it  is .  quite  un- 
worthy of  a  Minister  of  the  Grown, 
and  is  a  discredit  to  the  Treasury 
Bench.  First  it  was  argued  that  these 
documents  were  private,  and  now 
the  Chief  Secretary  says  they  were 
public,  but  that  it  matters  not  which 
they  were  seeing  that  they  had  to  be 
produced.  Here  again  is  a  new  doctrine 
from  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  is  good 
at  starting  hares,  for  the  purpose  of 
drawing  a  red  herring  across  debate. 
\_Zaughter,'\  Well,  we  will  drop  the 
simile.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  lays 
down  a  doctrine  as  extraordinary  as  that 
of  the  Home  Secretary,  that  Mr.  Ander- 
son was  bound  to  produce  these  docu- 
ments. Does  the  Home  Secretary  mean 
^  say  that  Mr.  Anderson  was  entitled 
to  produce  any  document  in  his  posses- 
sion without  the  permission  of  the  Chief 
of  his  office?  Mr.  Anderson  had  no 
^authority  of  any  sort  to  hand  oyer  any 
of  these  documents  to  Le  Caron  or  any- 
body else.     We  have  it  from  the  Home 

•  Secretary  that  he  was  never  consulted. 
Here  is  an  admission  that  a  subordinate 
official  is  entitled  to  so  dispose  in  this 
way  of  Home  Office  documents  that  are 
in  his  possession,  without  the  previous 
consent  of  the  Home  Secretary. 
♦Me.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  made  an 
appeal  to  me  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  in  his 
place,  but  if  hon.  Members  desire  I 
will  answer  him.  The  Committee  have 
had  an  illustration  this  very  evening  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  taHng 
advantage  of  their  position  to  use  most 
violent  language  with  regard  to  Civil 
servants  at  the  very  time  they  were  con- 
tending for  the  rule  that  those  Civil 
servants  ought  not  to  defend  themselves 
in  the  ^ress  against  attacks.  There  is 
the  right  hon. Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle,  who  spoke  of  Mr.  Anderson  as 
having  written  a  mean  and  insolent  letter. 
If  Mr.  Anderson  writes  to  the  Press  to 

-^defend  himself  against  the  right  hon. 

3ir,  Molloy 


Gentleman,  then  we  shall  be  told  that  ha 
has  offended  against  the  role  that  Ol^il 
servants  may  not  write  to  the  Frees.   la 
it,  then,  to  be  the  fate  of  Civil  servaati 
that  l^ey  are  to  be  abused  in  this  House 
with   language  applying  not  only  to 
their  conduct  as  Uivu  servants,  but  to 
their  moral  characters.    ("  No.")    Tes, 
because  it  will  be  remembered  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  the  phrases  ran,  '*  I  will  not  saj 
it  is  against  his  character,"  '*  I  will  not 
say  it  is  against  his  honour."     That 
went  through  the  whole  of  his  speech, 
and  then  the  language  used   by  ^e 
right  hon.Gentleman  opposite  islanguage 
which  any  gentleman  would  resent  to 
have  applied  to  him.      We  must  feel 
that  Civil  servants  are  but  human,  and 
no  more  impervious  than  hon.  Members 
in  this  House  to  attacks  made  upon 
them.     It  is  deplorable  that  this  con- 
troversy should  take  place  between  ex- 
chiefs  and  their  subordinates,  but  this 
imposes  as  much  obligation  on  the  ez- 
chief  as  on  the  Civil  servant.    While  I 
regret  that  such  a  letter  should  have 
been  written,  and  nothing  has  been  said 
to  applaud  the  action  of  the  writer,  yet 
I  say  it  was  excusable  under  the  extra- 
ordinary circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
I  trust  that  both  sides  will  ag^ee  not 
only  that  subordinate  officials  should  not 
write  to  the  Press,  but  that  there  is  some 
obligation  imposed,  that  some  regard 
should  be  paid  to  moderation  of  language 
in  making  attacks  upon  men  who  are 
denied  this  means  of  defending  them- 
selves when  attacked.      The  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bridgeton 
— that  subordinates  might  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  writing  letters  to    the 
Press  against  their  ex-chiefiB,  is  a  most 
unworthy  suggestion,   one  that  should 
never  have  been  made  in  the  House. 
But,  depend  upon  it,  if  there  is  some 
moderation  shown  in  the  treatment  of 
Civil   servants,  the    Government   fully 
recognize  the  wisdom  of  enforcing  the 
excellent  rule  that  Civil  servants  should 
not  embark  in  newspaper  controversy. 
The  case  cited  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  iot  Bridgeton  does  not 
bear  on  the  point  at  all ;  it  was  a  ease  in 
which  the  conduct  of  a  Naval  Officer 
was  dealt  with  by  the  Admiralty  and  not 
by  the  Government  as  a  whole.     I  have 
replied  to  the  appeal  made  to  me,  and  I 
)  do  not  wish  to  continue  this  controversy; 
I  but  I  am  not  sorry  it  has  been  xaisedi 
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lorl  think  it  will  have  brought  home  to 
the  minds  of  many  hon.  Members  that 
if  Oiyil  Servants  are  to  be  tongue-tied 
and  pen-tied  that  rule  does  carry  with  it 
A  corresponding  obligation  on  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  criticise  them 
to  observe  some  moderation  in  the 
language  in  which  their  criticisms  are 

expressed.  

•Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (  VTolverhamp- 
ton,  E.):  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  the  precedent  quoted  by  my  ri^ht 
bon.  Friend  does  not  touch  the  case  be- 
cause it  was  a  question  of  naval  dis- 
cipline, but  I  say  equally  this  is  a  case 
of  Home  Office  disciphne.  A  subor- 
dinate of  the  Admiralty  addressed  an 
offensive  letter  to  a  Member  of  this 
House,  and  for  that  the  Admiralty 
punished  the  official  until  on  the  in- 
tervention of  the  Member  whose  name  we 
all  reverence  and  respect,  the  punish- 
ment was  remitted.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
peculiar  position  in  which  Civil  ser- 
vants are  p]eu3ed.  They  are  a  class 
of  men  to  whom  Ministers  and 
Parliament  are  imder  the  g^atest  debt 
of  obligation ;  but  one  essential  condi- 
tion of  the  Civil  servant  retaining  the 
hold  which  he  has  on  the  confidence  of 
the  House  and  the  country  is  his  posi- 
tive abstention  from  all  interference  in 
party  politics  in  any  shape  or  form. 
What,  asks  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  is  the  Civil 
servant  to  do  if  he  is  unfairly  and  un- 
justly attacked,  either  in  this  House  or 
outside,  in  respect  of  his  conduct  as  a 
Civil  servant?  The  tradition  is  per- 
fectly well  understood — he  is  to  intrust 
his  defence  to  the  head  of  his  depart- 
ment in  this  House.  If  Mr.  Anderson 
is  unjustly  attacked  from  this  side  of 
the  Table,  there  are  his  chiefs  on  that 
side  to  defend  him.  I  can  remember  a  very 
severe  attack  being  made  by  the  Party 
which  sat  below  the  Gangway  against 
Oivil  servants,  when  the  late  Government 
were  in  office,  and  the  defence  was 
undertaken  by  the  then  Prime  Minister 
(Mr.  (il^ladstone)  and  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers).  On  that 
occasion  the  Civil  servants  did  not  write 
a  letter  to  the  T%me»  attacking  the 
Member  who  attacked  them,  they 
trusted  to  the  goodness  of  their  case 
and  had  the  satisfaction  of  seeing 
the  charges  withdrawn.  I  think  the 
position  of  a  Civil  servant  is  far  safer 


if  he  leaves  his  defence  in  the  hands 
of  his  official  superior.  If  his  official 
chief  does  not  see  fit  to  defend  him, 
then  let  him  write  to  his  chief  and  ask 
sanction  for  the  publication  of  hii 
defence.  But  the  Home  Secretary 
never  saw  or  sanctioned  this  letter 
before  publication,  though  he  thinks  it 
is  justinable  under  the  circumstances* 
But  it  is  just  the  hard  cases  that  make 
bad  law,  and  it  is  this  allowing  a  Civil 
servant  to  interfere  in  our  controversies, 
that  must  lead  to  much  mischief. 
I  do  not  argue  upon  the  lanraage 
used  by  Mr.  Anderson  in  his  letter, 
though  I  think  his  letter  to  the 
Timet^  even  in  self-defence,  was  full  of 
insinuations  against  a  former  chief, 
which  had  far  better  have  been  omitted. 
The  relations  of  chiefs  to  their  servants 
will  be  seriously  modified  on  both  sides 
if,  when  Ministers  are  out  of  office,  the 
subordinates  are  to  attack  them  under 
the  auspices  of  those  then  in  office ;  and 
no  man  knows  better  than  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  the  absolut;<s 
impropriety  and  danger  of  such  a  course. 
When  Sir  Charles  Warren  was  attacked 
mercilessly  in  this  House  and  in  the 
Press — and  I  do  not  remember  any 
public  servant  who  in  recent  times  has 
been  subjected  to  such  severe  attack  as 
Sir  Charles  Warren— I  do  not  say 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly — and  when 
Sir  Charles  Warren  broke  the  rule  of 
the  Service  and  defended  himself  in  a 
way  the  Home  Secretary  thought 
nnwise  and  inconsistent  with  the 
traditions  of  the  public  service  he 
reproved  Sir  Charles  Warren,  and  in 
so  doing,  had  the  support  of  his 
colleagues  and  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  Members  will  for  the  moment 
dismiss  from  their  minds  the  excited 
angry  feelings  that  attach  to  this  Irish 
Question,  they  will  see  the  danger  of 
allowing  a  public  servant  when  he 
feels  aggrieved,  to  enter  into  public 
controversy,  the  danger  of  a  disruption 
of  those  relations  that  ought  to  prevail 
between  the  permanent  officials  and  their 
political  chiefs,  and  the  importance  of 
maintaining  the  principle  that  it  is  the 
political  chief  who  is  responsible  for 
his  department  to  the  House.  And  now 
to  turn  to  another  branch  of  the  dis- 
cussion. The  Chief  Secretary  says  it  is 
totally  irrelevant  whether  these  docu- 
ments are  public  or  private,  but  I 
venture  to  say  that  there  is  much  differ- 
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enoe.  A  spy  in  the  pay  of  the  English 
Government  sends  his  reports  to  the 
English  (Government,  and  for  those  re- 
porks  he  is  paid  by  the  English  Govem- 
znent  out  of  moneys  voted  by  Parliament. 
Oan  it  be  maintained  that  these  are  pri- 
vate documents  ?  The  Home  Secretary 
says  not  only  were  they  private  docu- 
ments, but  the  individuid  you  have  paid 
for  the  information  has  a  right  to  make 
such  use  of  them  as  he  thinks  proper,  and 
that  in  a  roundabout^way  their  produc- 
tion would  have  been  compelled.  If  those 
documents  had  been  produced  in  the 
round-about  way  the  Home  Secretary 
described — viz.,  by  a  subpcBna«— they 
would  never  have  passed  out  of  the 
custody  of  the  Home  Office.  They 
would  have  brought  them  as  they 
were  into  Oourt,  and  the  Court  would 
have  known,  and  the  public  would  have 
known,  that  those  documents  could  not 
have  been  tampered  with.  Instead  of 
that,  the  documents  were  handed  over 
by  Mr.  Anderson  to  this  spy,  who  took 
them  awaj'  to  Mr.  Houston,  and  at  Mr. 
Houston's  chambers  I  believe  they  were 
seen  by  Mr.  Pigott.  And  how  does  the 
Home  Secretary  know  those  documents 
were  not  tampered  with?  Major  Le 
Oaron,  or  rather  Mr.  Beach — he  is  no 
major,  to  call  him  so  is  an  insult  to  every 
major  in  the  British  Army — took  the 
documents  to  refresh  his  memory.  But 
suppose  some  of  those  documents  dis- 
closed what  would  have  been  a  complete 
contradiction  of  his  evidence,^  and 
showed  that  he  was  imposing  on  the 
Court,  he  had  the  power  to  destroy  any 
one  of  those  documents.  We  know  that 
Mr.  Houston  had  a  weakness  for  destroy- 
ing docaments.  These  were  public  docu- 
ments, which  Mr.  Anderson  ought  never 
to  have  parted  with  under  any  circum- 
stances whatever.  If  they  were  brought 
into  Court,  it  oueht  to  have  been  by  Mr. 
Anderson  himself,  and  the  Court  would 
then  have  known  how  to  deal  with  them. 
I  think  myself  that  the  defence  of  the 
Home  Secretary  in  this  matter  if  un- 
sound. The  relationship  existing  be- 
tween the  Civil  Servants  of  the  Crown, 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  Politi- 
cal Chiefs,  past  and  present,  is  a  matter 
of  the  greatest  importance  to  the  purity 
of  our  administration  and  the  mode  of 
carrying  on  the  Government  of  the 
country.  My  own  experience  has  been 
that  the  permanent  servants  are  most 
loyal    to  their    chiefs    and    know    no 

Mr.  H.  E.  FmUr 


politics,  and  I  want  to  keep  that  podtion 
intact.  I  think  that  Mr.  Anderson  aotcHl 
improperly  in  this  case  and  that,  even  11 
the  Home  Secretary  had  thought  it  hja 
duty  to  temper  his  censure  with  any 
modification  he  pleased,  he  ought  ip 
have  censured  him  as  he  censured  Sir 
Chas.  Warren  in  a  much  less  important' 
matter. 

♦Ma.  HARTLEY  (IsUngton,  N.) :  As 
an  old  public  servant — Shaving  been  in. 
the  Civil  Service  for  20  years— I  shouU 
like  to  say  I  believe  it  is  a  weU-recog- 
nized  rule  that  a  public  servant  shoula 
not  enter  into  any  oorrespondenoe  in. 
the  newspapers  with  regard  to  hifr 
duties,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  con- 
duce to  the  public  interest  that  h» 
should  do  so.  I  am  afraid  that  the^ 
system  of  attacking  the  public  servants 
is  largely  developing.  This  is  only 
one  of  the  cases  in  which  Members, 
of  the  House  have  given  very  dear 
statements  of  their  views  as  to  ther 
manner  in  which  public  servants  have 
acted.  It  can  haraly  be  expected  that 
when  public  servants  are  attacked 
with  so  much  severity  they  should 
stand  by  without  saying  a  woxd  in  their 
own  defence,  and  I  mink  that  if  tha 
system  of  attacking  them  increases  aa 
it  is  doing,  the  resiut  will  be  disastrous. 
If  public  servants  are  absolutely  pre- 
vented  from  openly  writing  to  the 
Press,  they  can  rej^ly  in  other  ways 
without  making  their  names  known  at 
all,  and  the  result  will  be  the  breakings 
up  of  a  loyal  system  which  is  the 
great  glory  of  our  Civil  Service.  The 
right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Member  for 
Newcastie  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  has  ex- 
pressed a  strong  opinion  as  to  the 
motives  by  which  Mr.  Anderson  was- 
actuated,  and  I  think  I  should  not  be 
loyal  to  the  old  service,  to  which  I  am 
very  proud  of  having  belonged  so 
long,  if  I  did  not  protest  against  the 
further  extension  of  the  system  of 
attacking  the  civil  servants  in  this  House*. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool,. 
Scotiand):  It  has  not  been  contended 
by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
that  public  servants  sliould  quietiy  sub* 
mit  to  the  attacks  made  upon  them,  but 
that  the  proper  way  of  replying  was  te 
do  so  through  their  chiefs  who  have 
seats  in  this  House.  I  do  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  can  really  have  seen,  or 
at  all  events  have  mastered,  the  oontsoite 
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of  Mr.  Anderaon's  letter.  The  right 
bon.  (Jentleman  says  a  oiyil  servant  may 
he  excused  if  he  displays  a  certain 
^unount  of  warmth  in  replying  to  stronff 
attacks.  But  what  Mr.  Anderson  did 
was  to  threaten  to  betray  the  secrets  of 
liis  official  life  as  a  means  of  damaging 
his  former  chief.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Tight  hon.  gentleman  the  Home  Seore- 
^tary  whether  he  thinks  any  attack 
whateyer  justifies  a  public  official  in 
threatening  to  betray  a  public  trust  ?  I 
Bay  that  if  the  Disclosure  of  Official 
Secrets  Bill  had  passed  into  law,  Mr. 
Ainderson  would  have  been  the  very  first 
person  who  should  have  been  brought 
under  its  penal  consequences.  The 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tflffy  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  im- 
ported into  the  discussion  an  amount  of 
that  empty  and  irrelevant  rhetoric  to 
which  he  always  treats  the  Committee 
whenever  he  finds  the  case  going  against 
the  Oovemment.  He  tried  to  make  out 
that  Major  Le  Caron  was  entitled  to  the 
letters,  and  the  Home  Secretary  said  the 
same  thing.  I  should  like  to  know  by 
*what  rule  he  was  so  entitled.  The 
letters  were  written  in  discharge  of  a 
public  duty,  for  which  he  was  paid  by 
public  money.  They  belonged  to  a 
public  department,  and  he  hiul  just  as 
much  right  to  diem  as  I  or  any  other 
private  individual  in  the  country  had. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
has  adverted,  veiy  justly,  to  the  kind 
of  custody  into  which  these  letters 
were  allowed  to  get.  Houston  ad- 
mitted in  the  witness  box  that  he 
had  destroyed  every  document  he  had 
Teceived  from  Pigott,  and  yet  that  un- 
principled and  unscrupulous  ag^nt  of 
the  lime*  was  the  man  who  was  en- 
trusted by  a  servant  of  the  Government 
-with  the  most  perilous  and  secret  docu- 
ments that  could  be  entrusted  to  any- 
body, and  the  other  man  entrusted  with 
them  was  Le  Caron,  who  was  described 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  very  properly  as  a  pro- 
fessional perjurer.  This  professional 
perjurer  was  given  the  custody  of  docu- 
ments which  endangered  the  lives  of 
perhaps  scores  of  people  in  America 
The  documents  were  brought  into  Ck)u 
in  a  mutilated  condition  and  the  ho 
Member  for  Hackney  (Sir  C.  Hussell) 
had  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that 
oxtracts  had  been  out  from  them.  I  think 


myself  that  the  Government  have  laid 
down  a  most  extraordinary  and  dan« 
gerous  doctrine  with  regard  to  the  future 
relation  of  official  chiefs  and  official  sub- 
ordinates in  this  country.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  will  be  for  their  advantage 
or  not,  but  I  would  look  with  some 
curiosity  to  revelations  that  might  be 
made  or  at  least  threatened  by  some  of 
the  chief  subordinates  of  the  present 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland. 

The  Committee  divided  :  Ayes  70 ; 
Noes  119. — (Division  List  No.  82.) 

Original  question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central):  I  wish  to  ask  the  Home 
Secretary  with  reference  to  the  proposed 
Committee  or  Commission  respecting 
the  prison  rules,  whether  it  will  con- 
sider the  English  as  well  as  the  LriA 
prison  rules  and  whether  it  will  rest 
with  him  to  give  instructions  to  the 
Committee.  I  shall  take  another  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  the  question  as  to  the 
sufficiency  of  the  enquiry. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  Committee 
will  not  directly  take  into  consider- 
ation the  English  prison  rules,  which 
are  laid  down  by  statute  and  can 
only  be  altered  by  legislation,  but,  of 
course,  inasmuch  as  the  prison  rules  of 
the  two  coTmtries  are  identical,  it  would 
be  impossible  that  the  representations 
of  the  Commission  should  not  have  a 
large  amount  of  influence  on  my  mind, 
although  the  Commission  is  only  ap- 
pointed to  deal  with  the  Irish  prisons. 
No  doubt  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission  will  have  an  indirect  bearing 
on  the  prison  system  generally. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  put  the 
question  because  I  understood  from  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  the 
enquiry  was  to  have  regard  to  the  whole 
of  the  prison  rules. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  should  like 
this  point  to  be  perfectly  clear,  because 
I  believe  this  Commission  to  be  a  fraud 
and  a  sham,  and  to  be  inconsistent  with 
the  undertaking  given  to  the  House.  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  whether 
we  are  to  understand  that  this  Com- 
4ni88ion  has  nothing  to  do  with  English 
~  risons  and  English  rules. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  did  not  say 
that. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  WeU,  if 
this  is  a  Commission  which  will  inquire 
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M  to  the  rules  in  England,  I  submit 
tiiiat  we  have  a  right  to  discuss  the 
terms  of  reference  of  the  Commission. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  If  I  under- 
stand the  matter  aright,  it  is  a 
Departmental  Committee  appointed  by 
the  Irish  Government  to  inquire  into 
prison  rules  in  Ireland.  In  the  course 
of  the  inquiry  they  may  have  to  con- 
sider the  English  rules,  but,  as  the 
Departmental  Committee  is  appointed 
by  the  Irish  Government,  a  discussion 
on  the  subject  will  not  be  at  all  relevant 
to  the  vote. 

Mb.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) :  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Home  Secretary  to  a  point  arising 
out  of  the  administration  of  the  Mines 
Act  of  1887. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  H  I  may  be 
allowed  to  refer  to  what  was  said  just 
now,  I  should  like  to  say  I  have  seen 
the  letter  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  addressed 
to  Lord  Aberdare,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  question  of  prison  administration,  a 
copy  of  which  was  laid  on  the  table  of 
this  House  on  the  16th  of  this  month. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  refer 
to  it  they  will  see  that  although  the 
Committee  was  appointed  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  yet  the  terms  of  reference 
are  not  connected  with  the  special  cir- 
cumstances of  Ireland  or  Irish  prison 
rules,  but  refer  to  prison  discipline  and 
prison  rules  generally.  Therefore  the 
investigation  of  the  Committee  will  be 
of  a  general  character. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  It  now 
appears  then.  Sir,  that  this  Committee 
is  to  inquire  into  the  prison  rules  of 
England,  and  under  these  circumstances, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  proper  authority 
to  appoint  the  Committee  or  Commission 
would  bo  the  Home  Secretary.  I  was 
very  much  surprised  when  I  saw  that  the 
instructions  to  Lord  Aberdare  were 
signed  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
because  I  thought  that  such  instructions, 
emanating  from  such  a  Minister,  were 
altogether  without  precedent.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  tiie  enquiry  is  practi- 
cally a  sham,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  get  rid  of  the 
question  of  the  treatment  of  political 
prisoners.  My  contention  is  .that  no 
alteration  should  be  made  in  respect  of 
the  treatment  of  ordinary  criminals — of 
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persons  who  have  committed  erimes  of 
a  disgraceful  character.  So  tea  mm  I  am. 
aware,  no  complaint  has  been  raised  in 
respect  of  the  treatment  of  those  per- 
sons. It  is  not  desirable  to  make  any 
exemption  in  their  case  from  wearing- 
the  prison  dress,  and  if  people  in  a 
superior  position  of  life  do  oommitp 
crimes  of  a  disgraceful  character,  thej 
ought  to  be  subjected  to  all  the  ordinary^ 
indignities  of  a  gaol.  I  think  we  hav^ 
a  right  to  complain  that  the  Home 
Secretary  has  allowed  a  Minister  haying- 
charge  of  another  department  to  iasne 
orders  specially  affecting  the  prison 
legislation  of  England.  If  anyone 
ordered  the  issue  of  a  Commissiony  or 
nominated  the  Members,  it  should  kave- 
been  the  Home  Secretary  himself. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  rise,  Sir,  oa 
a  point  of  order.  I  wish  to  invite  your 
ruling  upon  it.  The  right  hon.  Oentie* 
man  has  stated  that  this  enquiry  will  deal 
with  the  treatment  of  prisoners  in  JSng^ 
and,  and  I  wish  to  ask  whether  a 
Commission  to  conduct  such  an  inquiry 
can  be  constitutionally  appointed  by  the- 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  wiUiout 
being  countersigned  by  the  Home 
Secretarv 

The  chairman  :  That  is  a  point 
no  doubt  of  great  importance,  bnt  it  re- 
lates solely  to  the  action  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for    Ireland,    and    it  really 
cannot  be  raised  on  this  Vote. 

Mb.  PIC£:ERSGILL(B6thnal  Ghreen, 
S.W.) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  challenge  the 
decision  of  the  Home  Secretary  on  a 
very  important  question.  It  will  pro- 
bably be  remembered  that  early  lastyear 
there  was  published  a  report  of  a  Uom- 
mittee,  which  had  been  appointed  to 
investigate  the  accommodation  provided 
for  prisoners  at  places  where  Courts 
of  Summary  Jurisdiction  are  held  in. 
London  and  in  the  provinces;  and  I. 
think  I  am  not  using  exaggerated  lan- 
guage when  I  say  that  the  report  of 
that  Committee  startled  the  country,  by 
revealing  the  existence  amongst  us  of' 
a  state  of  things  which  we  imagined  had 
been  abolished  nearly  a  century  ago  by 
the  labours  of  John  Howard  and  his 
friends.  I  believe  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  revelations  then  made,  steps  have 
been  taken,  more  or  less  adequate,  to 
deal  with  the  deplorable  mischiefs 
which  were  set  forth  in  the  report  of 
that  Commission.  Now,  I  do  not  desire 
to  deal  with  that  particular  aspect  of. 
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the  ease ;  I  wish  rather  to  call  attention 
to  a  somewhat  different  question, 
which,  I  am  afraid,  has  escaped  the 
notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
do  not  know  whether  he  is  aware  that 
before  that  Committee  a  GK>yemor  of  a 
gaol  gave  evidence  that  prisoners  had 
to  be  taken  a  considerable  distance  from 
the  gaol  to  the  Ck>urt  in  a  non-celiular 
Tan,  and  he  said  that  any  decent  man 
would  gladly  compound  for  that  ride  by 
a  month's  imprisonment.  I  wish  to 
know  whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken  to  prevent  the  inter-commu- 
nication of  prisoners  during  their 
conveyance  from  that  goal  to  the  Court 
and  back  again,  thereby  obviating  the 
demoralization  of  comparatively  innocent 
people  by  bringing  them  into  contact 
with  the  vilest  portion  of  the  criminal 
community.  But,  Sir,  the  main  object 
of  my  rising  to-night  was  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  a  matter  of  a  cognate  character. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware,  of 
course,  that  the  Committee  over  which 
Sir  Alfred  Wills  presided  recommended 
tho  appointment  of  matrons  to  take 
charge  of  female  prisoners  at  police 
courts,  and  I  believe  steps,  more  or  less 
adequate,  are  being  taken  to  comply 
with  the  letter  of  that  recommendation. 
A  few  weeks  before  the  recess,  I  drew 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  case  of  the  police  stations  as 
distinct  from  the  case  of  the  police 
courts,  and  I  endeavoured  to  indicate  to 
him  that  a  stronger  case  was  made  out 
for  the  appointment  of  police  matrons 
at  police  stations  than  for  their  appoint- 
ment at  police  courts.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  his  reply,  relied  on  the 
letter  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee,  and  said  that  the  recommen- 
dation was  limited  to  the  appointment 
of  matrons  at  police  courts.  Yes,  Sir, 
of  course  it  was  so  limited,  for  the  case 
of  the  police  stations  was  not  before  the 
Committee,  and  they  would  have  been 
travelling  out  of  their  province  if  they 
had  dealt  with  it.  But  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  applies  with  even  greater 
force  to  the  case  of  the  jpolioe  stations 
than  to  that  of  the  pohce  courts,  for 
at  the  latter  place,  female  prisoners 
are  kept  in  custody  only  during  the  day- 
time, and  for  a  period  perhaps  of  six, 
eight,  or  10  hours,  but  at  the  police 
stations,  if  they  are  arrested  in  the  even- 
ing, they  are  detained  in  the  cells  until 


nine  or  10  o'clock  the  next  morning,  and 
are  absolutely  in  the  custody  of  men  and 
without  the  protection  of  a  woman^' 
while,  should  they  be  arrested,  as  many 
are,  on  Saturday  nights,  they  are  kept 
at  the  station  under  the  custody  of  men  > 
for  two  nights  and  one  day.  I  am  sure 
the  principle  of  the  recommendation  of 
Sir  Alfred  Wills'  Committee  was  in» 
tended  to  cover  oases  such  as  these,  and 
I  have  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  what 
he  intends  to  do  in  the  matter.  Surely 
the  present  position  is  illogical.  If 
women  warders  are  necessary  at  police 
courts  they  must  be  equally  necessary 
at  police  stations,  and  I  believe  that  if 
hon.  Members  will  read  the  Beport  of 
Sir  Alfred  Wills'  Committee,  contained 
in  the  blue  book  issued  at  the  beginning 
of  this  year,  they  will  see  that  precisely 
the  same  objections  which  are  pointed 
out  in  the  Beport  apply  to  the  present 
condition  of  things  at  police  stations. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  re- 
consider his  decision  in  this  matter.  In-, 
the  first  place  it  is  unfair  to  women,  who 
have  a  right,  even  when  they  bring  them* 
selves  within  the  reach  of  the  criminal 
law,  to  be  placed  in  the  custody  of' 
women.  But,  apart  from  the  question  of 
unfairness  as  it  affects  one  sex,  I  think 
that,  on  the  grounds  of  public  decency 
and  public  decorum,  the  present  condi- 
tion of  things  is  absolutely  indefensible. 
I  therefore  beg  to  move  the  reduction 
of  the  salary  of  the  Home  Secretary  by 
a  sum  of  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Item  A,  of  £28,205,  for  Salaries, 
&c.,  be  reduced  by  £100,  part  of  the 
Salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State  "  {Mr. 
PickerBgilV), 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  think  the  hon« 
Gentleman  is  a  little  too  severe  upon 
me.  I  think  he  might  take  it  for 
granted  that  I  am  not  opposed  in  prin- 
ciple to  his  suggestion,  and  if  I  had 
the  money  at  my  command  I  would 
before  this  have  introduced  into  police 
stations  those  alterations  which  have 
been  introduced  at  police  courts.  I 
should  be  extremely  glad  if,  at  every 
police  station  in  the  Metropolis,  there 
were  a  female  warder  to  attend  to 
female  prisoners  in  all  cases  in  which 
the  assistance  of  women  is  desirable. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  there 
are  something  like  two  hundred  stations, 
and  it  becomes  consequently  a  question 
of  finance,  for  it  would  be  necessary  to>^ 
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expend  large  sums  of  money  in  stmc- 
^t^al  alterations  at  the  various  police 
stations,  because  the  female  warder 
would  have  to  be  provided  with  special 
•quarters,  as  she  could  not  be  expected 
to  use  the  same  rooms  as  the  men 
at  the  station.  I  have  made  en- 
•quiries  and  find  that  at  many  stations 
there  is  not  the  space  requisite  for  pro- 
viding this  separate  accommodation  even 
if  I  had  the  money  at  my  command.  In 
the  present  condition  of  police  finance 
it  is  the  want  of  money  and  no  other 
•consideration  which  delays  many  desir- 
able reforms.  At  the  same  time  I 
believe  that  these  female  prisoners  are 
-treated  with  much  consideration  by  the 
male  warders,  and  often  with  as 
much  tenderness  as  sailors  show  to 
ivomen  on  board  ships,  but  still  I  admit 
that,  on  the  whole,  it  would  be  more 
satisfactory  if  a  woman  who  was  taken 
to  a  police  station  was  there  attended  to 
by  a  female  warder.  I  am  happy  to  say 
that  I  cannot  charge  my  memory  with  a 
single  instence  in  which  any  complaint 
Ihas  been  made  by  a  woman,  that  she 
has  been  treated  otherwise  than  with 
•consideration  and  kindness  at  a  police 
station.  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  see  that  I  am  not  opposing  his 
suggestion — ^that  I  am  not  in  any  sense 
hostile  to  the  principle  of  his  proposal — 
but  simply  my  case  is  that  the  large 
number  of  police  stations,  the  limited 
space  at  my  command,  and  the  lack  of 
f!inds,  prevent  my  doing  what  I  am  sure 
we  all  desire  to  see  done. 

MB.CHANNINQ  (Northampton,  E.): 
I  am  very  glad  to  recognise  the  spirit  i  n 
which  the  Home  Secretary  has  received 
the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
although  I  am  surprised  that  he  should 
treat  it  as  a  question  merely  of  money. 
I  should  like  to  make  two  suggestions  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  In  the  first 
place,  I  understend  that  there  are  women 
employed  at  all  police  stations  for  the 
purpose  of  searching  females  who  may 
be  taken  into  custody  on  charges  of 
pocket- picking  and  robbery.  It  is  per- 
fectly obvious  that  the  women  selected 
as  searchers  must  be  trustworthy  in 
order  to  be  entrusted  with  the  performance 
of  these  functions,  and  it  appears  to  me 
therefore  that  the  Home  Secretary  and 
police  authorities  have  in  these  female 
searchers  a  class  of  women  who 
can  be  appointed  to  look  after  women 
•detained  temporarily  at  police  stations 
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while  the  aooommodation  that  might  be 
necessary  to  enable  theae  eearohen  to 
remain  on  the  premises  daring  the  nighty 
or  from  Saturday  night  to  Monday 
morning,  when  women  are  in  caatody  vi 
the  police  stations,  does  not  seem  to  me 
to  be  absolutely  unattainable.  An- 
other suggestion  I  would  make  ia  that 
female  prisoners  might  be  taken  to  oer- 
tain  stations  in  the  Metropolis,  where 
there  is  proper  accommodation  for  them. 
I  hope  that  as  the  Home  Secretary 
realizes  the  advantaee  of  the  principle 
upon  which  my  hon.  Friend's  Motion  is 
based,  he  will  in  the  performance  of  his 
duty  as  guardian  of  the  public  morality, 
and  protector  as  well  as  prosecutor  of 
prisoners,  endeavour  to  overcome  the 
difficulties  which  surround  this  question. 
«Mr.  MoLABEN  (Cheshire,  Orewe): 
I  am  glad  to  notice  that  the  Home 
Secretary  did  not  express  himself  as 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  question 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and  if  his  own 
opposition  is  merely  based  on  thequestion 
of  finance,  I  must  say  I  think  it  is 
most  discreditable  that  the  GK>v6mment 
should  not  boldly  make  up  its  mind  to 
incur  the  expenditure.  The  women  of 
London  pay  taxes  as  well  as  the  men  of 
London,  and  they  have  as  much  right 
to  have  their  convenience  in  elementary 
matters  of  decency  attended  to  at  police 
stotions  as  have  the  men.  The  Report  of 
Sir  Alfred  Wills'  Committee  properly 
says  that  it  is  very  wrong  that  women 
prisoners  at  police  stotions  should 
not  be  able  to  apply  to  females 
in  regard  to  matters  affeotinff 
their  private  convenience,  and  I 
think  it  is  melancholy  that  the  GK>vem- 
ment  should  give  as  an  excuse  for 
neglecting  this  urgent  reform,  the  plea 
that  they  have  not  the  money  to  cany  it 
out.  I  must  say  it  seems  to  me  to  be  in 
the  interest  of  female  prisoners  that 
women  warders  should  be  appointed  to 
attend  them.  The  Home  Seraetary  has 
admitted  that  the  report  applies  equally 
in  principle  to  both  police  stations  and 
police  courto,  and  therefore  it  is  pro* 
bably  unnecessary  to  suggest  that  an 
enquiry  should  be  made  into  the  matter 
as  it  affects  the  police  stations.  I  tmst 
that  he  will  soon  teke  such  stops  as  axe 
in  his  power  to  remedy  the  evils  of 
which  we  have  complained,  and  that  he 
will  incur  the  expenditure  which  is 
necessary.  Surely  it  is  in  his  power  to 
bring  in  a  supplementary  estmiato  to 
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enable  him  to  carry  out  the  saggestiona 
of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  It  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  supplementary  estimate;  it  is 
a  matter  of  rating. 

«Mr.  MoLAHEN  :  Then  is  it  a  matter 
for  the  Oounty  Oounoil  to  deoide  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Oh!  no.  The 
hon.  Member  forgets  that  the  police 
rate  is  limited  by  statute.  I  cannot  go 
beyond  that. 

«Mr.  MoLAREN  :  Well,  where  there's 
a  will  there's  a  way,  and  I  sure  that  if 
the  Gh)vemment  brought  forward  a  Bill 
to  enable  them  to  apply  funds  for  the 
carrying  out  of  this  much  needed  im- 
provement, there  is  not  a  single 
man  m  this  House,  who  would 
have  the  indecency  to  stand  up  and 
object  to  the  Bill  becoming  law 
immediately  upon  its  introduction. 
The  Home  Secretary  says  he  cannot 
charge  his  memory  with  any  complaint 
by  female  prisoners,  of  improper 
treatment  at  police  stations.  I  cannot 
quote  any  specific  case,  but  I  believe 
if  I  looked  into  the  matter,  I  could 
bring  before  the  Home  Secretary  cases 
in  which  women  have  alleged,  that 
they  have  been  badly  treated  in  the 
police  cells  by  male  warders.  But 
whether  that  be  so  or  not,  I  venture  to 
hope  that  the  Home  Secretary  will,  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment,  obtain 
from  Parliament  the  powers  which  are 
necessary  to  enable  him  to  carry  out 
this  reform. 

♦Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.  B.. 
Holmfirth):  I  should  like  to  elucidate 
ihis  matter  a  little  further,  and  to  get 
some  additional  information  from  the 
Home  Secretary.  I  put  a  question  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  10th 
July  last  year  with  reference  to  female 
searchers  at  police  stations,  and  he 
was  then  good  enough  to  tell  me  that 
there  were  female  searchers  resident 
at  22  Metropolitan  stations,  and  that 
at  146  other  Stations  there  were  female 
searchers  residing  within  a  short  dis- 
tance of  the  building.  Now  to-day  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that 
there  are  some  200  police  stations. 
The  figures  which  I  have  quoted  account 
for  168,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
what  is  done  in  the  case  of  the  32  other 
stations,  or  how  the  discrepancy  arises. 
I  think  some  arrangement  could  be 
made  whereby  female  prisoners  might 
be  detained  in  some  of  tne  larger  poUce 
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stations.  No  doubt  there  are  times 
when  there  is  not  a  single  female 
prisoner  in  some  of  the  smaller  stations, 
and  therefore,  it  may  not  be  reasonable 
to  suggest  that  there  should  be  female 
warders  at  all  of  the  stations.  I  alse 
want  to  remind  the  Home  Secretary 
that  in  July  last  he  promised  to  consider 
the  question  of  the  appointment  of  police 
matrons. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith): The  questions  which  have 
been  raised  are  most  important,  and,  I 
hope  they  will  receive  attention  at  the 
hands  of  the  Home  Secretary. 

Mr.  J.  HOWARD  (Middlesex, 
Tottenham) :  I  have  known  a  case  in 
which  a  female  prisoner  has  charged 
the  police  with  committing  an  outrage 
upon  her.  The  woman  was  of  bad 
character,  and  'the  charge  was  ultim* 
ately  dismissed ;  notwithstanding  that, 
the  case  shows  that  in  the  interest  of 
the  police  themselves  it  is  very  desirable 
that  some  alteration  of  the  kind  sug- 
gested should  be  made  if  possible. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bethnal  Green 
(Mr.  Pickersgill^  did  not  say  what  gaol 
he  referred  to  just  now.  I  think  that 
it  must  have  been  a  country  gaol,  be- 
cause in  the  Metropolis 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  It  is  a  country 
gaol. 

♦Mr.  MATTHEWS :  It  is  the  metro- 

r>lis  alone  for  which  I  am  responsible, 
really  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  how 
anything  could  have  occurred  of  the 
nature  he  has  stated  without  my  hearing 
of  it.  With  regard  to  the  appeal  made 
to  me  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  I 
shall  cheerfully  welcome  and  most  care* 
fully  consider  any  suggestion  made  hj 
them.  Certainly  one  of  the  most  suit* 
able  suggestions  is  that  some  of  the 
larger  stations  might  be  selected  in 
which  female  prisoners  should  be 
detained,  and  that  at  such  stations 
there  should  be  female  warders 
stationed  the  whole  night.  The  diffi- 
culty is  to  have  women  present  at 
all  times.  Generally  there  is  a  female 
searcher  provided.  She  is  generally  the 
wife  of  a  constable  and  lives  close  at 
hand.  But  at  most  police  stations  there 
is  really  no  place  where  one  could  ask  & 
decent  woman  to  spend  the  night.  I 
will  not  be  certain  whether  the  proportion 
of  168  female  searchers  to  200  stations 
prevails  now,  or  whether  we  have  not 
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got  a  larger  proportion — assuredly  we 
nave  not  got  less.  We  have  provided 
female  searchers  wherever  it  is  possible 
to  do  so,  but,  as  I  have  already  said,  the 
difficulty  in  the  enormous  majority  of 
cases  is  to  have  women  stationed  on  the 
premises.  There  are  a  great  many 
matters  in  which  police  administration 
might  be  well  improved  if  the  margin 
of  possible  expenditure  were  a  little 
larger. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM:  It  strikes 
me  that  if  the  police  were  handed  over 
to  the  County  Council,  proper  provision 
would  soon  be  made  in  the  direction 
desired 

♦Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  I  am  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  for 
his  expression  of  sympathy  with  my 
object,  but  I  confess  I  am  not  very  much 
impressed  by  the  practical  objections  he 
has  raised.  He  appears  to  rely  mainly 
on  the  objection  that  there  is  not  room. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  say  that  room 
oould  be  found  even  with  the  present 
accommodation  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man insisted  upon  application  of  this 
principle,  but  I  may  point  out  that  a 
very  large  expenditure  is  now  being 
made,  and  has  for  some  years  past  been 
made,  upon  the  provision  of  police 
stations.  I  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might,  when  new  police 
stations  are  being  erected,  insist  that 
accommodation  should  be  provided  for 
a  matron  upon  the  premises.  Not- 
withstanding the  sympathy  which 
I  have  received,  it  is  well  I  should  go 
ix>  a  division  upon  the  question,  because 
I  fancy  that  however  good  the  intentions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  maybe,  his 
intentions  will  be  quickened  by  a  Vote 
in  which  I  think  I  shall  receive  a  con- 
siderable measure  of  support,  although 
I  cannot,  of  course,  hope  to  be  success- 
ful. 

The  Committee  divided :  Ayes  46 ; 
Noes  90. — (Divison  List,  No.  83.) 

Original  question  again  proposed. 

*Mr.  B.  COLERIDGE  (Sheffield, 
Attercliffe  Div.)  :  I  beg  leave  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Home 
Secretary's  salary  by  £100  for  the 
purpose  of  calling  attention  to  a  case 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
fully  converaant  with,  namely,  the 
case  of  Messrs.  Waif ord  and  Hardwick, 
who  were  convicted  of  shooting  at 
Duddo  HiU  Farm,   in  the  County  of 
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Northumberland.  I  will  pan  by  thA 
main  events  of  the  trial.  It  is  sof&oient 
to  say  that  the  men  were  tried  in  tibie 
year  1879.  I  also  pass  by  the  flaet  thst 
out  of  the  nine  persons  who  were  pre- 
sent to  swear  to  we  identity  of  the  two 
men,  five  were  not  called  by  the  prose- 
cution. The  Home  (%oe  has  einoe  had 
a  statutory  declaration  made  by  the  five 
persons,  snowing  that  in  their  judgment 
the  night  was  too  dark,  and  other 
circumstances,  such  aa  to  preolnde 
the  possibility  of  any  identification  on 
the  part  of  those  who  swore  on  behalf 
of  the  prosecution.  Neither  do  I  pro* 
pose  to  go  into  the  question,  whether 
the  jury  were  justified  in  arriving  al 
the  conclusion  they  did,  in  the  faoe  of 
the  fourteen  respectable  witnesses  who 
swore  to  an  alibi — who  swore  that  the 
two  men  were  at  least  7  or  8  miles  away 
at  the  time  the  burglary  was  commit- 
ted. The  Home  Office  have  had  doubts 
as  to  the  g^t  of  these  men ;  indeed, 
a  gentleman  had  been  sent  to  North- 
umberland to  enquire  into  the  cir- 
cumstances. The  Home  Secretary  will 
not  dispute  that,  as  a  result  of  the 
enquiry,  Walford  and  Hardwick  were 
released.  But  they  were  released  on 
ticket-of-leave,  and  from  that  day  to 
this  a  free  pardon  has  been  refused 
them.  So  much  doubt  did  the  Home 
Office  entertcdn,  that  they  went  the  ex- 
traordinary length  of  permitting  these 
men  to  report  themselves  by  letter.  The 
men  were  sentenced,  one  to  20  years' 
penal  servitude,  and  the  other  to  15 
years'  penal  servitude,  and  the  reason 
why  they  were  released  was,  as  we 
assert,  the  confession  of  two  men  who 
were  undergoing  sentences  of  penal 
servitude  for  other  offences,  that  they, 
in  company  vnth  another  man  com- 
mitted the  crime  for  which  Walford  and 
Hardwick  were  sent  to  prison.  I  under- 
stood from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
answer  to  a  question  I  put  to  him  last 
vear  that  the  confessions  were  -denied 
by  the  Home  Office.  The  two  men 
whom  we  say  have  confessed  to  the 
crime  are  men  of  the  name  of  Whiteman 
and  Hartshome.  It  was  said  these  men 
had  not  confessed,  but  since  I  asked  the 
question  last  year  I  have  been  to  the 
trouble  of  inquiring  from  these  men 
themselves  and  I  have  forwarded  to  the 
Home  Office  a  statutory  deolaratioil 
sworn  by  Francis  Hartshome  on  die 
20th  of  June  last,  in  which  he 
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^hat  he  had  on  three  occasions  while  in 

E risen  made  confession  in  writinK,  that 
e,  in  company  with  Bichard  Whiteman 
and  Bichm  Dixon,  had  committed  the 
crime  of  shooting  at  the  Robsons  of 
Duddo  Hill  Farm,  county  Northumber- 
land, for  which  Henry  Harwick  and 
Bichard  Walford  were  convicted  at  the 
Spring  Assizes  at  Newcastle,  in  1879. 
murtshome  added  that  while  in  Chat- 
^ham  Prison  he  sent  the  three  confessions 
on  to  the  Home  Office.  I  then  had 
Whiteman  interviewed,  and  he  stated 
that  he  likewise  had  sent  in  to  the 
^ome  Office  a  statement  in  writing  ad- 
mitting his  guilt.  I  then  had  Dixon 
interviewed,  but  although  he  was  spoken 
io  for  two  hours  he  remained  silent. 
The  reasonable  conclusion  is  that  Dixon 
•did  not  deny  the  crime  because  he  could 
not,  and  that  he  would  not  confess  it  for 
fear  of  the  consequences.  I  have  to  ask 
the  Home  Secretary  whether  the  Home 
Office  has  received  these  statements — 
he  may  not  call  them  confessions — and 
if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  them  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  and  let  us  and  the 
public  judge  as  to  whether  the  state- 
ments are  or  are  not  confessions.  Every 
one  must  know  that  a  man  who  has  a 
ticket-of-leave  must  and  does  carry 
about  with  him  a  very  g^at  burden  of 
guilt.  Indeed,  one  of  these  poor  men 
has  been  so  hampered  in  pursuing  an 
lionest  calling  that  he  has  left  the 
country,  writing  before  he  left  what  I 
cannot  but  characterise  as  a  most 
pathetic  statement.  That  statement  in 
itself  is  a  justification  for  me  urging  on 
liis  behalf,  he  having  lived  in  my  con- 
stituency, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  at  any  rate  do  what  I  ask  of  him. 

The  CHAIBMAN:  The  reduction 
last  negatived  was  £100,  therefore  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  better  move  some 
other  reduction. 

♦Mb.  B.  OOLEBIDGE  :  £60. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
«  That  Item  A,  of  £28,205,  for  Salaries, 
be  reduced  by  £50,  part  of  the  Salary 
of  the  Secretary  of  State."— (ilfr.  Ber- 
nard CoUr%dg$,) 

Mb.  BUBT    (Morpeth):    I   heartily 

i'oin  in  the  appeal  my  hon.  and  learned 
Triend  has  made  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  make  special  inquiry  into  this 
matter.  I  have  for  some  tune  taken 
considerable  interest  in  the  subject.  I 
^as  not  acquainted  with  these  men  be- 


fore they  were  convicted,  but  I  became 
intimately  acquainted  with  them  after- 
wards, and  I  4im  personally  acquainted 
with  the  locality  in  which  the  oifeno^ 
was  committed.  In  the  village  in  which 
these  men  resided  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  inhabitants  is  that  Wal» 
ford  and  Hardwick  are  innocent,  and 
that  opinion  gained  strength  by  the 
fact  that  the  men  suspected  immediately 
cleared  out  of  the  neighbourhood.  Under 
all  the  circumstances  it  is  quite  evident 
that  the  subject  demands  more  thorough 
investigation  than  it  has  yet  received, 
and  I  do  not  think  I  can  do 
more  than  join  as  I  heartily  do 
in  the  appeal  that  has  been  made 
to  the  Home  Secretary.  I  know 
the  difficulty  of  deciding  these  cases 
is  increased  by  the  fact  that  you 
have  no  Oourt  of  Criminal  Appeal  in 
this  country.  The  Home  Secretary  is, 
I  know,  placed  in  a  peculiar  position, 
but  I  think  these  men  either  ought  not 
to  be  free  at  all,  or  they  ought  not  to  be 
burdened  with  the  stigma  of  a  ticket-of- 
leave 

♦Me.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.B.. 
Holmfirth) :  I  desire  to  say  that  these 
men  have  been  neighbours  of  mine,  and 
I  can  bear  testimony  to  the  respect  in 
which  they  are  held  by  those  who  know 
them.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
omitted  reading  a  letter  to  which  he 
referred  which  shows  these  men  sought 
to  live  a  decently  respectable  life,  and  to 
enjoy  the  confidence  of  their  neighbours. 
I  hope,  therefore  the  Committee  will 
allow  me  to  read  a  letter  from  Eichard 
Walford,  to  show  the  character  of  man 
he  is.  The  letter  appeared  in  the 
Newcastle  Chronicle  and  Newcastle  Leader, 
and  it  is  as  follows : — 

'*Sir, — After  waiting  five  years  for  a  free 
pardon  and  the  clearing  of  my  character  ftt>m 
a  stigma  of  gwlt  from  which  1  shudder,  hope 
seems  to  die  within  me.  I  cannot  bear  the 
harden  an^  longer.  I  seemed  to  enjoy  life  while 
hope  earned  me  on,  bat  as  time  wears  and 
nothing  is  done,  I  cannot  bear  the  name  of 
ex-convict  any  loxiger.  I  am  resolved  to  leave 
the  country ;  hut  I  cannot  go  without  thanking 
vou  and  the  many  kind  friends  who  have 
laboured  so  hard  and  earnestly  on  our  behalf. 
When  we  have  read  the  way  in  which  you 
have  placed  our  case  before  the  publio  we  felt 
sure  of  a  free  pardon  and  compensation  for  our 
unmerited  punishment.  I  remember  with 
gratitude  the  kindness  of  the  Northumberland 
miners.  There  are  many  names  too  numerooi 
to  mention  who  have  spared  neither  time  nor 
money,  and  have  shed  many  a  tear,  which 
makes  us  know  to  a  certain  extent  they  were 
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for  somebody  else  already  connected  with 
the    Department.    These   are    matters 
on  which  I  think  the  Home  Secretary 
omght  to  give  us  some  information,  but 
it  seems  to  me  to  be  a  monstrous  thing 
that  two  gentlemen  intrusted  with  the 
duty  of  inspecting  factories  and  super- 
Tising    matters   connected    with   them 
should  occupy  that  position  at  an  age 
which  must  incapacitate  them  from  the 
ordinary  physical  activity  demanded  of 
ihem  in  such  a  matter.     Any  inspection 
by  them  must  be  a  complete  farce.  That 
is  the  first  portion  of  the  case  I  wish  to 
submit  to  the  Committee,  but  the  whole 
of  the  method  connected  with  the  in- 
spection of  factories  seems  to  me  radi- 
cally wrong.  The  expense  of  the  super- 
vision is  great,  being  33^  per  cent  of 
the  whole  cost  of  &ctory  inspection. 
This,  surely,  is  an  extravagant  propor- 
tion.    One  of  the  great  difficulties  in 
the  enforcement  of  the  Truck   Act  in 
Ireland  has  been  in   connection   with 
fines    imposed   on    weavers.      I    have 
brought  cases  before  the  Home  Secre- 
tary  until  I    am    absolutely  tired    of 
raising  the  Irish  question  at  all.    They 
break  down  in  this  way — I  speak  from 
careful  verification  of  matters  already 
decided  in  the  courts.    The  employers 
in  the  weaving  trade  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  giving  a  certificate  of  discharge 
in  these  words — **  A  D  has  been  in  our 
employment  for  the  past  five  months, 
and  is  now  discharged,  all  wages  being 
paid."      That    is    not  a   certificate  of 
character,  but  only  of  discharge;    and 
the  consequence  of   not    having    that 
certificate  of  discharge  is  that  a  person 
cannot     get     employment    elsewhere. 
When  these  poor  weavers  complained 
or  appealed  to  the  law  the  discharged 
certificate  was  withheld,  and  the  fear  of 
starvation   compelled    the    weavers   to 
submit  to  the  illegality  and  fraud.     In 
Lurgan  a  woman  was  fined  by  her  em- 
ployers, and  in  the  couise  of  the  Petty 
Sessions  investigation  the    employers' 
book  was  produced,  which  showed  that 
no  less  than  £8  6s.  8d.  in  fines  had  been 
inflicted  in  one  week  on  the  poor  people 
in  their  employ.     I  have  made  this  the 
subject  of  special  communication  to  the 
Home  Secretary,   and  a  difference  of 
legal  opinion  arose,  if  I  may  be  allowed 
to  say  so,   between    us.      The    Home 
Secretary  answered  as  Home  Secretary, 
but  we  all  know  he  is  a  great  lawyer. 
However,  he  referred  to  the  Law  Officers 
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of  the  Crown,  and  the^  took  the  view  I 
happened  to  hold,  that  these  fines  when> 
not  stoppages  of  unearned  wajj^  but 
penalties  were  illegal  finee  or  de&otions^ 
under  the  Truck  Act.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary explicitly  promised  me,  both  in  the- 
House  and  when  I  placed  in  his  hands 
a  list  of  fines  occupying  82  printed  pages 
inflicted  at  Whiteley's  establishmOTt, 
that  he  would  have  a  test  case  tried  t»- 
see  if  the  view  I  insisted  upon,  mnd 
which  the  Attorney  General  endorsed, 
was  correct.  But  m>m  that  moment  io» 
now  such  a  case  has  not  been  tried. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Tee. 
«Mb.  BBADLAUGH  : ;  I  am  sorry  to> 
disagree  with  the  right  hon.  G^entlemmn.. 
Does  he  mean  there  has  been  a  conyio- 
tion? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :   No ;  but  a  case^ 
is  to  be  stated. 

«Mb.  BBADLAUGH :  Ah !  but  the 
phrase  I  used  was — it  never  had  been 
tried,  and  the  offence  is  now  three* 
months  old. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  oase  has^ 
been  before  a  Magistrate  and  dismissed^ 
because  he  did  not  think  the  evidence- 
was  sufficient ;  but  he  has  stated  a  ease, 
which  is  now  pending. 
«Mb.  BBADLAUGH :  I  am  glad  to- 
hear  that,  though  I  may  say  it  is  opposed 
by  the  answer  given  me  by  the  Solioitor 
to  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  This  is  not 
Whiteley's  case,  but  a  similar  case. 
♦Mb.  BBADLAUGH:  But  I  was- 
confining  myself  to  Whiteley's  case,. 
strongly  supported  as  it  was  by  92- 
pages  of  evidence.  If  the  Home 
Secretary  selected  a  weaker  case  to  tty^ 
then  I  have  the  more  reason  to  com- 
plain of  him.  The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  thinks  it  a  laughing  matter ;  I  do* 
not. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  do  not,oonsider 
it  a  laughing  matter  at  all ;  I  only  smiled 
at  the  hon.  member's  unfair  imerenoe,. 
before  he  knows  what  the  oase  is,  that 
I  have  selected  a  weaker  case. 
«Mb.  BBADLAUGH :  I  suppUed  the- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  the  facts  and 
correspondence,  and    nothing    was  at- 
tempted until  after  three  months,  when- 
the  people  are  clear  from  prosecution., 
under  the  Act.     I  admit  I  was  wrong  in 
saying  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had- 
selected  a  weaker  case,  but  I  submit- 
that  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  could 
\  not  have  had  a  stronger  case  than  that. 
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which  I  laid  before  him,  beoanse  in  it 
the  evidence  was  OTerwhelming  and 
complete.  There  was  also  a  case  at 
Alperton,  near  Harlesden,  in  which  the 
payment  was  by  metal  check,  instead  of 
coin.  I  sent  those  metal  checks  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  acknow- 
ledged their  receipt.  DetectiTes  were 
sent  down  to  the  district,  and  there  was 
full  corroboration  of  the  evidence  ;  but 
the  three  statutory  months  were  allowed 
to  pass,  and  then  the  Home  Office  coolly 
wrote  to  me  stating  that  there  was  not 
enough  evidence  to  insure  a  conviction. 
There  was  another  case  in  the  Oity  of 
London,  in  which  payment  was  made  by 
metal  check,  whereby  poor  men  were 
robbed  of  2d.  out  of  every  shilling. 
In  this  case  the  real  offender  was 
the  ultimate  employer,  a  magistrate 
of  the  City  oi  London,  and  the 
checks  were  stamped  with  the  initial 
letter  of  his  name.  The  evidence  was 
also  overwhelming  in  this  case;  but 
there  has  been  no  prosecution.  I 
admit  the  difficulties,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  I  have  received  every 
courtesy  from  the  Solicitor  to  the 
Treasury,  but  that  is  not  enough.  I 
want  the  enforcement  of  the  law.  I 
intend  to  have  it  enforced,  and  I  hope  to 
be  assisted  by  public  opinion  on  both 
sides.  I  have  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
Home  Secretary  many  pages  of  evidence 
relating  to  cases  that  were  imdoubtedly 
breaches  of  the  law,  and  it  is  no  answer 
to  mention  to  me  o^er  cases  of  which  I 
know  nothing.  If  he  has  a  stronger 
case,  I  think,  after  the  trouble  I  have 
taken,  he  might  have  done  me  the 
courtesy  to  give  me  information.  There 
is  another  grave  difficulty  that  does 
not  rest  with  the  Home  Office.  The 
Truck  Act  for  a  first  offence  makes 
the  maximum  and  minimum  penalty 
£20  and  £5,  but  under  the  Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction  Act  of  1879  magis- 
trates have  the  power  of  inflicting  a 
nominal  fine  for  the  first  offence,  and 
they  invariably  exercise  it.  The  chair- 
man of  the  Bhymney  Ironworks  in 
Wales  boasted  that  it  paid  the  company 
better  to  pay  the  fines  that  were  in- 
flicted and  the  expenses  than  to  comply 
with  the  law.  This  is  a  monstrous  state 
of  things.  If  fines  are  not  enough  to 
secure  obedience  to  the  law,  the  Home 
Secretary  should  pay  attention  to  the  re- 
commendations  that  had  reached  him — 
that  a  first  offence  should  in  grave  cases  be 


treated  as  misdemeanour  and  be  punished 
with  imprisonment.  If  it  is  always  to 
be  a  fine  for  a  first  offence,  men  may  be 
bought  off  to  avoid  a  conviction  for  the 
second,  and  if  inspectors  are  old  and 
incapable,  and  employers  unscrupulous, 
men  will  be  so  demoralized  that  the 
whole  statute  will  become  a  dead  letter. 
At  Bristol  several  cases  were  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  Hojne  Office,  prosecu- 
tions followed,  and  convictions  were 
obtained ;  but  all  the  magistrates  were 
employers  of  labour,  and  the  fines  in- 
flicted were  so  ridiculously  small  that 
they  amounted  to  far  less  than  the  cost 
of  ike  prosecutions.  It  was  reported  in 
1876  that  truck  practices  prevailed  to  an 
extent  which  amounted  to  a  most  un- 
justifiable robbery  from  wage- earners, 
and  the  House  united  with  me  in  an 
endeavour  to  make  the  law  more  effec- 
tive ;  but  the  practices  still  continues  in 
England,  Wales,  and  Ireland.  In 
Scotland  the  law  is  fairly  well  enforced, 
and  a  gpreat  change  has  followed  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1887.  The  case 
of  the  fruit  porters  is  one  that  is  g^ing 
on  day  by  day,  but  the  checks  I  have 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary are  now  more  than  three  months 
old.  I  do  not  like  to  see  the  law  made 
a  dead  letter  by  the  indifference  cf  those 
whose  duty  it  is  to  enforce  it,  and  I 
therefore  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote. 

The  OHAIHMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber moves  a  reduction  of  several  items. 
That  is  an  inconvenient  course.  Per- 
haps he  will  take  a  decision  on  the 
first? 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  do  not  wish 
to  put  the  Oommittee  to  the  trouble  of 
several  divisions,  and  will  simply  move 
a  reduction  of  the  Home  Secretary's 
salary  by  £500. 

Motion  made,  and  question  proposed^ 

<*  That  Item  A.  of  £28,205,  for  SalarieB,  be 
reduced  by  £600,  part  of  the  salary  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  Stote.* '—(i/r.  Bradlaugk,) 

rrm  UNDER  SECRETARY  for  thb 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Stuabt 
WoRTLBY,  Sheffield,  Hallam) :  The  hon. 
Member  first  complains  that  some  of 
the  Inspectors  are  by  age  incapable  of 
duty.  All  the  Inspectors  are  under  the 
age  of  60  with  the  exception  of  two^ 
who  are  respectively  73  and  70,  -One 
of  these  was  absent  from  duty  only  three 
weeks  in  1887  and  five  weeks  in  1888.. 
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The  Superintendence  charge  had  been 
reduced  to  20  per  cent  of  the  whole 
«08t  of  inspection,  and  the  ratio  will  be 
6till  further  diminished  by  the  non- 
filing up  of  the  next  vacancy  in  the 
fiuperintending  staff. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  I  have  gone 
•carefully  through  the  figures  and  make 
the  proportion  33^  per  cent. 

*Mb.  STUART  WORTLBY:  There 
IB  some  difference  between  us,  but  the 
proportion  is,  I  think,  not  so  hiffh  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  puts  it,  and  it  has  been 
materially  reduced  during  the  time  the 
staff  has  been  in  existence.  Inquiry 
was  made  into  the  Whiteley  case,  and 
the  difficulty  was  that  it  turned  out 
upon  inquiry  that  the  wages  were  paid 
in  full,  and  fines  were  exacted  for 
eertain  breaches  of  rules.  The  fines 
were  paid  under  the  threat  of  process  to 
recover  them,  and  at  all  events  they  were 
not  deducted  from  the  wages. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  was  prepared 
to  prove  instances  of  absolute  deduction. 
I  believe  it  is  true  that  since  the  matter 
has  been  mentioned  the  wages  are  paid 
and  then  the  stoppages  are  demanded. 

♦Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY :  If  the 
hon.  Member  is  right,  inquiry  has 
had  the  effect  of  getting  rid  of  the 
illegal  practice.  Proceedings  were  taken 
against  a  confectioner  in  South  London, 
and  the  magistrate  dismissed  the  charge, 
but  granted  a  case  for  a  superior  Court, 
on  which  it  is  hoped  an  authorative 
decision  will  be  obtained.  Inquiries 
were  instituted  as  to  the  issue  of 
brass  checks  to  the  Harlesden  brick- 
makers,  but  the  greatest  difficulty  was 
experienced  in  getting  the  necessary 
evidence;  but  the  practice  has  been 
discontinued,  and  so  far  as  I  know  it 
*  has  not  been  resumed.  The  Treasury 
Solicitors  have  been  given  to  understand 
that  they  are  not  to  exhibit  undue 
squeamishness  in  undertaking  prosecu- 
tions, but  by  instituting  them  to  make 
it  evident  that  the  Government  are 
determined  that  the  law  should  be 
enforced.  Experience  shows  that  the 
action  taken  by  the  Home  Office  in  one 
form  or  another  has  brought  about  a 
cessation  of  the  practice  complained  of. 
In  the  case  of  the  Orange  porters,  there 
again  was  a  difficulty  in  establishing  by 
evidence  an  infringement  of  the  Act. 
The  difficulty  in  the  case  was  that  the 
men  did  a  certain  duty  and  received  a 
check,    which    they    took    to    another 
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person  who  gave  them  pajrment,  and 
the  legal  question  is  as  to  who  it  mm 
that  made  the  payment. 

«Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  The  Act  ex- 
pressly lays  down  that  the  wage  shoiild 
be  paid  in  the  current  coin  of  we  reahn. 
Therefore,  payment  by  token  is  aa 
offence  whether  the  payment  is  made  by 
the  employer  himself  or  by  an  agent. 

♦Mr.    STUART    WORTLBY:    The 
question  still  remains  who  it  was  that 
made  the  payment.    There  was  also  an 
attempt  to  make  a  deduction  for  beer 
supplied,  but  the  proceedingwas  resisted 
by  the  men  themselves,  and  was  not 
pressed.     From   the     efforts    we    are 
making  to  prevent  the  resumption  of  tiie 
practice  complained  of,  I  hope  we  shall 
arrive  soon  at  some  means  of  overooming 
the    difficulty  that   the  case  presents. 
We  have  to  avoid,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
evil  of  exposing  the  men  to  Uie  certainty 
of  the  loss  of  their  employment;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  danger  of  making 
it  appear  as  if  the  Act  is  not  intended 
to  have  effective  operation.   It  is  not  our 
intention  that  the  Act  shall  have  no 
operation.      If  Parliament    passes   an 
Act  it  should  be  carried  into  effect,  and 
if  there  are  hardships  brought  to  light 
in  the  course  of  carrying  it  into  efreot 
that  is  ground  for  an  alteration  of  the 
law,  but  not  for  the  exercise  of  the 
dispensing  power.    The  same  observa- 
tion   appUee    to    the    exercise  of   the 
determination  on  the  part  of  the  Magis- 
trates to  disregard  certain  provisions  of 
the  Act  creating  a  penalty  under  the 
Truck  Act.    No  doubt,  in  the  case  of 
a  second  offence  in  the  country,  they 
have  no  power  to  mitigate  the  minimnm 
penalty  thaWthe  Act  prescribes;    but 
it  is  true,  on  the  other  hand,  that  in 
the    London  districts  the   Magistrates 
have    power  to  mitigate  the   penalty 
even    for    a   second    offence.      Unfor- 
tunately,  however,   the  law  does  not 
provide    means    by    which    the    deei- 
sions      of     Magistrates      who      may 
choose  to  disregard   the  provisions  as 
to  the  minimum  penalty  can  be    re- 
viewed by  a  Court  of  Law  or  Executive 
official.      I  hope  it  will  be  seen  that  in 
one  of  the  cases  I  have  dealt  with  legal 
difficulties  have  presented  themselves, 
that  in  the  case  of  the  brickmakers  the 
practice  complained  of  has  been  discon- 
tinued, and  that  in  the  case  of  Whiteiey's 
we  are    awaiting    a    decision    of   the 
Oourt. 
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«Mb.    BRADLAXTGH:     I    am    yery 
much  obliged  to  the  hon.  Oentleman  for 
the  spirit  in  which  he  has  met  what  I 
urged  to  the  Committee,  and  I    trust 
that  neither  the  Gt>yemment  nor  the 
Committee  will  think  that  I  have  thrown 
^ndue  warmth  into  the  matter.     It  has 
been  my  duty  to  put  70  or  80  questions 
about  some  30  cases,  and  in  no  instance 
did  I  ask  the  Home  Secretary  a  question 
until  I  had  written  to  the  Home  Office 
on  the  subject  and  belieyed  I  had  a 
primd  fae%$    case.      With    regard    to 
Whiteley's  case,  if  the  difficulty  which 
is  said  to  have  arisen  had  been  men- 
^oned  to  me  at  the  time  I  was  bringing 
the  matter  before  the  Home  Office,  1 
believe    I    possessed    eyidence    which 
would  have  proved  the  deduction  prior 
to  the  payment  of  the  wage.     But,  I 
admit,  that  when  these  cases  are  inves- 
tigated, the  men  are  found  unwilling  to 
place  their  complaint  before  a  Court  as 
readily  as  they  plaoe  them  before  Par- 
liament.    There,  however,  should    be 
no    hesitancy    on     the     part    of    the 
Home    Office    in    enforcing    the    law. 
There  is  one  point  upon  which  I  have 
had  no  answer.     It  is  admitted  that  two 
gentlemen  placed  in  the  position  of  ad- 
ministering this  important  department 
are  advanced  in  years,  one  being  70 
and    the  other  73  years  of  age.     The 
Home    Secretary  ought    to  state  why 
these  gentlemen  should  be  continued  in 
a    position   in  which  they  hinder  the 
work  they  have  been  appointed  to  per- 
form. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  It  would  be  a 
painful  thing  to  mention  in  the  House 
of  Commons  the  names  of  persons  who, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  hoo.  Gentleman, 
ought  to  be  dismissed. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  ;  Mr.  Coles,  who 
has  the  superintendance  in  Ireland,  is 
73 ;  he  has  been  only  twice  in  Ireland 
during  the  last  two  years,  and  on  one 
of  those  occasions  was  certified  to  be 

m. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Mr.  Coles  was 
ill  for  three  months  in  1887,  and  for 
%,^^  weeks  in  1888.  When  a  public 
servant  has  for  many  years  given  the 
good  service  which  Mr.  Coles  has  done 
at  would  be  extremely  hard  to  dismiss 
him  until  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  he  is 
not  able  to  do  the  work.  If  the  law 
said  that  a  gentleman  should  be  called 
upon  to  retire  at  a  given  age.  say  65, 1 
ahould  be  very  glad. 


♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  I  did  not  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  pledge  him- 
self to  dismissal,  but  to  pledge  himself 
to  inquire.    

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  inquired, 
and  I  have  given  the  hon.  GenUemaa 
the  results  of  my  inquiry. 
♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  As  to  the  case 
of  the  gentleman  whose  duty  it  is  to 
visit  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  No,  I  have  not 
inquired  as  to  that  matter,  but  I  certainly 
will  do  so. 

*Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  the  medical  gentleman  who 
has  given  certificates  of  illness  in  this 
case  is  the  son  of  Mr.  Coles  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  No,  that  is  not 
the  case. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Then  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  extend  his 
inquiry  still  further  he  will  find  in  the 
office  a  number  of  certificates  as  to  Mr. 
Coles'    inability    to    attend    for    short 

geriods — two  or  three  days — signed  by 
is  son. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  medical 
gentleman  who  has  given  the  certificates 
IS  not  the  son  of  Mr.  Coles.  I  know 
the  name  of  the  medical  gentleman  who 
gave  the  certificates. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  I  think  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  make  further 
inquiry  he  will  see  that  I  am  right  in 
my  suggestion.  My  information  differs 
from  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  I  may  say  that  I  am  in  a  position 
to  prove  that  there  are  several  certifi- 
cates signed  by  this  gentleman's  son  in 
addition  to  those  relating  to  long  periods 
of  illness  which  have  been  referred  to. 
I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
inquire  into  this  matter. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Certainly  I  will 
inquire. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  I  will  not  put 
the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  dividing 
on  the  matter.  I  only  wanted  to  raise 
these  points. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  question  again  proposed. 

♦Mb.W.  McLaren  (Cheshire.  Crewe): 
I  wish  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
vote  by  £100  for  the  purpose  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
subject  of  the  conduct  of  the  Inspectors 
of  Mines  in  Lanarkshire,  Ayrshire,  and 
the  South -West  of  Scotland,  and  I  regret 
that  I  have  been  unable  to  give  notice 
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of  my  intention  to  bring  the  matter 
forwsurd.     I   hardly  thought   that  the 
Vote  would  be  reached  to-night,  and 
was  waiting  for  fuller  information,  before 
deali^   with    the    subject    from    Mr. 
Keir  Hardy,  who  has  recently  addressed 
a  letter  on  the  question  to  the  Pall  Mall 
Oaofitts.    There    is    nothing    that    the 
working  men  of  this  country  feel  more 
strongly  about  than  the  necessity   of 
appointing  working  men   as  assistant 
inspectors.    Some  of  the  men  appointed 
are,  no  doubt,  very  well  qualified  and 
thoroughly  conscientious ;  but  there  are 
others  who  are  not  equal  to  them,  who 
do  their  work  in  a  perfunctory  manner, 
and  are  always  inclined  to  side  with  the 
masters,  and,  no  doubt,  it  woxdd  be  a 
right  thing  to  appoint  working  miners 
as  assistant  inspectors,  to  go  down  the 
pits  and  see   that  the  mines  are  tho- 
roughly and  properly  overhauled.     As 
an  instance  of  the  inadequate  manner  in 
which  the  inspectors  do  their  duty,  Mr. 
Keir  Hardy  mentions  a  case — a  type  of 
many — in  which   he   went  down  a  pit 
and    found    that    the  ventilation    was 
faulty,  and  reported  the  matter  to  the 
inspector,  who  went  to  the  in-take  and 
measured  the  current,  and  then  to  the 
out-let  and  did  the  same  thing,  and 
then  drove  away  saying  that  there  was 
nothing  the  matter.     If  the  inspector  in 
this  case  had  been  a  practical  man,  he 
would    have   gone  down   the  pit  and 
examined  the  ventilation  in  the  work- 
ings.    But  there  is  another  thine  at 
work  in  the  South-West  of  ScoUand 
that    is    even    worse    than     this    in- 
oompetency    of    the    inspectors,     and 
which  is  largely  due,   in  my  opinion, 
to     the    want    of    energy    of     these 
gentlemen    and    their    want    of    sym- 
pathy   with    the    miners,    and    it    is 
this.     When  you  have  a  man  of  suf- 
ficient courage  to  make  a  complaint, 
and  substantiate  a  grievance  against  the 
manager  or  sub-manager  of  a  mine,  he 
is   dismissed  for  doing  so.     It  is  the 
fault  of  the  inspectors  that  this  state  of 
terrorism     exists.       Mr.     Hardy    has 
called  attention  to  a  case  in  which  two 
miners  complained  that  the  part  of  a 
mine  in  which  they  were  working,  was 
excessively  badly  ventilated.    The  air 
they  had  to  breathe  was  foul,  but  thoueh 
they  endeavoured  to  have  it  put  right 
nothing  was  done  officially.     In  order  to 
prevent  themselves  from  bein^  poisoned, 
they  got  a  piece  of  cloth  and  made  an 
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apparatus  by  which  a  freah  eozxent  of 
air  was  brought  into  their  workings. 
At  a  meeting  of  the  men  at  whioh  tte* 
under  manager  waa    present  this  eif- 
oumstance  was   referred  to,    and    tho^ 
result    was   that   the   two  men   were- 
dismissed,    and    although  Mr.   Hardy 
reported  the  matter,  and  an  inspeetor 
was  sent  to  make  inquiries,   nothing^ 
came  of  it.    There  is  another  instance 
in  whioh  the  inspectors  have  a^jleeted 
their  duty.     The  Goal  Mines  jEtegu* 
lation  Act,  requires  that  there  shalTDO 
at  each  mine,  two  shafts,  each  available' 
for  raising  and  lowering  the  miners, 
but  in  some  of  the  Sootoh  Mines  only 
one  of  the  shafts  is  so  available,  the 
other  having  a  furnace  at  the  bottom, 
and    no    appliances   for   raising    and 
lowering.    This  condition  of  things  hae 
been  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
inspector  who  has  reported  that  these 
mines  fulfil  the   requirements   of  the 
Act.      Li  another    case   an    inspeotor 
refused  to  allow  Mr.  Hardy  to  be  ap- 
pointed   as  the  representative    of  th» 
men  to  make    application  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  check  weigher — although 
it  is  difficult  to  understand  why,  in  tma 
case,  the  inspector  interfered.    The  men 
subsequently  held  a  meeting  and  ap- 
pointed two  of  their  number  to  go  and 
give  notice  on  their  own  account  that 
they  desired  a  check  weigher  appointed. 
The  next  morning  those  two  workmeik 
were  dismissed  along  with  twelve  others 
who  were  suspected  of  complicity  in  the 
election.    It  seems  to   me  these  oaasa 
show  that  the  inspector,  instead  of  being 
strictly  impartial  or  of  taking  the  side 
of  the  men,  who  are  usually  the  weaker 
body,  actively  sided  with  the  employers* 
There    is    one    other    case .  wnidi    I 
will  mention,  in  which  the  men  com- 
plained that  they  were  being  cheated  uk 
the   weighing  of   the    empty  hutches.. 
They  were  weighed  as  2 J  cwt.,  whereaa 
the  men   said    the  actual  weight  waa 
2J  cwt.    The  manager  refused  to  pay 
attention  to  the  representations  of  the- 
men  on  the  subject,  and  the  men  offered 
to  have  the  case  submitted  to  arbitration,, 
and  the  manager  refused.     The  matter 
was  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  who  remitted  it  to  the 
inspector  to  report  upon.     The  inspeotor 
reported  that  the  manager  had  offered 
to  submit  the  case  to  arbitration  but  tiiie 
men  had  refused,  the  very  opposite  beingp 
I  the  case.    I  have  not  yet  in  my  posses* 
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tf  on  the  names,  but  I  shall  receive  the 
information  before  rnanr  days,  and  I 
will  then  famish  the  rignt  hon.  (}ende- 
man  the  Home  Secr^ary  with  any 
further  details  that  may  be  required.  In 
the  meantime  I  think  it  is  improper 
that  the  inspector  should  act  in 
this  way  in  the  interests  of  the 
mine-owners  rather  than  in  those  of 
the  men.  It  is  quite  evident  that  this 
particular  inspector,  at  anv  rate,  has 
not  been  doing  his  duty,  and  I  desire  in 
moving  this'reduction  to  ask  the  House 
to  protest  against  his  conduct. 

Motion  made,  <<ThatItemB.of  £17,401 
for  Inspector  of  Mines,  Salaries,  be  re- 
duced by  £100."— (ifr.  fF.  McLaren). 

♦Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  bound  to 
complain  a  little  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  brought  forward 
this  matter.  He  has  made  various 
charges  without  si>ecif7ing  them.  He 
does  not  even  tell  me  what  mine  he 
refers  to,  and  I  am  unable  to  say  who 
is  the  inspector  to  whom  he  alludes.  It 
is,  of  course,  impossible  for  me,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  reply  to  him. 
With  regard  to  Mr.  Hardy,  I  really 
think  that  when  he  comes  to  consider 
the  matter  he  will  consider  that  that 
gentleman's  zeal  has  outrun  his  discre- 
tion. No  rule  is  enforced  more  strictly 
than  that  the  inspectors  are  not  to  in- 
terfere in  cases  of  contract  between 
masters  and  men.  It  would  be 
intolerable,  in  my  judgment,  if  they 
were  to  do  so.  If  the  master  dismisses 
bis  men  simply  because  they  complain 
of  something  wrong,  I  should  not 
refrain  from  expressing  my  opinion 
about  it,  but  it  is  not  for  the  inspector 
to  interfere.  As  far  as  I  know,  I  am 
sure  the  inspectors  do  not  champion 
the  cause  of  the  masters  rather  than 
that  of  the  men.  The  influence,  such 
as  it  is,  which  I  have  with  the  inspec- 
tors has  been  brought  to  bear  in  the 
other  direction,  and  they  know  that 
they  are  alwajs  to  look  after  the  in- 
terests of  the  men,  because  the  masters 
are  better  able  to  protect  themselves. 
I  have  always  impressed  upon  the 
inspectors  that  their  business  was  to 
looK  after  the  health  of  the  men  and 
their  comfort  while  always  abstaining 
from  interference  in  other  matters.  As 
regards  the  complaint  from  Scotland, 
the  Trades  Union  in  that  district  is  not 
very  powerful  and  not  very  numerous ; 


and  Mr.  Hardy  puts  himself  forward  as: 
the  representative  of  the  men  on  all 
occasions.  He  assumes  that  Trades 
Unions  have  the  right  to  come  forward 
and  to  tell  the  master  that  the  work- 
men, one  of  whom  Mr.  Hardy  was  not, 
had  appointed,  a  check  weighman.  The 
master  naturally  asked — Who  is  this 
stranger  that  cpmes  to  tell  us  that  a 
workman  is  appointed ;  I  think  that  the 
workmen  might  tell  me  themselves ;  if 
they  have  appointed  as  check  weighman 
they  might  tell  us  so.  But  here  is  a 
stranger  purporting  to  come  behind  the 
workmen-  coming  from  a  distance,  and 
telling  us  that  a  check  weighman  has 
been  appointed.  That  was  a  very 
reasonable  answer  of  the  master.  TO' 
my  knowledge,  the  Inspector  took  no 
part  in  the  dispute.  The  masters  are 
l>ound  at  their  peril  to  recoKuize  any 
check  weighman,  whether  tney  have 
received  notice  of  him  or  not ;  at  the  same 
time  there  was  naturally  some  feeling 
that  the  intimation  should  come  from  a 
stranger.  All  the  part  I  took  in  the 
matter  was  to  tell  the  masters  that  no 
notice  at  all  was  necessary,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  notice  must  be  regarded  as 
perfectly  immaterial  in  the  matter.  Ulti- 
matelythe  matterwent  before  the  Sheriff's 
Court,  and  that  Court  decided  rightly  or 
wrongly,  it  is  not  for  me  to  presume  to 
say,  and  the  matter  has  gone  to  the 
Superior  Court.  The  Sheriff's  Court 
decided  that  the  masters  not  having  had 
notice  of  the  appointment  of  the  check 
weighman  could  not  be  made  liable  for 
damages  by  reason  of  the  action  of  check 
weighman.  The  question  is  now  before 
the  Superior  Court.  I  rather  think  the 
Court  of  Sessions,  though  I  am  not 
quite  certain,  where  it  pends  decision. 
That  is  how  the  matter  stands.  The 
Inspector  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
matter,  and  he  could  not  have  prevented 
the  dismissal  of  the  men  which  has  taken 
place,  which  occurred,  as  I  think  I  stated 
to  this  House,  on  g^unds  totally  uncon- 
nected with  the  check  weighman.  The 
hon.  Member  alles^ed  that  the  Inspector 
had  been  misled  by  the  information  he 
had  given  me.  Well,  hon.  Members 
know  how  questions  are  asked  in  this 
House,  with  four  and  twenty  hours* 
notice.  When  I  was  asked  that  ques* 
tion  I  at  once  telegraphed  to  the  In- 
spector who  appl'ed  to  the  manaeer.^ 
The  manager  might  be  wrong,  but- 
the  Inspector  is  not  to    blame.    The^^ 
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poor  man  did  the  bdst  he  could.  He 
went  over  to  the  pit,  he  saw  nobody 
there,  and  went  to  the  manager.  The 
question  was  put  in  this  House,  and  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  been  ex- 
tremely angry  if  I  had  not  answered  it. 
1  was,  therefore,  obliged  to  send  a  tele- 
gram to  obtain  the  best  information  I 
could.  The  Inspector,  I  am  sure,  was 
not  to  blame.  The  hoh.  Member  said 
that  the  shaft  of  this  pit  had  no  raising 
or  lowering  apparatus.  I  can  only  say 
tbat  I  have  no  recollection  of  such  a 
-case ;  and  I  am  sure  the  Inspector  could 
not  be  aware  of  the  circumstance  with- 
out referring  the  matter  to  me.  I  think 
there  must  be  some  misunderstanding 
in  the  matter. 

Me.  PHILLIPS  (Lanark,  Mid):  There 
are  one  or  two  questions  I  should  have 
asked  had  the  forms  of  the  House  per- 
mitted, but  as  they  do  not,  I  am  com- 
pelled to  vote  for  a  reduction  when  I 
jshould  have  preferred  to  bave  voted  for 
a  very  large  increase.  It  seems  to  me 
that  those  who  represent  the  mining 
constituencies  have  to  complain  that 
there  is  not  anything  like  a  sufficient 
number  of  Inspectors.  With  regard 
to  what  the  Home  Secretary  said 
xespecting  the  check  weighman  and  Mr. 
Hardy,  it  is  a  very  plausible  thing  to 
jsay  that  the  masters  do  not  like 
■jBtrangers  to  interfere,  but  every  mine 
owner  in  Ayrshire  knows  perfectly  well 
that  Mr.  Hardy  did  represent  the  men. 
And  one  reason  why  the  miners  wish 
their  Secretary  to  speak  for  them  is  that 
they  are  afraid  if  they  make  complaints 
they  will  be  dismissed,  or,  at  any  rate, 
that  they  will  get  the  reputation  of  being 
cantankerous,  and  will  be  caused  to 
suffer  one  way  or  another.  Why 
ii  there  a  decrease  in  the  Vote 
this  year  ?  I  notice  that  for  the  addi- 
tional inspecting  staff  £900  was  voted 
last  year.  That  £900  is  struck  out  this 
year.  And  another  item  of  £  1,000  for 
expenses  last  year  has  been  reduced  this 
year.  The  Vote  was  only  a  small  one 
last  year,  £27,000,  and  it  is  a  very 
serious  matter  to  have  it  reduced  by 
nearly  £2,000.  I  should  like  some  ex- 
planation of  that  very  considerable  re- 
duction. When  we  consider  the  immense 
wealth  that  is  produced  by  the  miners  of 
Great  Britain,  £27,000  is  a  very  small 
flum  to  expend  in  making  the  lives  of  the 
miners  a  little  bit  safer  than  they  would 
otherwise  be.     The  amount  is  not  any- 
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thing  like  sufficient,  and  I  Tory  mneh 
regret  that  it  has  been  reduced.  I 
notice  in  the  Votes  that  the  amountre- 
ceived  for  fines  is  £352  58. 8d.  That  seems 
a  small  sum,  but  I  shotdd  not  reg^t  thai 
circumstance  if  we  could  feel  assured 
that  the  condition  of  things  is  vezy 
much  improved.  I  cannot,  however, 
believe  that,  and  I  am  afraid  the 
smallness  of  the  amount  is  due  to 
the  fact  that  we  have  not  nearly 
sufficient  inspectors  of  mines  to  look 
into  matters.  With  regard  to  the 
district  of  Lanarkshire  which  I  have 
the  honour  of  representing,  I  have  had  no 
specific  grievance  against  inspectors  or 
sub-inspectors  brought  to  my  notice. 
The  only  gprievance  I  have  heard 
against  them  in  my  district  is  that  there 
are  not  enough  of  them,  and  that  con- 
sequently there  is  not  enough  time 
given  to  inspection.  Then,  Sir,  there  is 
a  very  strong,  almost  unanimous  feeling, 
that  the  inspectors  ought  to  be  drawn 
only  from  the  ranks  of  men  who  have 
been  practical  working  miners.  That 
is  what  the  people  of  Aud-Lanark  want, 
and  I  tell  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  that 
that  is  the  wish  not  only  of  the  miners, 
but  of  men  much  above  them  in  station. 
It  seems  to  be  the  feeling  in  my  dis- 
trict, among  men  of  all  political  opinions, 
that  it  is  a  fair  thing  that  the  inspectors 
should  be  men  of  practical  experienoe  as 
miners.  It  is  not  only  accidents  which 
have  to  be  guarded  against.  There  are 
other  things  much  more  serious.  There 
are  such  questioDS  as  that  of  ventilation. 
Proper  ventilation  of  the  mine  makes 
the  miners'  position  more  bearable. 
A  certain  number  of  men  are  killed  in 
accidents,  but  a  very  much  larger 
number  every  year  are  injured  by  bad 
ventilation.  Miners  grow  old  very  early 
in  life.  It  is  a  shocking  thing  to  see 
young  men  looking  prematurely  old  by 
a  bad  atmosphere  and  unhealthy  work. 
It  is,  therefore,  necessary  that  you 
should  have  practical  men,  men  of 
experience,  as  inspectors,  so  that  the 
men  may  be  enabled  to  pursue  their 
calling  under  healthier  conditions.  The 
miners  of  Great  Britain  have  a  right  to 
ask  that  the  very  small  sum  which  is 
voted  shall  at  any  rate  be  spent  in  a 
way  which  shall  satisfy  them.  Bightlj 
or  wrongly  they  and  their  friends  think 
things  would  be  better  if  none  but 
practical  men  were  appointed.  That  is 
why    I  wish  to   urge    the  right  hon. 
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OeoDtleman  to  g^ve  a  pledge,  or  under- 
taking, that  as  vacancies  occur  during 
his  tenure  of  office  he  will  as  far  as 
possible  fill  them  from  the  ranks  of 
practical  working  miners. 

Mb.  FENWIOK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck):  I  trust  the  riffht  hon. 
Oeotleman  will  consider  the  point  raised 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  pf  sufficient 
importance  to  make  some  further  inquiry 
^in  reference  to  the  alleged  case  of  a 
^second  shaft  in  a  district  of  Scotland 
bein|^  left  without  the  proper  apparatus 
to  withdraw  the  men  from  the  mine  in 
ease  of  an  accident  to  the  other  shaft. 
That  is  a  matter  of  very  great  impor- 
tance to  the  men  concerned,  and  the 
Home  Secretary  can  certainly  certify 
whetber  it  is  the  fact  or  not.  As  to  Mr. 
K.  Hardy,  I  do  not  know  him  person- 
ally, but  my  knowledge  of  that  gentle- 
man is  such  as  to  lead  me  to  think  that  | 
he  would  not  have  made  such  a  state- 
ment as  that  in  the  public  press  had  he 
not  just  grounds  for  it  With  respect 
to  the  additional  number  of  Inspectors 
demanded,  we  have  frequently  on  this 
aide  of  the  House  made  the  request, 
not  only  to  the  present  Home  Secretary, 
but  to  lus  predecessors,  for  an  additional 
number  of  Mines  Inspectors.  When 
you  take  into  consideration  that  in  the 
mines  of  the  United  Kingdom  the 
annual  sacrifice  of  human  life  is  some- 
thing like  1,100 — ^I  am  taking  a  series 
of  years— I  know  that  last  year  it 
was  not  so  high,  and  that  this  year 
it  is  still  less,  and  something  like 
995,  which  is  neverthelesss  a  very 
serious  mortality*— I  think  the  Go- 
▼emment  ought  to  consider  the  ad- 
Tisability  or  otherwise  of  appointing 
an  additional  number  of  Inspectors,  in 
order  to  see  that  the  mines  are  properly 
conducted,  and  that  the  greatest  amount 
of  safety  is  guaranteed  to  those  who 
hare  to  pursue  such  a  hazardous  calling. 
Eren  with  the  utmost  care,  I  fear  that  there 
will  always  be  a  very  sad  and  very  heavy 
mortality,  considering  that  the  men  have 
to  foUow  this  occupation  with  a  very 
imperfect  light,  and  that  dangers 
surround  them  at  every  turn.  I  sin- 
cerely trust  that  when  the  Government 
can  see  their  way  to  spending  such 
laxffe  sums  of  money  on  the  Army,  they 
will  see  their  way  also  to  guaranteeing 
safety  to  the  miners  in  this  country. 
There  are  3,500  mines  in  the  United 
Kingdom  requiring  inspection,  and  it  is 


an  interesting   fact  that  there  are  only 
about  30,  or  probably,  28  inspectors  and 
sub-inspectors,  whose  duty  it  is  to  visit 
and  inspect  that  large  number  of  col- 
lieries.    When  we  consider  the  time  • 
necessarily  occupied  by  these  gentlemen 
in  elerioal  work  and  in  attending  in- 
quests, the  Oommittee  will  see  that  they 
have  very  little  time  to  devote  to  the^ 
actual  work  of  inspection.     I  make  no 
complaint    whatever    against    the    in- 
spectors as  to  the  way  in  which  they 
perform  their  work,  as  I  believe  that, 
generally  speaking,  they  discharge  their 
functions  in  a  very  commendable  man- 
ner, and  do  not  attempt  to  shirk  their  - 
duty ;  but  I  say  that  the  duties  imposed 
on  them  are  too  onerous  to  admit  of  the 
expectation  that  they  can  be  efficiently 
performed  by  the  staff  they  h^ve  under 
them ;   and,  in  making  the  request,  I 
now  urge  upon  the  Government  that  an. 
addition  should  be  made  to  the  number 
of  inspectors,  and  that,  where  it  can  be 
done,   those  men   should  be  practical 
working     men,     possessing     sufficient 
knowledge  to  satisfy  the  Home  Office 
of  their  efficiency  for  such  a  position. 
I  am  sure  that  such  a  concession  would 
give  great  satisfaction,  not  only  to  the 
workmen,  but  also  to  the  employers,     I 
trust  the    right    hon.    GenUeman   the 
Home   Secretary   will  see  his  way  to 
making  some  concession  on  this  point. 
While  I  am  upon  my  feet  I  hope  I 
may  be  allowed  to  make  a  brief  refer- 
ence to  the  long  hours  of  labour  imposed 
on  the  pit- brow  women  in   the   West 
Lancashire  district.     When  this  ques- 
tion was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  at  the  time  we  were  discussing . 
the  Coal  Mines  Act  of  1887,  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  remember  the  amount  of  in- 
terest then  taken  in  the  subject  by  Gen- 
tlemen on  both  sides.    Indeed,  such  was 
the  sympathy  then  displayed  on  behalf 
of  these  poor  creatures  that  I  am  quite 
sure,  that  if  it  had  been  thought  that 
the  pcissing  of    that  Act  would  have 
furnished  an  opportunity  for  increasing 
their  hours  of  labour  no  such  proceeding 
would  have  been  sanctioned  under  cover 
of  that  piece  of  legislation.     We  know 
that    the    right    hon.    Gentleman   the 
Home  Secretory  has  repeatedly  refused 
to  answer  questions  put  to  him  in  this 
House  on  the  ground  that  they  involved  ■ 
the  CKpression  of  a  legal  opinion  on  his 
part;  and  in   taking  that  position  he 
undoubtedly  took  one  that  was   per- 
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iectly  logical  and  reasonable.  But  I 
think  that  when  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  allowed  himself,  as  he  has  done, 
to  depart  from  that  position  he  made  a 
Tery  great  mistake,  and  one  from  which 
:a  good  deal  of  mischief  has  unfortu- 
mately  followed.  I  refer  to  what  has 
arisen  out  of  an  expression  of  opinion 
on  the  part  of  the  Home  Secretary  in 
answer  to  a  question  put  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South* 
port  (Mr.  Curzon)  who,  in  March  1888, 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  term  of  54  hours  during 
which  women  could  be  employed 
binder  the  Coal  Mines  Begulation  Act, 
1887,  was  inclusive  of  the  intervals 
allowed  for  meals,  and  the  right  hon. 
-  Gentleman's  answer  to  that  question, 
in  which  he  undertook  to  give  an  inter- 
pretation of  the  meaning  of  the  clause 
referred  to,  was,  *'  As  I  read  the  Act, 
the  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend's  ques- 
iion  is  in  the  negative."  On  that 
answer  being  given,  1  immediately  rose 
in  my  place  and  challenged  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
.-asked  him  if  he  was  aware  that  the 
answer  he  had  just  given  to  that 
question  would  involve  an  increase 
in  the  hours  of  labour  on  pit- 
brow;  but  the  Home  Secretary  did 
not  do  me  the  favour  of  answering  my 
query.  Now,  I  put  it  to  the  Committee 
— what  has  been  the  result?  Why, 
exactly  what  I  then  predicted.  The 
Inspector  for  that  district,  in  his  report 
for  1888,  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  hours  of  labour  on  the  part  of  the 
women  employed  on  the  pit's-brow  in 
West  Lancashire  have  been  increased 
by  from  one  and  a-half  to  two  hours 
per  day,  thus  exactly  fulfilling  the  pre- 
diction I  ventured  to  put  before  the 
House  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  gave  the  answer 
I  have  quoted  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Southport,  this  addition 
to  the  hours  of  women's  labour  only 
being  made  after  that  answer  had  been 
.  fi;iven.  The  question  was  one  that  had 
been  a  matter  of  dispute  in  the  West 
Lancashire  district  for  a  considerable 
period;  the  Inspector  for  that  district 
had  had  it  repeatedly  brought  under  his 
notice  and  had  attempted  to  solve  it, 
but  the  magistrates  would  not  enter 
into  it,  on  account  of  a  certain 
ambiguity  in  the  construction  to 
be  put  upon    the  law.     Jmmediately, 
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however,   the  employers  had  obtained 
this  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  they  added  to  the 
hours  of  labour  performed  by  the  pit- 
brow   women,   a  further    servitude   of 
from  one-and-a-half  to  two  hours  a  day. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  in  answer  to  a  question  pat 
to  him  on  another  occasion,  stated  tnat 
the  Act  6f  1887  did  not  alter  the  Act  of 
1872  in  regard  to  the  hours  of  labour 
on  the  part  of  women  employed  on  the  * 
pit-brow ;  but  why  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman     say    that,    when   he    had 
refused  to  answer  a  question  put  to  him 
on  that  very  point  with  regard  to  Soot- 
land,  his  refusal  then  being  based  on  the 
fact  that  the  answer  would  involve  the 
expression  of  an  opinion  on  a  point  of 
law  ?    It  certainly  seems  strange    that 
after  taking  this  position  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  upon  a  question  of  so  much, 
importance    to   the    pit-brow    women, 
should  have  given  an  opinion,  not  only 
involving  a  legal  point,  but  settlinfl;  that 
point  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  employers 
of  labour  in  the  West  Lancashire  dis- 
trict, thereby  enabling  them  to  make  a 
substantial  increase    in   the  hours   of 
labour  on  the  part  of  women  engaged 
at  their  pits.    I  say  we  have  a  ri^t  to 
complain  of  the  action  of  the    Home 
Secretary  in   giving  expression   to  an 
opinion    which   has    produced  such    a 
result ;  and  I  also  say  that  if  the  effect 
of  that  answer  could  have  been  foreseen 
by  the  rest  of  the  House  as  clearly  as  I 
saw  it  at  the  time,  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man would  not  have  escaped  as  easily  as 
he  did.     Moreover,  if  this  House  had 
thought,  when  the  subject  of  the  pit-brow 
women  was  being  discussed,  that  there 
would  have  been  an  attempt  made  to  in* 
crease  the  hours  of  labour,  it  would  not 
have  permitted  the  Act  to  pass  in  the  form 
it  assumed,  but  would  have  so  guarded 
it,   as    to  have  prevented    these  poor 
women  suffering  any  additional  hard- 
ship.    I  trust  the  Home  Secretary  will 
consider  the  question  as  to  the  shafts 
in  Scotland  not  being  properly  arranged 
for  the  purposes  of  safety  to  the  men ; 
that  he  will  endeavour  to  see  that  the 
Inspectors  employed  shall  be,  as  far  as 
possible,    practical    working    men,    of 
course  possessing  a  sufficient  amount 
of  knowledge  to  satisfy  him  as  to  their 
competency  for  such  a  position,   and 
that  he   will    also    seize  some    fitting 
opportunity  for  mitigating  the  evils  from 
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irhioh  these  poor  pit-brow  women  have 
^  suffer  in  West  Lancashire. 

«OoLoirBL  BLUNDELL  (Inoe) :  I  am 
also  of  opinion  that  the  number  of 
Mine  Inspectors  now  employed  is  not 
sufficient,  but  at  the  same  time  I  think 
it  would  be  agreat  error  to  take  Inspectors 
from  the  ranks  of  the  working  men.  It 
requires  a  great  deal  of  knowledge  and 
instruction  to  perform  the  duties  of 
Inspectors  of  Mines;  and  before  an 
ordmary  working  man  can  acquire  that 
knowledge,  even  if  he  can  acquire 
it  he  must  have  arrived  at  a 
time  of  life,  when  he  would  be  practi- 
cally unfitted  by  age  to  efficiently  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  such  an  office.  I 
belieye  that  no  class  of  men  could  be 
more  indefatigable  than  the  present 
Inspectors,  but  in  proposing  to  in- 
crease their  numbers,  I  would  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Home  Secretary  to  this 
point,  that  they  ought  not  to  be  increased 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  shift  the  respon- 
sibility from  the  shoulders  of  the  em- 
ployers to  those  of  the  Inspectors  them- 
selves. If  that  be  done  you  will  not 
have  safety,  but  unsafety  in  your  mines. 
With  regard  to  the  pit-brow  women,  I 
would  only  say  that  1  believe  the  pre- 
sent Act  defines  the  number  of  hours  of 
labour,  which  were  not  defined  in  the 
previous  Act ;  but  I  am  not  acquainted 
^th  the  particulars  of  what  has  hap- 
pened. I  hope  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Home  Secretary,  will  state  to 
the  Oommlttee  what  are  the  hours  laid 
down  in  the  Act. 

♦Mb.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.): 
1  think  the  Home  Secretary  misunder- 
stood the  points  of  my  hon.  Friend's  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  complaint.  He  did  not  argue 
that  the  masters  should  be  prosecuted 
for  dismissing  the  men.  The  case 
put  was  that  certain  miners  com- 
plained of, the  ventilation,  and  the 
Inspector's  attention  being  drawn  to 
the  matter,  some  of  the  men,  after  the 
truth  of  the  complaint  had  been  estab- 
lished, were  dismissed.  My  hon.  Friend 
argued  that  the  contravention  of  the  Act, 
aggravated  certainly  by  the  dismissal  of 
the  men  should  have  been  prosecuted 
and  not  condoned.  And  as  to  the  com- 
plaint of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  that 
he  was  not  sufficiently  advised  of  the 
oases  to  which  reference  has  been  made, 
the  principal  oases  had  admittedly  been 
the  subject  of  oorrespondence  with  the 
Home    Office,    and   I  must  say   that 


in  dealing  with  them  to-night,  the- 
Home  Secretary  showed  a  minute  and 
thorough  acquaintance  with  the  subject. 
I  have  thought  it  necessary  to  make 
this  defence  of  the  reasonable  and 
proper  complaints  brought  forward  by 
my  non.  Friend,  but  I  admit  that  the 
more  important  part  of  this  discussion 
vaB  the  point  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lanark,  for  it  leads 
us  to  consider  how  far  the  present  system 
of  inspection  is  satisfactory.  Personally 
1  have  received  no  complaints  from  East 
Lanarkshire  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  in- 
spectors, but  my  point  is  that  we  believe 
the  number  of  inspectors  to  be  insuffi- 
cient. I  quite  ag^e  that  we  ought  not 
so  to  increase  the  numbers  as  to  diminish 
the  sense  of  responsibility  now  resting 
upon  bot&  masters  and  men  ;  but  the 
Government  having  once  accepted  the 
principle  of  appointing  inspectors,  we 
say  it  ought  not  to  be  carried  out  on  so 
small  a  scale  as  to  render  the  system 
illusory.  There  are  plenty  of  pits  which 
are  never  visited  by  an  inspector,  and 
very  few  I  believe  are  visited  more  than 
once  in,  perhaps,  two  or  three  years. 
The  system  of  inspection  is  undoubtedly 
inadequate,  and  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  that  the  number  of  inspectors 
ought  to  be  increased.  I  also  agree 
with  my  hon.  Friend  that  at  least  some 
of  the  inspectors  and  sub-inspectors 
should  be  men  who  as  miners  have  ac- 
quired a  practical  acquaintance  with  the 
business.  The  last  point  I  shall  refer 
to  is  the  sad  and  melancholy  fact 
mentioned  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lanark  that  the  men 
are  afraid  to  make  complaints  lest  they 
should  lose  their  employment.  I  well 
know  how  difficult  it  is  for  Parliament 
to  deal  with  any  grievance  of  this  kind, 
and  indeed  I  do  not  now  refer  to  any 
specific  case  from  my  own  constituency. 
The  men  are  the  most  uncomplaining  race 
I  have  ever  had  to  deal  with,  but  they  tell 
me,  and  have  often  told  me,  that  if  they 
make  complaints  they  do  so  at  the  risk  of 
losing  their  employment.  They  take  a 
keen  interest  in  our  proceeding^  here, 
and  should  this  discussion  come  under 
their  notice — as  no  doubt  it  will — I  only 
hope  it  will  lead  them  further  in  the 
direction  to  which  all  our  experience 
points— f.0.  that  their  best  protection  is 
a  strong  union  among  themselves,  for 
by  that  means  they  would  be  able 
most  effectually   to  resist  any  unfair 
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proceedings  on  the  part  of  their  em- 
ployers. 

Mb.  ATHERLEY- JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.) :  I  only  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
reminding  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
the  assurance  which  he  gave  when  he 
introduced  the  present  Goal  Mines  Act. 
He  then  stated  in  answer  to  observa- 
tions addressed  to  him  from  all  sides  of 
the  House,  that  he  would  not  lose  sight 
of  the  claims  which  working  men 
enjoyed  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
positions  as  Mine  Inspectors.  So  far  as 
my  knowledge  goes,  and  on  this  subject 
it  is  not  inconsiderable,  there  is  a  very 
large  number  of  working  miners  in  the 
county  with  which  I  am  most  familiar, 
who  are  quite  competent  to  undertake 
the  duties  of  inspectors.  Indeed,  rule 
38  of  the  Coal  Mines  Begul&tion  Act 
recognises  that  ability  on  the  part  of 
working  men,  because  it  provides  among 
other  things,  that  working  miners  shall 
be  appointed  for  the  purpose  of 
inspecting  mines  and  reporting  upon 
their  condition.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Home  Secretary  whether  since  the 
Act  came  into  operation,  working  men 
had  applied  for  the  posts  of  Inspector 
or  Assistant  Inspector,  and  if  so  whether 
their  applications  had  been  entertained; 
and  further,  whether  in  his  judgment, 
there  is  any  practical  reason  for 
refusing  to  appoint  these  working  men. 
May  I,  in  conclusion,  add  my  voice  to 
the  statements  already  made  as  to  the 
non-sufficiency  of  the  present  number 
of  inspectors,  and  may  I  point  out  that 
in  the  district  which  comprises  the 
County  of  Durham,the  Countyof  Cumber- 
land, and  a  large  portion  of  the  County 
of  Yorkshire,  including  within  its  ambit 
many  hundreds  of  coal  mines  and  a 
considerable  number  of  metalliferous 
mines, there  is  only  one  Chief  Inspector, 
assisted  by  only  one  Sub-Inspector.  I 
know  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  most  anxious  consideration  to  this 
matter,  and  I  will  ask  him  if  he  cannot 
at  least  concede  the  appointment  of 
additional  sub-inspectors  from  the 
ranks  of  the  working  classes. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  hope  that  the 
Committee  will  pardon  me  if  I  only 
briefly  notice  the  points  which  have 
been  raised  in  this  discussion.  I  have 
been  urged  to  appoint  working  men  as 
inspectors  by  hon.  Members  who  frankly 
avow  that  these  working  men  are  their 
constituents.  Those  hon.  Gentlemen  will 

Mr,  Crawford  • 


understand  why  I  am  obliged  to  take 
somewhat  harsher  views  of  the  matter.- 
I  agree  with  hon.  Members  that  if  the 
inspections  are  to  be  made  periodically 
and    if    mines    are    to    be    regularly 
and  constantly  inspected  as  some  hon. 
Members  appear  to  desire,  the  present 
number  of  inspectors  will  have  to  be 
not    merely  increased,   but    multiplied' 
tenfold.    But  such  constant  inspection 
is  not  ccmsidered  necessary.     It  is  not 
desirable  to  relieve  the  owners  of  all 
responsibility.     What  is  required,  and 
what  has  been  done  is  that  the  inspec- 
tors should  make  surprise  visits,  should 
attend  to  complaints  which  they  receive, 
ascertain  the  general  system  of  working 
in  their  different  districts,  and -satisfy 
themselves  that  it  is  satisfactory.     I  am 
in  a  position  to  state  that  these  duties^ 
have  been  adequately  discharged    by 
the  present  staff,  and  the  smim  extra 
expenditure   that  is  proposed   with  a- 
view    of    relieving    the    inspectors   of 
certain     clerical     work     which     now 
occupies    many    hours    of    their   time- 
will  largely  increase  their  efficiency  and 
their  available  time.  With  regard  to  the- 
appointment  of  working  men  as  inspec- 
tors of  mines,  I  can  assure  hon.  Members- 
who    are  anxious  on  this  point  that  I 
have  no  objection  whatever  to  make  such, 
appointments    provided    that   working 
men  are  foimd  with  that  scientific  know- 
ledge which  would  render  them  compe- 
tent   to    discharge    the   duties  of   au: 
Inspector,  and  to  secure  that  respect 
for  their  authority  from  mine  owners- 
and  men  which  can  only  come  from 
knowledge    on    their     part,    and    the 
possession  of  the  necessary  qualifica- 
tions.    Under  the  Factories  Act  all  the 
appointments  I  have  made  have  been 
appointments    of    working  men ;    but 
under  the  Mines  Act  the  case  is  different,, 
for  scientific  knowledge  is  required  for 
the  due  discharge  of  the  duties  of  an 
Inspector.     I  beUeve  that  on  more  than 
one  occasion  I  have  admitted  working 
men  into  competition  for  these  posts,  and. 
I  can  only  repeat  that  if  any  such  can- 
didates are  found  to  possess  the  necessary 
knowledge  I  shall  be  delighted  to  have 
them  on  the  staff  of  Inspectors.    As  to 
the      point     which     has     been     put 
to  me  with  regard  to  the  construction, 
of     the     Act    as    to    the    calculation 
of      hours     for    meals,     all     I    can 
say    is     that    the    recent     Act    has 
made  no    change    in    the    law.      It 
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has  merely  made  dear  what  under 
the  previous  Act  was  ambiguous. 
The  only  other  point  I  have  to  refer  to 
is  the  statement  that  men  are  afraid  to 
complain  lest  they  should  lose  their 
employment.  I  regret  that  it  is  the 
fact,  as  has  been  stated,  that  men  are 
sometimes  dismissed,  especially  in  Scot- 
land, for  making  complaints  to  the 
Inspectors.  That  is  conduct  on  the  part 
of  owners  which  is  to  be  deplored ; 
it  is  most  regrettable  and  most  blame- 
able,  but  I  think  that  if  the  miners  of 
Scotland  were  less  invertebrate,  and 
were  banded  more  firmly  together  as 
in  England,  this  practice  would  soon  be 
stopped.  That  would  prove  a  far 
better  remedy  than  any  I  could  intro- 
duce. With  regard  to  the  Scotch 
districts  I  may  say  that  in  order  to 
remedy  the  complaints  made  by  hon. 
Members,  I  have  remodelled  the  dis- 
tricts so  as  to  divide  them  more  equally 
between  the  two  cnief  Inspectors,  so 
that  each  will  have  as  nearly  as  possible 
the  same  amount  of  work  to  do. 

«Mb.  McLAEEN  :  May  I  before  the 
division  is  taken,  point  out  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary has  not  given  any  answer  to  the 
two  distinct  charges  which  have  been 
made,  as  arising  out  of  the  Beport  of 
Mr.  Kier-Hardy. 

♦Mb.  MATTHEWS:  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  me  the  date  I  will 
direct  that  an  enquiry  shall  be  held. 

«Mb.  McLABEN:  I  shaU  be  glad 
to  forward  the  information  to  the  right 
hon.  Q-entleman.  Now  with  regard  to 
the  question  of  the  number  of  in- 
spectors, and  the  appointment  of  work- 
ing men  to  these  posts,  allow  me  to 
point  out  that  we  ao  not  desire  any- 
thing approaching  control  by  the 
inspectors.  We  do  not  ask  that  the 
number  should  be  so  enormously  in- 
creased as  to  practically  take  the 
responsibility  out  of  the  hieinds  of  the 
masters.  I  admit  that  that  would  be 
an  evil,  but  I  do  contend  that  there 
is  room  for  the  appointment  of  more 
inspectors,  and  that  such  appointments 
are  necessary  in  order  that  the  work  of 
inspection  may  be  efficiently  performed. 
It  is  not  enough  for  an  inspector  to  go 
into  a  mine  once  in  twelve  or  eighteen  I 
months,  and  we  contend  that  this  is  not 
a  sufficient  inspection.  The  Home 
Secretary  taunts  us  with  urging  him  to 

YOL.  OOQXXXV.   [thzbo  isbiis.] 


increase  the  expenditure  of  the  country, 
and  with  seeking  to  secure  the  appoint- 
ment of  men  who  are  to  be  found  among 
our  own  constituents.  Sir,  we  have  no 
hesitation  in  urging  an  additional  ex- 
penditure wherever  it  is  necessary.  I  say 
that  this  increase  of  expenditure  would 
be  a  cheap  expenditure  and  would 
amply  repay  itself,  because  it  would 
probably  save  the  lives  of  many  men 
who  contribute  their  fair  share  to  the 
taxation  of  the  country.  When  there  is 
a  sort  of  illusory  inspection,  we  consider 
it  our  duty  to  protest  against  it.  With 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  working 
men  inspectors  1  do  not  think  the 
Home  Secretary  ought  to  insist  on  these 
candidates  possessing  the  high  scientific 
attainments  necessary  to  enable  them 
to  pass  the  severe  technical  examina- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Q-entleman  should 
remember  that  their  practical  experi- 
ence, their  knowledge  of  the  tricks  of 
the  trade,  as  he  calls  them,  amply 
compensate  for  any  deficiency  there  may 
be  with  regard  to  the  higher  scientific 
branches  of  the  work.  It  is  because 
the  Home  Secretary  has  shown  very 
little  desire  to  meet  the  views  of  the 
working  representatives  that  I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  trouble  the  House  with  a 
division  upon  this  vote. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  53; 
Noes  156.    (Div.  List,  No.  85.) 

Original  question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
day Ist  May. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 
Besolutions  [16th  April]  reported. 

CIVIL  SERVICE. 
Class  II. 

1.  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £88,244,  be 
granted  to  Her  Hajefty,  to  complete  the  lam 
neceaary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  31ft  day  of  March  1890,  for  the  Salariee 
and  Expensee  of  the  Offices  of  the  House  of 
Lords." 

2.  "  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £44,420,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year 
ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1890,  for  the 
Salariea  and  Expenses  in  the  Offices  at  the 
Hoose  of  Commons.*' 

2  D 


7«7  Supplf'-Cml 

Mm.  A.  O'CONNOB:   I  ahould  Hke 

to    ask    a  queetion  I  was  unable    to 

ask   in  Committee  with  regard  to  the 

fees    received    by  this  House.     There 

is  a  Fee  Fund  in  the  House  of  Lords 

which  is,  I  believe,  submitted  to  the 
Controller  'and  Auditor-Q-eneral  for 
audit,  and  I  desire  to  ask  whether  there 
is  in  connection  with  the  House  of 
Commons  any  Fee  Fund,  and  if  so, 
whether  it  is  submitted  to  the  Controller 
and  Auditor  Qeneral,  and  if  it  is,  what 
is  the  condition  of  the  Fund,  and  what 
is  done  with  the  money  ? 

*8iB    R.     FOWLER    (London):     I 

should  like  to  make  an  appeal  to  the 

Qovemment    to    consider  before    next 

Session  whether  something  ought  not  to 

be  done  to  increase  the  salaries  of  the 

officers  of  the  House.  There  must,  I 
think,  be  a  vexy  general  feeling  on  the 
part  of  Members  in  all  parts  of  the 
Mouse  that  the  work  of  the  officers  of 
the  House  has  been  much  increased. 
The  autumn  Session  of  last  year  was  no 
doubt  due  to  exceptional  circumstances ; 
but  neyertheless  it  did  occur,  and  it  may 
occur  again,  entailing  heavy  additional 
work  on  the  officers,  who  have  to  attend 
during  very  protracted  sittings.  The 
salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  House, 
which  were  never  veiy  high  considering 
the  duties  they  have  to  perform,  were 
fixed  by  former  Covemments  when  the 
work  was  very  much  less  than  it  is  now. 
I  therefore  nSk  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  consider  before  next 
Session  whether  some  addition  may  not 
be  made  to  the  inadequate  remunera- 
tion of  theee  gentlemen,  who  discharge 
most  important  public  duties  to  the  satis- 
faction of  all  sections  of  the  House. 

Mr.    BIGGAR:    I    would    suggest 

that  a  Committee    of    the  House   be 

appointed  to  consider  the  question  of  the 

salaries    paid  in   the    two  Houses  of 

Parliament,  and  to  report  concerning 
it.  It  is  preposterous  that  we  should 
discuss  year  after  year  the  question  of 
salaries  without  having  the  fticts  before 
us.  For  the  Ministxj  to  recommend  an 
increase  of  salaries  in  one  House,  and 
not  pull  down  those  in  the  other,  would 
be  unreasonable.  I  think  that  the 
aggregate  of  the  salaries  should  be 
lower,  bat  if  the  salariee  paid  in  the 
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other  House  were  lowered,  those  paid 

here  might  be  increased. 

«Mr.  JACKSON :  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Dcmegal  (Mr.  A 
O'Connor),  I  have  to  say  that  the  fees 
taken  for  business  in  tliis  House  are 
paid  direct  into  the  Exdiequer.  There 
IS  no  Fee  Fund. 

Mb.  A.O'CONNOR :  Arethey  auditedf 

«Mb.  JACKSON  :  Yes,  under  Statute, 
by  the  Speaker. 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 


PARLIAMENTARY  FRANCHISB  (EX- 

TENSION  TO  WOMEN,  (Ko.  S) 

BILL.    (No.  ISO.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

SMALL  DEBTS  (SCOT  LAND)  BILL. 
(No.  163.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Frogrees;    to    at 
again  on  Monday  6th  Maj. 

ASSIZES  BELIEF  BILL.    (No.  167.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  oommitted 
for  Tuesday  7th  May. 


WOODS    AND     FORESTS    AND     LAND 
RETENUES  OF  THE  CEOWK. 

Ordered,  Thftt  a  Select  GoDUBittae  be  sp* 
pointed  to  inquire  into  the  AdndiiietntaQn  sf 
the  Draertment  of  the  Woode  and  Fonali  sad 
Luid  Bereniiee  of  the  Grown.^jrr.  Jmekeem.) 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR    FROYISIOKAL 

ORDERS. 

Copy  ordered — 

**  Of  Memorandum  ttitinr  the  natne  of  ^bm 
PropoeaU  contained  in  thePioTiaooal  Oiders 
indod^  in  the  Pier  and  Harboor  Orden  Oon* 
firmation  BiU  (No.  J)/'— 5&-  Mukmei  f  idb. 
Bmtk, 

Copy  preemted  accoidtnflT ;  to  Urn  umn  the 
TWhle«  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  IM.] 


HouM 


at  T««Bty  Miavtts 
after  TvelT«  o*cloek. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 


No.  B.] 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Ttuid'i!/,  SOth  April,  1889. 


REPHESENTATIVE  PEER  FOR 
IRELAND. 
Writs  and  ReturnB  electiag  the  Earl 
of  Luoan  &  Represeotatire  Peer  for  h 
land  in  the  room  of  the  late  Earl 
Portarlington,  deoeaaed,  viththeOerti 
cate  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Grown  in  Irelnnd 
annexed  thereto:   Delivered  (on  oath], 
and  Ortificate  read. 

speaker  of  the  house. 
Thb  lord  chancellor  sc 
quainted  the  Houae  that  Her  Majoaty 
bad  (by  CommisBion)  appointed  tiie 
Earl  of  Morlej  Speaker  of  the  Housed  in 
the  absence  of  the  Lord  Chancelloz' ; 
The  said  CommiBsion  was  read. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTTION  FOE 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 
Report  from,  That  the  Committee 
have  added  The  Earl  Brownlow  and  llio 
Lord  £er  (Margueu  o/  Lothian)  to  tlie 
Standing  Committee  for  Bills  relatiaj* 
to  Law,  ftc.,  for  the  consideration  of  t.]\<, 
Reformatory  Schools  Bill  [h-i--]  I  That 
the  Committee  hare  added  the  Lunl 
Strathedea  to  the  Standing  Committed' 
for  General  Bills,  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement 
Metropolis  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  And  theLjid] 
Chaworth  (£ari  of  Meath)  for  the  cou- 
cdderation  of  the  Indecent  Advertiso- 
raenta  Bill  [u.l.];  Read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

BEMOVAL  OF  WKKCKB    ACT    (1877)    AMEKD- 
UBNT    BILL    (No.    46). 

Beid  1* :  to  be  printed :  and  to  he  read  2*  on 
Thursdajr  neat.— [T'-i  Earl  of  Mitttovia). 

VOL  CCCXXXV.      iTHIED  8EKiE£.J 


COUMTT  OOUNOIUARS  (QtrALIFIOATIOIT  OF 
WOMBW)  BILL  (No.  47). 
A  Bill  to  enable  womea  to  be  elected  and  to 
act  as  CouDt^  CouDcillors — Was  pruaented  by 
The  Lard  Chaworth  (E.  Mtath) :  rood  1* ;  and 
to  be  printed. 

COUUtsaiONEB  POH   OATHS  BILL    (No.    fi). 
Read  3>,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Com- 


LARCENY  ACT,  ISfil,  AMENDMENT 
(OSE  OP  FIREARMS)  BILL  [No.  30). 
The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN,  in  rising 
to  move  "  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to 
the  Standing  Committee  for  Bills  relat- 
ing to  Law,  Sec,"  said  :  My  Lords,  before 
making  the  Motion  which  stands  in  opiy 
name  I  wish  to  call  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  fact  that  we  are  at 
preseat  a  good  deal  in  the  dark  with 
regard  to  the  Standing  Oommitteee.  We 
are  ignorant  of  when  they  are  to  meet 
or  where  they  are  to  meet.  Wa  d-t  not 
know  exactly  whether  they  are  to  bo 
public  or  private,  and  we  are  completely 
in  the  dark  as  to  by  what  standard  we 
should  be  guided  in  making  the  Motion 
'X)  refer  a  Bill  to  either  the  btand- 
ng  Committee  on  Law,  or  that  for 
Oeoeral  Bills.  I  am  moving  tu  refer 
this  Bill  and  the  Town  Police 
Clauses  Act  Amendment  Bill  to 
the  Standi^  Committee  fpr  Bills 
relating  to  Law,  not  for  any  particular 
reason,  because  so  far  as  I  can  see 
they  might  just  as  well  be  referred  to 
the  Standing  Committee  for  General 
Bills.  As  my  noble  Friend  opposite 
pointed  out,  there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill 
now  under  your  Lordships'  notice  which 
requires  particularly  the  acumen  or 
^ucation  of  lawyers  to  unravel  or 
dissect.  But  I  propose  to  refer  it  to 
the  Law  Committee,  partly  because  it 
\rBa  suggested  to  me  that  that  was  the 
2  E 
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they  aro  also  to  receive  the  contributioDs 
for  whif;h  that  revenue  has  been  substi- 
tuted. If  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
raise  a  question  with  reference  to  this 
matter  by  a  Motion,  it  will,  of  course,  be 
bo  m)im  to  him  to  do  bo. 

Mil.  MCLAREN:  Is  it  not  the  case 
that  this  payment  was  for  the  repair  of 
main  roads  up  to  the  25th  of  March, 
1887? 

Mil.  LONG  :  No,  Sir ;  certainly  not. 
Tho  payinont  was  niado  in  relief  of  the 
ratos  for  tho  current  year  18h8,  but  as 
tho  expondituro  for  the  current  year 
could  not  bo  ascertained,  the  payment 
had  to  bo  based  on  the  ezpenaiture  of 
tho  provious  year.  The  sum  was  paid, 
howovor,  in  roliof  of  the  rates  for  the 
ourront  year. 

Mr.  C.  K.  SPENOER  (Northampton- 
shiro,  Mid):  Is  that  in  accordance  with 
the  Atatoinont  which  has  boon  mado  by 
I^ml  Salisbury  ? 

Mh.  LONU  :  I  am  unable  to  say,  nor 
do  I  know  what  statement  the*  hon. 
MiMubor  n^fera  to.  It  is.  however,  in 
a^Hvrdanco  with  tho  stat^^monts  that 
won^  made  in  this  lIo\ise. 

Mk,  i\  K,  v^rKNOKK:  Are  we  to 
undorHtand  that  it  is  in  aiHH>rdanoe  with 
the  dtvlaratiou  of  the  Tresidont  of  the 
Iax\-«1  iKn'orumont  Uoar^i  ? 

Mk.  LiA'O:  iVrtainlv. 

UAU.WAY   KATKS, 

M>;  WAl.TKK  MM.AKF.N  aaked  tho 
IVvMvlont  %*f  tho  IWrtl  of  Trade 
whotlior  ho  had  rtveivod  noti^vs  of  ob 
itvtion  ftNMutho  Uritisih  l>airv  Firmor*' 
AASvviAtion  t*>  the  pn^jH^tsl  9\*hodultvt 
of  m.-4\iuv,i*u  rattVH  of  the  *«t»  chief  rail 
wax  *\^:v.p:iuios  \u  tho  kiu^U^m,  ohiollv 


{COMMONS} 

♦The  president  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hjgks  Bbagh^ 
Bristol,  W.)  said  that  notices  of  objec- 
tion of  the  kind  described  in  tiie 
question  had  been  receiTod  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  They  had  eridently 
been  drawn  up  with  great  care,  and 
contained  statements  a^.d  arguments 
which  were  well  worthy  of  consideration; 
but  as  he  had  to  form  an  opinion  on  the 
matter  after  hearing  both  sides,  he 
could  not,  of  course,  say  now  what  hit 
opinion  was  likely  to  be. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  say  when  the  parties  will  be 
heard  ?  Will  it  be  not  until  after  all 
the  notices  have  been  lodged  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  The  hear- 
ing will  not  begin  until  after  that  time* 


THE  SUGAR  CONVENTION. 

Mr.  CRAIG  (Newcastle-upon-Tyne): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  as  the  declaration 
attached  to  the  Sugar  OonTontion  pro- 
vides that 

'*Two  months  at  least  before  the  Special 
Commission  meets  the  Laws  put  in  by  the 
different  Powers,  as  sappressing  all  BoantieK, 
shall  bo  commanicated  to  the  various  signatory 
lun-ernmonls," 

will  they  be  laid  before  Parliament 
pn^vious  to  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
^uga^  Convention  Bill  ? 
♦Thk  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  ¥x>R  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
vSiK  J.  FERorssox.  Manchester,  N.W.) : 
Tho  pr\^jM>sed  laws,  or  as  we  say  Bills, 
an*  submitt€Kl  to  the  International  Com- 
uus»iou  with  the  view  of  examining 
wh:»tht^r  they  are  sufficient  to  give 
otVtvt  to  the  Convention,  but  chiefly  for 


\u  rt\>i^v:  of  thtMr  j^r\^|H^sal*  rt**rat\Uu^  ^ho  puqvvjte  of  affording  the   bounty- 

tho  v*,M  v'.u»;o  .^f  luilk  ;  \^  hothor.  altlioujih  jTivinjr  IVwers  the  means  of  ascertaining 

aV/.uvN!  sVi  iui)k  wa?t  x'avr»i\l  ^\  ^vas*onjf<^r  ^he  moa;^ure$  by  which  bounties  maybe 

tiAiv.x,  tV.o^v  \%orx*  u**  «5>n\\iir!o  pi\^|\vHHU  *.v.ost  otV^vTually  abolished.     They  will, 

».u     ;V.i*    >,*usiul<\s     (vn-    a    r^v^^sMiaMo  vt'ub:u>**.   bo  presented  to  Parliament 


w A \  • . ^ . ; i . *.\  X  ;> ; ; V  >fc  V,  o ;  V, 0 V  Sx* :x>  0  *viu  J* A \i  1 0 ^»  ut  !  V. o  tV rux  i  n  w h: oh  they  have  passed 

l^w^x^^No.;   :,*  t.^Vi^  jvwox  tv*  ^V.Ai>;v  tx^v  '-^^-r    ro^iwnr^  Lt»ir^slatares,    but    at 

v,v,',x  vx '.,\.\iNl  V\  |MSx.»>j;vi   ?\\4\v.x  'M  ^^^x'^VM^r.t  A*  :>eY  ar>?"to  be  laid  before 

iv^    1>     o».    :>     Sa     :«   ji^l'ov,    t.M    a\v>  *^**^  vV"V.xv:;ss:,'»r.,  and  may  be  said  to  be 

J, .  > •  *  1 : .  s'    !; .^ >*  »*x  oA    x*\ ,M : ,    w  h / J  *\xM    a'\  > «  ^^^'^  T  '^*=''<*i-^ «  oonn ientiallv,  it  would 

tho   *i».v:.,*::5«  ,Vi'.!»-.i,\    itv^i    .U,v   ,Nx;-  Iv '.'.uvr^ivr  r.'*  rr^jse:::  them.' 

\\AV.U\N  x'.,';j!»i    ^s*    .ixV*s;    ^*  xiAiO  **,Mt\^\ 


♦  'k  .% 


AV.. 


•> 


.*.  ,;     ,\Ki.*l 


X^.^ 


St 


S.s    1      r:  AY  FAIR    :Leed^    S.): 
\N  ..   ,^,-  rc^:   h-   ^.T^ntleman  tell  ns 

*:c^i:.>rT  powers  have 
■    I^r*^    BiUs  on  the 
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Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  all  Officers  who  were 
appointed  to  cadetships  in  the  Indian 
Army  after  December  185p  were  in- 
formed that  their  appointments  were 
conditional,  or  subject  to  any  alteration 
that  might  be  decided  on :  If  any 
Officer  was  not  so  informed,  wherein  do 
the  conditions  of  his  appointment  differ 
from  those  Officers  appointed  before 
December  1858,  and  who  remained  local 
Officers:  And  whether  an  Officer  (Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Chapman,  late  Madras 
Army)  who  had  received  his  nomination 
under  the  old  conditions,  and  had  never 
been  informed  of  the  contemplated 
changes,  or  called  upon  to  sigpiify  his 
consent  thereto,  bad  nevertheless  been 
posted  to  the  general  list,  and  subjected 
to  great  loss  thereby? 
*SiB  J.  GOKST:  Many  officers  ap- 
pointed to  cadetships  in  the  Indian  Army 
after  Decemler,  1858,  were  not  called 
on  to  sign  a  note  to  the  effect  that  they 
were  aware  of  the  conditions  then  intro- 
duced. (2)  All  these  officers  were  ap- 
pointed subject  to  those  conditions. 
Officers  appointed  before  December, 
1858  were  not.  (3)  Col.  Chapman, 
received  his  appointment  in  March  1 859, 
under  the  conditions  under  which  it 
could  alone  be  granted.  He  was  posted 
to  the  general  Ust,  in  common  with  the 
other  officers  in  his  position. 


2ULULAND— SENTENCES    ON  NATIVE 

CHIEFS. 

SiB  ROBERT  FOWLER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  received  official  informa- 
tion of  the  sentences  on  the  Zulu 
Chiefs ;  and  whether  the  question  will 
receive  the  consideration  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  ? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Babon 
H.  DB  WoBMs,  Liverpool,  East  Tox- 
teth)  :  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
been  officially  informed  that  Undabuko 
has  been  sentenced  to  imprisonment  for 
fifteen  years,T6hingana  to  imprisonment 
for  twelve  years,  and  Dinizulu  to  im- 
prisonment for  ten  years.  These  sen- 
tences are  not  to  be  carried  out  until  the 


Secretary  of  State  has  been  able  to  con- 
sider the  cases. 

COUNTY  COUNCIL  VOTERS. 

Mr.  HERMON  HODGE  (Lanca- 
shire, Accrington)  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  County  Councils 
giving  instructions  for  the  preparation 
of  lists  of  voters  in  urban  districts  in 
street  order,  town  clerks  of  municipal 
boroughs  who  have  already  issued  their 
precepts  will  be  compelled  to  issue  sup- 
plemental instructions  in  accordance 
therewith;  if  not,  who  are  the  autho- 
rities to  give  such  instructions  to  town 
clerks  of  municipal  boroughs  ? 

Mr.  long  :  The  question,  I  under- 
stand, applies  to  cases  where  directions 
have  been  given  by  the  County  Council 
that  the  lists  of  voters  shall  be  made 
out  according  to  the  order  in  which  the 
qualifying  premises  appear  in  the  rate- 
book. We  are  advised  that  unless  the 
directions  have  been  given  by  the 
County  Council  prior  to  the  issue  by  the 
town  clerk  of  his  precept,  the  directions 
will  only  take  effect  in  connection  with 
the  registration  for  the  aubsequent  year. 

H.M.S.  SULTAN. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  pro- 
spects of  raising  the  Sultan^  and  when 
will  the  Court  of  Inquiry  be  held  as  to 
whether  proper  means  were  adopted 
immediately  after  the  stranding  of  the 
vessel  to  recover  it  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  reports  received  from 
the  officers  of  the  Mediterranean  Fleet 
and  the  dockyard  officials  who  have  in- 
spected the  Sultan  are  not  favourable 
to  the  prospect  of  saving  the  vessel. 
Their  view  is  confirmed  by  the  salvage 
company  who  were  engaged  by  the 
Admiralty  and  were  working  on  the 
spot.  Other  salvage  companies  take  a 
more  favourable  opinion  of  the  position 
of  the  ship,  and  have  made  offers  to  attempt 
to  raise  her.  The  damage  to  the  hull  is 
considerable,  and  the  deterioration  of 
the  fittings  and  machinery  will  be  so 
great  that  it  is  very  doubtful,  from  a 
pecuniary  point  of  view,  whether  the 
Sultan  is  worth  raising  ;  but  until  I 
know  what  the  claim  for  salvage  will  be 


Guli  Ceatl—Mw^tr         {  GOMUONS  ) 


ofUr.DAri^- 


'.  give  a  deSnite  opinion  apoii    Oardiguuhire.    Aftar 

...        «    *.._•! ; 7 :_i.    .1..      Hninp    flffine     the     no 


OffiM  the 
decided  to  place  >  polioe 
to  protect  Ut.  SteTsm." 
Whether   ■orh 


thiB  poiut.     A  furtlier  inqnirj  into  thi- 

measures  taken  to  Bare  the  fin/fan  aftet 

ehe  gToundsd  is   neceBsarj.      The  lati- 

Com  man  derm- Chief    of    the    Mediter  .    .. 

ranean,  hie  Kojal  Highness  the  Duke  of    **^^    "^^    P^"  =    "^    whathar  nj 

Edinburgh,  has  unfortunately   been  k-    ;|^|*„'  ^^„^°^;!^-(^*~^Ji!l' 

eehoUSlj        '       "  l^aana    n     nT<     ^         dti     itib-wi  a  m 

month  bj 

wLollj    unable  to  tranaact  navAl  boei' 
neas;      until,     therefore,     he    is 
valeacent  it  will  not  be  poedble  to 
mence  the  inreatigataon. 

THE  TtiKKAGE  BILL. 


LdiBpoeed   during    the    l^t    pe»oefnlni«ierrtandingwiaitii«fa 
attack  of  ferw  as  to  bt    "^  **"  render  the  [WMnoe  of  th.  p^ 
TTTinnrnnfHTj.  ae  had  bean  diMie  m  OBMr 
Welsh  counties  ? 

The  SBCEETAKT  of  STATE  in 

TBii:     HOUE     DEPARTMENT    flfr. 

Uattbzwb.  Binningliain,    E.)  :  I  nan 

received   no    oommnTiication    fimn  tile 

Ma.   DONKES   (Tynemouth)   adted  '  "*^'.'"''*t .  "^     Oarmartiwiahiw    md 

the  President    of  the  Board  of  Trade    Card:ganBhir6  ot  the  flobjeot  to  whiA 


whether,  in  the  event  of  thi 
Tonnage  Bill  becoming  law,  the 
tonnage  of  those  steamers  of  fureign 
-—  B  that  had  practically  adopted 


the  paragraph  refora.  I  J  _  _  ._.  . 
to  the  cbi^  oonatablM  of  the  tvo- 
connties,  and  nntil  I  hear  bum  thas  I 
podtion  to  aaj  whether  th» 


__   Bystem  of  measurement  would   be    ^'^  are   aoCTu»t*ly    atalad,    or   what 
increased  fur  paring   dues  in    foreieu    attempts  hare  been  made  to  oome  to  a 


ports    in    the    same"  way   as    that    of    P**^*"! 
English  steamers   would  be  under  the 
sew  Bill? 

*£!is  U.  HICKS  BEACH :  Assuming 
that  the  Tonnage  Bill  beoomes  law  in 
the  terms  in  which  it  is  introduced,  ""'^  ■;""'" 
it  will  have  no  effect  whatever^  foraltarati. 
the  paymMit  of  dues  by  foreign  ebips  in 
foreign  pcola.  No  foreign  eoaatry  diat 
I  am  aware  of  has  adopted  the  It^tUa 
dedsion  as  part  of  its  tannage  lawa 
The  meaauivmeni  of  tonnage  under  that 
decision  would  be  abolish^  bj  the  Bill 
in  favour  of  the  tonnage  of  the  in- 
tamatiunal  airangennent. 

Ma-  CBAIG:  Arising  ont  of  the 
anewer  of  the  tight  hon.  G^atleman 
will  he  tell  us  where  we  can  nt  a  eopj 
of  the  I*oi^i4  deciaiaii  ? 
^*SiB  U.  HICKS  BEACH:  No,  Sir, 
:  becKoae  ^ere  was 


iderrtanding. 


Llall. 


THE  ISH.4BITED  HOUSE  DTTTY. 
Uajob  RASGH  (Emwx,  S.E.^MkMl 
the  Secretary  to  the  Tnumj 
whether,  with  referenoe  to  the  petitiaBa 
•esment  of  Inhabited 
House  Duty,  he  oonld  plaee  lodging- 
hoaee  keepers  and  achoolmaatan  on  the 
same  basis  as  traden  ? 
*Th£  SECBETABY  to  tsb  TREA- 
Srsr  ;Mr.  Jicaeoi.  Leeda,  N.):  In 
new  of  the  fact  that  additianal  taxation 
is  neoensaiT  in  the  preeent  jesr,  it  ia 
impoesible  to  make  modififiatioM  ot  the 
exisnng  duties  whidi  would  inralre  a 
loss  to  the  Kerenne.  Hie  altvatioii 
which  the  hon.  MetnbCT  aaggMf  i«  of 
this  chararter.  Uweorer  it  doea  w>t 
stand  alone,  and  if  we  are  to  andertako 
a  revison  of  the  House  Da^  ««  maat 
~,      ,        .11-  .   .,~    await  a  tine  when  it  is  poan  d1«  to  deal 

■  w  UHN  iiv  neiBT-    »,(,njj  ^u,  i^  opened  np. 


aware  thai  ihe 

ing.  I'ui  it  was  nevvr  actaally  heard. 
The  B.>ard  of  Trad»  was  advised  that  it 
had  so  case. 


CrtiLP    C\tAST— THE  in-KDKB    OF    MB. 
I>.\l.KYMrLE  AT  TATIEVK. 
T.-Tm  SJ.LES  IS  WALES.  SiK  KORKRT  FOWLER  aaked  the 

Ma-  EOWKS  KOWLAXl^  ^CV-  ^'o-***  **«*«WT  of  Stats  for  tk» 
digantdiiiv'  askt^  the  SMvMarv  of  ^.tltwies  whi>theT  the  Gv-)rerBmaBt  w«» 
Staw  t»  tiie  H.>me  lVpai«nMil  »'^« »'"  woeipi  of  a  R«Mn  by  tii» 
whether  hi*  aiwnuon  had  beM  oaUed  '^^'"*a'W  '■**  »!«*'  '''■J3  OoMt,  «  a. 
v>  the  f>.*U.'.wing  pan^mph  in  the  P**it»''w  ^^^'wn  i^*  iaiyiMn  at  Aana, 
Airs*  of  sUiurdav  lata  :  bti.ire  wh.-us  IVkJa  Oohaaak  and  N^ad 

$eWh   were   irie^   ^asi    Aac«st 
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Tarieve ;  and,  if  so,  what  action  has 
been  taken  thereon  ;  whether  the 
Governor  has  been  called  upon  to 
explain  the  discrepancies  between  the 
indiotmeDt  against  thoie  two  men  for 
alleged  complicity  in  the  murder  of  Mr. 
Dalrymple,  and  the  Governor's  state- 
ment, ae  reported  in  the  Oold  Coail 
Ooternmtnt  OatatU,  that  they,  aad  also 
a  third  prisoner,  Akoto  Mamlay,  an  old 
woman,  had  been  tried,  not  only  for  the 
murder  of  Mr.  Balrymple  last  Ifay,  but 
also  for  certain  other  murders  at  an 
earlier  date;  and  what  reply,  if  any, 
has  been  made  to  the  jurymen  who,  in 
the  petition  referred  to,  urge  that  the 
Governor's  atatemente  respecting  the 
trial  at  which,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  Judge,  they  acquitted  the  two  first 
named  prisoners,  is  ' '  not  only  incorrect. 
but  also  untrue  aad  unjust  and  without 
foundation,"  and  that  they  have  been 
"greatly  wronged  by  reason  of  their 
integrity  as  jurors  having  been  unjustly 
impugned  by  hie  Kxcellency  and  the 
Legislative  Council  endeavouring  to 
make  Bcapegoata  of  them  by  imputing  . 
blame  to  them  for  the  consequent  result 
of  an  injudicious  policy  and  the  foohah - 
blunders  committed  by  aome  official  or 
officials  ?  " 
'Baron  H.  de  WOKUS  :  In  answer 
to  the  Gret  and  third  paragraphs  of  my 
hen.  Friend's  question,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  ia  still  await- 
ing the  receipt  of  the  petition  through 
the  Governor  with  his  report  tberoon. 
The  delay  probably  arises  from  the 
fact  that  he  nas  only  recently  returned 
to  head  quarters  from  a  prolonged  tour 
of  inspection.  In  answer  to  the  second 
paragraph,  it  was  intended  to  proceed 
against  these  men  on  both  charges ; 
but  on  their  acquittal  on  the  first  indict 
ment,  the  Prosecution  decided  not  to 
proceed  with  the  second. 

SCHOOL  BOARD  SUMMONSES. 
Ma.  PICKGR8aiLL(Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.),  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  incon- 
venience and  loss  of  time  suffered  by 
persons  resident  in  Bethnal  Oreea  and 
neighbourhood,  owing  to  School  fioard 
sommonsee  being  now  taken  at  Dalston 
f  oli''e  Court ;  anu  whether  he  would 
make  arrangements  by  which  they  could 
be  heard  at  Worship  Street,  as  for- 
merly  ? 
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Me.  MATTHEWS:  I  am   informed 
by  the  Chief  Magistrate  that  he  has  this 


matter  now  under  his  consideration, 
and  will  shortly  report  to  me  upon  it. 
I  will  then  consider  whether  any  new 
arrangement  can  be  made  by  which  the 
grievance  in  question  can  be  remedied. 

THE  P.\RrS  EXHIBITION. 
Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  British 
Ambaseador  to  France  had  been  or 
would  be  instructed  to  attend  the  open- 
ing of  the  Paris  Exhibition. 
*SiB  J-  FERGUSSON  :  No  such  in- 
struction has  been  given  to  the  Ambas- 
sador, and  as  we  are  not  taking  part 
officially  in  the  Exhibition  such  an  in- 
struction will  not  be  necessary. 

WOMEN  CODNTY  CODNUIL  ELECTORS. 
Mr.  WALTER  M'LAEEN  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  Clause  B  of  the 
Scotch  Local  Government  Bill  meant 
that  every  County  Council  elector, 
including  women,  would  be  qualified  to 
be  elected  to  the  County  Council ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  he  would  introduce 
words  to  make  it  clear  that  women 
electors  are  eligible  for  election  ? 

•Thb  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Ms. 
J.  P.  B.  EoBEnTSON,  Buteshire) :  No, 
Sir  ;  the  clause  does  not  purport  to  state 
the  necessary  qualifications  of  Council- 
tors,  but  only  enacts  a  disqualification. 
It  leaves  standing  the  general  common 
law  as  to  personal  qualifications  for 
holding  public  offices. 

Mr.  M'LAEEN :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  state  whether  the 
Bill  will  or  will  not  enable  women  to 
vote  at  CouDly  Council  elections  ? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.BOBii.ErSON:  It  will 
not  enable  them. 

CERTIPIOATION  OF  DEATHS. 
Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
according  to  the  last  Beport  of  the 
RegiBtrarGenerallT,465  deaths  occurred 
in  England  and  Wales  during  1887, 
where  the  cause  of  death  was  not  certified 
by  any  medical  attendant  or  coroners' 
inquiry  ;  and  whether,  taking  that  fact 
into  consideration,  Government  will  con- 
sent to  the    appointment  of    a  Select 
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Committee  to  inquire  into  the  efficiency 
of  the  existing  law  as  to  the  disposal  of 
the  dead,  for  securing  an  accurate 
record  of  the  causes  of  death  in  all  cases, 
and  especially  for  detecting  them  where 
death  may  have  heen  due  to  poison, 
violence,  or  criminal  neglect. 

Mr.  long  :  The  proportion  of  deaths, 
where  the  cause  of  death  is  not  certified 
by  any  medical  attendant  or  coroner's 
inquiry,  is  steadily  declining.  In  1879 
the  proportion  was  4-7  per  cent,  while 
in  1887  it  was  only  3*3  per  cent.  The 
proportion  varies  from  0*8  per  cent  in 
Middlesex  (extra  metropolitan)  to  5*7 
in  Dublin,  and  7-4  in  Wales.  The 
Begistrar  General  informs  me  that  the 
uncertified  causes  of  death  (including  a 
considerable  majority  of  cases  of  infants 
and  young  children)  may  be  generally 
sub-divided  into  two  classes — ( 1  )th  e  cases 
in  which  the  deceased  person  has  had 
no  medical  attendance  during  his  last 
illness ;  and  (2)  the  cases  in  which  the 
attendance  has  been  by  an  unqualified 
or  unregistered  practitioner.  As  regards 
the  first  class  of  cases,  they  are  most 
numerous  in  the  sparsely  populated 
districts,  where  distance  places  a  natural 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  procuring  medi- 
cal attendance.  The  second  class  of 
cases  may  be  subdivided.  In  some 
instances  an  unregistered  practitioner 
is  working  on  his  own  account,  in 
others  he  is  acting  as  the  assistant  or 
^uaM  partner  of  a  registered  practitioner, 
and  in  others  the  practitioner  may  be 
duly  qualified,  but  either  he  is  unregis- 
tered or  has  been  removed  from  the 
register.  The  Registrar-General  has 
good  reason  to  know  that  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  cases  of  uncertified 
deaths  are  reported  by  registrars  to 
coroners  prior  to  their  registration, 
although  these  officers,  in  the  exercise 
of  their  discretion,  decide  that  it  is 
unnecessary  to  hold  inquests.  I  cannot 
say  that  I  think  the  circumstances  are 
such  a'  to  require  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  as  suggested. 

Dr.  CAMEEON:  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  on  the  earliest  opportunity  I  shall 
call  attention  to  the  subject,  and  move  a 
Besolution  upon  it. 
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NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

The      hon.      Edward      Knatchbull- 
Hugessen,  for  the  Borough  of  Rochester. 

Br,  Cameron 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (MORNING 

SITTINGS). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  unless  the  House  otherwise  order, 
the  House  do  meet  at  Two  of  the  clock  on 
Tuesday  and  Friday,  and  that  the  provisions 
of  Standing  Order  66  be  extendi  to  the 
Mor^me  Sitting  on  those  da  vs.*' — {Sir  Michel 
Eiekt  Btaeh,) 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  am  sorry  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  not  here 
to  explain  the  reasons  which  induced 
him  to  place  this  Motion  upon  the 
Paper.  Up  to  the  present  time  the 
G-ovemment  have  always  told  us 
that  the  business  was  in  arrear, 
and  that  it  was  necessary  to  ap- 
propriate the  time  set  apart  for  the 
Motions  of  private  Members.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  much  good  to  be  gained 
at  this  time  of  the  Session  by  protesting 
on  the  part  of  private  Members  against 
this  taking  away  of  the  whole  of  their 
time.  The  Government  now  propose 
to  take  two  morning  sittings,  one  on 
Tuesdays  and  the  other  on  Fridays,  and 
the  Amendment  I  have  put  down  upon 
the  Paper  would  give  the  Gbvernment 
the  whole  of  one  night,  and  would  re- 
serve to  private  Member's  the  whole  of 
another  night.  I  trust  that  in  disposing 
of  the  question  the  Government  will  not 
bring  in  their  majority  to  override  the 
wishes  of  the  House.  I  think  it  would 
be  of  advantage  to  private  Members 
that  the  Government  should  have  the 
whole  of  one  night,  and  that  they 
should  have  the  whole  of  another,  be- 
cause, so  far  as  private  Members  are  con- 
cerned, the  proposal  of  the  Government 
in  its  present  form  would,  practically, 
ruin  two  of  their  evenings.  Every  Mem- 
ber knows  that  when  the  Government 
takes  a  morning  sitting  from  1  till  7,  it 
is  almost  impossible,  unless  the  question 
is  one  of  the  highest  importance,  for  a 
private  Member  to  make  a  House  at 
9  o'clock.  Therefore,  to  take  morning 
sittings  on  both  of  the  private  Member's 
nights  will  be  practically  to  ruin  the  two 
evenings  devoted  to  private  Members. 
If  my  proposal  be  accepted,  the  Govern- 
ment will  gain  something  like  half  an 
hour  in  the  length  of  the  sitting,  and 
will  also  gain  in  the  rapidity  with 
which   they  will  be  able  to  dispose  of 
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badness  by  ba^in^i^  the  dinner  hour 
available.  Hon.  Members  know  very 
well,  that  during  that  hour  avast  amount 
of  business  is  generally  done.  There- 
fore, if  my  proposal  be  accepted,  I  believe 
that  both  the  Government  and  the  House 

fenerally    will    be    largely    benefited, 
he  other  day,  when  a  similar  proposal 
was  made,  a  great  objection  was  taken 
to  the  suspension  of  the  12  o'clock  rule, 
and  yet  the  Government  now  propose  to 
euspend    the    12   o'clock   rule  on  two 
nights  ic  the  week.     I  believe  that  the 
House  is  disinclined  to  sit  until  I  o'clock 
in  the  morning,   and   would   prefer  to 
return  to  the  12  o'clock  rule,  except  in 
a  case  of  urgency.     I  therefore  suggest 
that  the  Government  should  take  the 
whole  of  Tuesday  or  Friday,  and  leave 
the  whole  of  the  other  day  to  private 
Members.      It   may   be   urged   that  it 
would  bo  creating  a  precedent  for  the 
Government  to  have  three  days  a  week 
but  I  confess  that  I  am  one  of  those  who 
think  that    the  Government   ought   to 
have  three  nights  out  of  the  five  at  its 
disposal.     At  present,  the  Government 
practically  obtain  them  by  infringing  the 
rights  of  private  Members,  and  I  think 
it  would    be  more    convenient    to    fix 
permanently      that     the      Government 
should   have  three  nights  a  week.      I 
trust  that  the  Government  will  meet  my 
proposal  in  a  conciliatory  spirit.     I  have 
proposed   that  the  Government  should 
take    Friday,    and    leave    Tuesday    to 
private  Members,  and  I  have  done  so 
because  I  find  that  the  motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  in  reference  to  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Welsh  Church  is  down  for 
Tueeday  next.     But  as  between  Tues- 
day and  Friday,     I     have    no    strong 
opinion.     I  only  ask  that  the  Govern- 
ment   should     respect    the    rights     of 
private  Members  for  one  night,  and  I 
believe   that  if  they  do  this  they  will 
^et  through  some  business  themselves, 
while  they  will  still  leave  an  opportunity 
to  private   Members  to   bring  forward 
matters  in  which  they  are  interested.     I 
beg  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which  I 
have  given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  •*  order,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  the  provisions  of  Standing  Order  56  be 
extended  to  Friday." — {3fr,  Sydney 
Buxton), 


Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  dillwyn  (Swansea) :  In  se- 
conding  the  Amendment,  I  sincerely  hope 
the  Government  will  accede  to  the  re- 
quest of  my  hon.  Friend,  yet  I  have  no 
strong  expectation  that  the  Government 
will  do  so,  seeing  how  recklessly  they 
have  used  their  power  already  to 
take  away  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers. I  confess  I  have  no  great  hope 
that  they  will  alter  their  course  at  my 
solicitation,  though  I  think  I  have  a 
special  claim  when  I  make  an  interested 
appeal  on  behalf  of  the  motion  for  which 
I  have  secured  first  place  14  days  hence. 
The  question  I  desire  to  raise  in  reference 
to  the  Established  Church  in  Wales  ex- 
cites the  greatest  interest  throughout  the 
whole  Principality,  and  I  make  a  special 
appeal  to  the  Government  in  its  favour. 
In  the  very  first  Session  of  this  Parlia- 
ment, and  at  an  earlier  day  than  I  have 
obtained  this  year,  I  succeeded  in  getting 
a  first  place,  but  afterwards  that  op- 
portunity was  ruthlessly  taken  away  to 
meet  the  exigencies  of  public  busi- 
ness. Many  times  since  then  I  have 
balloted,  but  never  have  I  been 
successful  until  now,  and  agtiin  I 
am  baulked  by  the  Government  taking 
away  Tuesday,  leaving  but  four 
hours     in    the    evening    at    the    dis- 

rDsal  of  private  Members.  Certainly, 
think  it  is  a  hard  fate,  and,  considering 
the  interest  taken  throughout  Wales  in 
the  subject  I  desire  to  raise,  I  think  the 
Government  might  allow  me  to  use  the 
opportunity  that  is  almost  within  my 
grasp. 

♦Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  If 
we  must  submit  to  something  of  this 
nature  I  very  much  prefer  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Poplar  to  that 
of  the  Government,  while  I  think  it 
will  most  conduce  to  economy  of  the 
time  of  the  House  and  serve  the  Go- 
vernment purpose  best.  More  business 
is  likely  to  be  done  in  an  whole  day 
than  in  two  half  days.  The  point  also 
I  particularly  aim  at  is  that  the 
amendment  will  not  trench  upon  the 
salutary  twelve  o'clock  rule,  and  I 
am  sure  this  wholesome  rule  is  much 
appreciated.  But  the  form  in  which 
the  question  is  put  is  that  the  words 
proposed  stand  part  of  the  Kesolu- 
tion.     I     must    protest    against     this 
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taking  by  the  Government  of  the  time 
of  private  Members  thus  early  in  the 
Session.  I  know  I  shall  be  told  that  the 
Government  are  driven  to  this  course 
by  what  is  called  obstruction,  but  in  an- 
ticipation I  protest  against  that,  and  I 
can  aver  that  there  has  been  less  ob- 
struction this  Seission  than  in  any  Ses- 
sion since  I  came  into  the  House. 
Indeed,  I  think  the  evil  connected  with 
the  congestion  of  business  with  which 
the  House  is  afflicted  is  less  unreason- 
able discussion  than  to  the  scamping 
of  business  insufficiently  discussed. 
Especially  I  refer  to  the  way  in 
which  Scotch  business  is  scamped. 
We  are  continually  told  that  we  must 
accept  Scotch  Bills  as  they  are  pre- 
sented to  us  or  not  at  all,  for  there 
is  not  time  to  discuss  them  sufficiently. 
No  doubt  it  is  the  case  that  the  business 
of  the  House,  and  with  it  the  congestion 
of  business,  is  increasing.  And  why  is 
this  ?  For  the  reason  that  it  is  totally 
impossible  that  one  House  sitting  as 
a  whole  can  dispose  of  the  whole 
legislative  work  of  the  three  kingdoms, 
and  conduct  the  affairs  of  this  great 
Empire,  dealing  not  only  with  the  great 
principles,  but  all  the  details  of  every 
Bill,  instead  of  proceeding  by  a  system 
of  delegation  of  labour  and  several  Com- 
mittees. I  feel  this  to  be  especially  the 
case  in  regard  to  Scotch  Bills.  This  Ses- 
sion there  is  a  large  amount  of  business 
relating  to  Scotland,  and  our  limited 
arrangements  for  Grand  Committees 
are  such  that  I  am  told  there  is  no 
power  to  refer  any  of  these  Bills  to  a 
Grand  Committee.  We  were  also  told 
the  other  day  that  the  rule^  of  the 
House  do  not  provide  for  the  reference 
of  private  Members*  Bills  to  a  Grand 
Committee.  I  do  not  know  what 
authority  there  is  for  that  statement, 
and  for  myself  I  can  see  no  reason 
why  Bills  of  all  classes  should  not  be 
90  referred,  including  Scotch  Bills. 
When  the  House  is  threatened  with 
much  Sooti."!!  business,  EInglish  Members 
would  be  relieved  and  Scotch  Members 
would  be  satisfied  by  referring  theee 
BiUs  to  a  Commiltee  composed  mainly, 
I  do  not  say  entirely,  of  Scotch 
Membersu  The  pretM^ut  Govemmeni, 
howev^r»  have  refused  this  ooncecMion, 
which  was  advocated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  lor  Mid 
Lothian ;  hence  it  is  that  busine^ 
generally  is  congested,  and  the  Govern- 


ment  find,  it  necessary,  er  make  it  a 
plea,  for  laying  hands  on  the  time  of 
private  Members.  I  altogether  object 
to  the  present  system,  and  I  think  that 
by  a  seasonable  system  of  delegation,, 
justice  would  be  done  to  Scotland,  and 
work  generally  would  be  more  effective. 
To  take  away  the  time  of  private  Members 
at  this  period  of  the  Session  cannot  be 
justified.  Taking  away  the  whole  time 
it  practically  is,  for  it  is  a  delusion  for 
private  Members  to  hope  to  secure  & 
proper  discussion  at  nine  o'clock. 
♦Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  just  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  to 
sfiow  that  the  feeling  in  favour  of  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Poplar  is  not  at  all  unanimous.  For 
myself,  and  I  can  speak  for  a  number 
of  Members  near  me,  I  much  prefer 
the  Government  proposal,  for  we  con- 
sider that  it  practically  gives  us  two 
chances  in  the  week  for  bringing  on 
Motions.  It  may  not  on  each  give 
opportunity  for  long  debate,  but  at  all 
events,  it  does  allow  of  discussion  and 
division.  I  quite  admit  that  for  & 
Motion  such  as  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  desires  to  bring  forward  & 
full  night's  debate  is  required,  and  in 
reference  to  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  move  an  amendment  to  the  Govern- 
ment resolution  excepting  the  Tuesday 
he  has  succeeded  in  securing  from  the 
operation  of  the  resolution,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  support  him ;  but  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  on  account  of  a 
single  exceptional  case  to  adopt  a  rule 
that  I  think  would  be  very  injurious  to 
the  interests  of  private  Members  and 
which  would  certainly  greatly  curtail 
the  opportunities  yet  remaining  for 
securing  discussion  of  subjects  in  which 
we  are  interested.  One  word  on  the 
general  principle  of  this  (Government 
monoply  of  the  time  of  the  Houae.  Thej 
do  not  gain  anything  by  it.  Thej  1^ 
us  debates  in  Committee  of  Supply  are 
unduly  protracted.  Of  course  thej  are, 
and  for  the  simple  reason  that  prtTate 
Members  cannot  bring  forward  any  sab- 
ject  at  all  unless  they  take  the  oppartu* 
nity  of  moving  a  formal  reduetion  of  a. 
vote  in  Coounittee  of  Supply.  Look  at  the 
straits  to  which  hon.  Members  are  diivea 
to  obtain  discussion  of  their  hobbiosL 
On  this  very  Motion  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  finds  an  opportunity  to 
discuss  the  n«i*glect  of  Scotch  busioeaa^ 
and    his    favourite   remedr  of   Gvawl 
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Committees,  and  my  hoa.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dundee  would,  had  he 
not  been  ruled  out  of  order,  have 
found  a  similar  opportunity.  As  illus- 
trating some  of  the  difficulties  of  hon. 
Members  who  do  not  secure  first  place 
on  the  orders  of  the  day,  I  may 
mention  that  on  to-night's  paper  stands 
a  Notice  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine),  but 
which  he  will  not  be  able  to  move  be- 
oause  he  has  not  taken  the  trouble  to 
put  the  terms  of  his  Motion  on  the 
paper — ^at  least  Mr.  Speaker,  1  know 
that  your  predecessor  was  in  the  habit 
of  voting  that  unless  the  specific  terms 
were  set  down,  a  Resolution  could  not  be 
moved  on  the  General  Notice  to  call 
attention  to  a  subject.  I  am  satisfied 
that  a  number  of  Members  are  much 
more  favourable  to  the  Government  pro- 
posal as  it  stands  than  to  the  amend- 
ment. I  shall  vote  against  both,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  if  the  Government 
succeed  in  carrying  their  resolution  they 
will  not  advance  business  one  whit,  for 
Members  will  find  opportunities  upon 
(Government  Bills  or  in  Committee  of 
Supply  to  call  attention  to  those  matters 
in  wnich  they  are  interested,  and  the 
result  will  be  a  number  of  irregular 
discussions  that  certainly  will  not  tend 
to  advance  business. 
♦The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  We  are  warned  that 
the  Government  will  not  gain  by  this 
proposal,  but  let  me  say  that  we  are  not 
only  anxious  that  the  Government  should 
gain,  but  that  the  House  should 
gain,  by  having  full  opportunity  for 
the  discussion  of  the  business  we 
are  anxious  to  introduce.  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  has  said 
with  justice  that  Committee  of  Supply 
is  made  the  means  of  ventilating  many 
subjects — hobbies  I  think  he  called 
them,  but  I  should  not  use  that  term — 
subjects  in  which  hon.  Members  are 
interested.  Well,  we  wish  to  get  on 
with  Supply,  and  it  is  more  or  less  in 
redemption  of  the  pledge  we  are  under 
to  take  Supplv  early  in  the  Session  that 
we  propose  tnis  Motion  to  the  House. 
The  House  is  fully  aware  of  the  impor- 
tant business  with  which  we  wish  to 
make  progress,  business  in  which  hon. 
Members  opposite  take  the  greatest 
interest  as  well  as  Members  on 
this  side,  and  apart  from  progress  with 


this  business,  we  wish  to  give  opportu- 
nity for  discussion  on  Supply,  while 
avoiding  the  necessity  of  pro  tracing  the 
Session  or  of  having  recourse  to  an 
Autumn  Session.  It  is  with  the  view  of 
facilitating  business  generally,  that  w& 
submit  this  Motion.  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  suggests  that  it  will  be  better 
to  take  the  whole  of  one  day,  Tuesday 
or  Friday,  instead  of  the  morning  sit- 
tings on  both  days.  We  have  considered 
that  matter  most  carefully,  both  from 
the  point  of  view  of  public  business  and 
the  convenience  of  private  Members;, 
and  I  believe  the  view  which  has  been 
expressed  is  correct,  that  by  adopting 
this  Motion  private  Members  would  pos- 
sess a  greater  advantage,  having  two 
evenings  in  the  week  instead  of  one. 
There  are  some  Motions  so  important, 
such  as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea,  that  they  might  not  be  suffi- 
ciently discussed  in  four  hours,  but  on 
the  whole  I  really  believe  private  Mem- 
bers stand  a  better  chance  by  accepting 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  than  by 
accepting  that  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  moved  the  Amendment.  The  hon.^ 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  protests  against 
the  sacrifice  of  private  Members'  rights, 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  ever  has  a  good 
field  day,  it  is  on  Government  nights 
when  the  House  is  in  Committee  of.' 
Supply ;  for  then  the  hon.  Member  posi- 
tively revels  in  all  and  every  subject 
that  can  possibly  be  introduced.  I 
should  have  thought  that  if  there 
was  any  Member  who  should  be 
grateful  to  the  Government  for 
bringing  on  Supply  early  and 
regularly,  it  would  be  the  hon. 
Member  who  is  so  extremely  indus- 
trious in  the  study  of  every  subject 
that  comes  under  the  cognizance  of  the- 
Committee.  I  do  not  wish  to  argue  this 
question  by  any  reference  to  the  hon. 
Member's  observation  upon  obstruction.. 
Let  the  present  discussion  be  confined, 
simply  to  the  point  as  to  what  is  best  to 
be  done  under  the  circumstances.  The 
Governmant  wish  to  meet  the  desire  of 
Members  to  discuss  the  Estimates  early 
in  the  year  with  proper  freedom,  and 
*in  that  sense  our  proposal  should  com- 
mend itself.  I  may  remind  the  House 
that  yesterday  we  obtained  two  votes. 
(Hear,  hear.)  Well,  if  this  is  to  be  con- 
sidered good  progress,  I  should  like  to 
know  how  many  nights  will  be  required 
for  Supply.     If  that  is  the  standard  of 
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good  progress,  and  the  G-overnment  are 
refused  Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  and  they 
are  to  Bave  two  days  a  week  for  four 
votes,  how  are  we  to  be  expected  to 
legislate  at  all  ?      Is  it  the   wish    of 
lion.  Members  that  we  should  have  no 
legislation  at  all?    Let  me  call  atten- 
tion to  the  standard  of  progress  sug- 
gested by  that  cheer  just  now,  namely, 
that    two    votes    in   an    evening  is    a 
respectable  allowance  from  an  indulgent 
House  of  Commons.     I  find   that  this 
year  we  have  passed  34  votes   in    12 
sittings,  and  that  is  the  slowest  progress 
that  has  ever   been  made  during  any 
period  with  which  I  have  been  able  to 
compare    it.     There    have   been   times 
when  30  votes  have  been    passed    in 
seven  days,  22  in  five  days,    while  last 
year  31  votes  were  passed  in  four  days. 
This  year  we  have  taken  34  votes  in  12 
days.     I  think  these  figures  show  that 
the   Government    have    not   acted   too 
early  in  their  desire  to  avert  the  danger 
of   being    forced   at    the    end   of    the 
Session  to  hurry  over  business  in  a  man- 
ner discreditable  to  our  business  capa- 
•  city,  and  with  which  private  Members  as 
well    as  the   G-overnment  have    every 
reason  to  be   dissatisfied.     I  hope  the 
House   will   see  it  is  in  no   spirit  of 
aggi'ession     towards    the    rights    and 
opportunities  of  private  Members  that 
the  Government  submit  this  Motion. 

Mr.  J.  MOELEY  (Newcastle) :  I  am 
quite  desirous,  like  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  to  keep  off  the  topic  of 
obstruction,  but  I  may  be  pardoned  for 
one  observation.  May  I  suggest  that, 
since  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
does  not  desire  to  discuss  the  question 
of  obstruction,  the  representatives  of 
the  Government  should  drop  making 
charges  of  obstruction  elsewhere.  There 
has,  no  doubt,  been  a  rather  tardy  pro- 
gress with  Votes;  the  figures  just  quoted 
show  that  to  some  extent ;  but  1  must 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
we  are  in  effect  now  discussing  Votes  in 
Supply  which  practically  we  have  not 
had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  for 
three  years.  [**  Why  ?  "]  Because  the 
time  of  the  House  has  been  so  regularly 
and  constantly  taken  up  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  their  own,  as  we  think,  unfor- 
tunate measures  that  there  has  been  no 
discussion  of  Votes  in  this  Parliament 
until  this  year. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  beg  pardon.  Last 


{  JOMMGNb} 

Votes,  upon  which  we  spent  the  whole 
of  yesterday,  were  taken  earlier  in  the 
year — April  9 — and,  under  no  pressure, 
were  passed  after  a  short  discussion. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:    It  is  quite  true 
the  Home  Office  Votes  have  been  dis- 
cussed at  some  length  as  compared  with 
last  year,  but  they  came  in  for  longer 
discussion  owing  to  the  passing  of  the 
Commission     Bill    last    year,    and    in 
regard  to   which,   rightly  or  wrongly, 
the  Home  Office   has   taken  a  certain 
part   which    it   was  the   duty    of   the 
Committee    to    discuss   this    y^ar.       I 
should  think  the  Home  Office  Vote  will 
always  from  its  importance   take  con- 
siderable time.     On  the  particular  ques- 
tion  whether  private   Members   would 
reap  more  advantage  from  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  than  from  that  of 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Buxton),  I  cannot 
help  feeling  that  the  latter  is  rather  in 
the  nature  of  a  blow  at  the  sanctity  of 
Friday  night    as  a  private   Members* 
preserve.   It  cannot  be  denied,  of  course, 
that  private  Members  would,  under  the 
motion  of  the   Government,    have  two 
chances  against  one  under  the  Amend- 
ment.    Therefore,   I  should  hardly  be 
able  to  support  the  proposal  of  my  lion. 
Friend.     I  wish  to  know,  however,  first, 
whether  it  is  to  be  understood  that  the 
Government  give  the  House  a  pledge 
that  on  Friday  nights  Supply   will   be 
put  down  as  the  first  Order ;    secondly, 
whether  the  Government  will  on  this  oc- 
casion, when  the  House  is  meeting  them 
so  generously,  undertake  to   make  and 
keep  a  House  at  the  evening  sitting  on 
Friday.     This  question   I   put  in   con- 
sequence of  something  that  fell  from  the 
First  Lord  on  a  former  occasion,   when 
he  denied,  against  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,    that  it 
was  the  practice  of  Governments  to  give 
this  undertaking.     Thirdly,  I   think  it 
would  be   very   fair,    considering  how 
often  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Dillwyn')  has 
been  disappointed,  if   the   Government 
were    to  promise  to  let  him   have  his 
Tuesday.     That  would  be  a  concession 
to  a  private  Member,    which   would   go 
far  to  soften  the  natural  disappointment 
caused  by  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  W.  G.  cavendish  BEN- 
TINCK  (Penryn  and  Falmouth):  Be- 
fore  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  replies, 
may  I  put  a  further  question,  whether 
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their  best  to  insure  the  keeping  of  a  \ 
House  for  a  reasonable  time  at  the 
evening  sittings  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays. 
I  have  myself  in  earlier  days  opposed 
the  break  of  two  hours  in  our  proceed- 
ings, for  I  know  how  extremely  difficult 
it  is  for  private  Members  to  be  in  their 

? laces  again  exactly   at  nine  o'clock, 
t  was  always  an  understood  thing  that 
the  Government  should  do  their  best  to 
be  represented  in  sufficient  numbers  to 
keep  a  House  for  at  least  half  an  hour 
after  nine  o'clock.     I  believe  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  there  are  no  less  than  thirty- 
seven  gentlemen,  who  sit  on  the  front 
bench,  enjoying  salaries,  which,  if  they 
are  not  too   high,   are,   at  all  events, 
extremely  good,  and  it  is  part  of  their 
duty  to  attend  to  make   a  House  on 
Tuesdays    and    Fridays.     It   was    the 
opinion  of  no  less  a  person  than  Lord 
Beaoonsfield   himself.     I  do  not  know 
whether  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  West  Kent  (Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke)  is  in  his  place,  but  I  am  quite  sure 
he  could  bear  out  my  statement  that 
there  was  nothing  so  repugnant  to  the 
late  Lord   BeaconsGeld  as  a  count- out 
on    an    evening    sitting    reserved    for 
private  Members,  and  constantiy,  in  the 
days  when  I  had  the  honour  to  be  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  we  received 
circulars  begging  of   Members  of  the 
Government     that  they    would    be   in 
attendance  to  prevent  such  a  scandal. 
I  think  also  we  have  a  right  to  ask  that 
on  Friday  nights  the  Government  should 
give  the  House  the  full  rights  of  Supply 
— that  is  to  say,  that  if  the  first  motion 
should  be  agreed  to,  then  some  one  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  should  immediately 
move,  **That  the  House  resolve  itself 
into    Committee  of   Supply,"    so    that 
Members  may  have  the  opportunity  of 
bringing  forward  their  motions!     In  the 
days  when  Lord  Ossington  was  Speaker, 
I  felt  it  my  duty  to  bring  forward  this 
very  question,  the  right    hon.   Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  being 
then  Leader    of    the   House,   and,   he 
having  declined  to  move  that  the  House 
do   resolve    itself    into    Committee    of 
Supply  after  the  first  Motion  had  been 
conceded,  I  then  endeavoured  to  make 
the  Motion,  but  was  prevented  by  the 
Speaker,  who  said  that  only  a  member  of 
the  Government  could  make    it.      On 
the  point  being  raised  a  second  time, 
having  regard  to  the  chanees  made  about 
the  year  I860,    when    the   motion   for 


adjournment  over  Saturday  was  got  rid 
of.  Lord  Ossington  held  that  it  was- 
obligatory  on  the  Government  on  Fri- 
day nights  to  make  the  motion.  I  am 
quite  aware  that  the  late  speaker  (Lord 
Hampden)  did  not  altogether  assent  to 
that  doctrine,  and  gave  opinions  some- 
what doubtful  on  the  point,  but,  never  • 
theless,  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, if  he  considers  all  the  antecedents, 
will  agree  that  something  ought  to  be 
done,  especially  when  the  rights  of  pri- 
vate Members  are  cut  down  to  Friday 
nights  at  nine  o'clock.  I  hope  the^ight 
hon.  Gentleman  will  carry  out  this  plan, 
and  that  he  will  give  us  an  assurance  that 
should  the  first  Motion  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  Supply 
be  carried  or  agreed  to,  Supply  will 
again  be  set  up,  so  that  other  hon. 
Members  having  the  next  Motion  will 
not  be  shut  out. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  As  I 
think  the  sense  of  the  House  is  against 
my  proposal,  I  will  ask  leave  to  with- 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  have  not  gathered  quite  whether  a 
distinct  pledge  is  given,  such  as  was 
given  by  the  First  Lord  when  he  made  a 
similar  motion  before  Easter,  that  the 
morning  sittings  should  be,  if  not 
wholly  devoted  to  Supply,  at  all  events 
mainly,  only  trivial  or  formal  business 
being  taken  besides. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  In  regard  to  the 
suggestion  made,  I  cannot  fall  in  with 
the  proposal  to  make  an  exception 
of  the  Motion  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  has  given 
notice  in  reference  to  the  Established 
Church  in  Wales.  If  we  go  so  far,  we 
shall  then  be  pressed  to  make  further 
exceptions.  We  must  abide  by  the 
general  view  that  in  four  hours  the  hon. 
Member  will  have  an  opportunity,  not 
of  a  long  debate,  but  of  obtaining  the 
views  of  the  House  on  this  question,  in 
which  he  takes  so  much  interest.  We 
will  put  down  Supply  as  the  first  thing 
on  Friday  nights,  exactly  the  same  as  if 
we  had  not  taken  a  morning  sitting.  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  I  must  say  that 
the  Government  cannot  pledge  them- 
selves as  absolutely  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
did  on  a  former  occasion,  to  take  nothing 
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but  Supply  on  the  days  in  question. 
The  intention  of  the  Government  in 
asking  for  these  days  is  in  the  main  to 
make  progress  with  Supply,  but  occa- 
sions may  arise  when  it  will  be  indis- 
pensable to  put  other  business  down. 
With  regard  to  the  suggestion  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  as  to  setting  up  Sup- 
ply again  on '  Friday  •  nights,  I  think 
the  present  practice  has  worked  suffi- 
ciently well.  Each  case  has  been  judged 
upon  its  merits,  but  the  discussions  will 
proceed  exactly  upon  the  same  footing 
as  on  an  ordinary  Supply  night.  As  to 
engaging  to  make  a  House,  to  give 
absolute  pledges  on  such  matters  fre- 
quently leads  to  misunderstanding.  Dis- 
putes arise  as  to  the  extent  to  which  the 
Government  has  come  under  any  obli- 
gation. I  am  sure  that  the  ex- 
perience of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  will  bear  me  out 
in  saying  that  sometimes,  even  when 
Governments  have  endeavoured  to  make 
a  House,  they  have  not  always  succeeded, 
and  in  such  circumstances  a  charge  of 
breach  of  faith  is  easily  brought.  There 
is  sometimes  a  difficulty  in  Members  of 
the  Government  themselves  being  in  the 
House  punctually  at  9  o'clock.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  when  subjects  of  great  in- 
terest are  brought  forward  a  House  will 
be  made,  but  I  can  give  no  pledges. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  understand  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  that  he 
has  practically  given  the  House  the 
same  pledge  under  the  same  conditions 
— that  the  morning  sittings,  on  Tuesday 
and  Friday,  shall  be  given  to  Supply — 
as  was  given  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  when  he  made  a  similar 
Motion  at  an  early  period  of  the  Session, 
and  which  the  House  will  allow  was 
honourably  kept. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  think  I  stated  that 
I  could  not  give  an  absolute  pledge,  and 
that  though  we  wish  to  continue  taking 
Supply  on  these  occasions,  circumstances 
may  arise  which  will  compel  us  to  take 
other  business. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN :  I  hear  with 
regret,  considering  the  immense  conces- 
sion which  the  House  is  making,  that  the 
Government  will  not  give  a  pledge  on 
the  subject.  I  feel  that  business  will 
not  proceed  satisfactorily  unless  the  ex- 
ception to  Supply  on  these  two  afternoons 
is  very  rare  indeed ;  and  the  same  remark 
will  apply  to  the  keeping  of  a  House 

Mr.  Qosehen 


in  the  evening.  The  question  is  whether 
the  Government  will  sincerely  and  hon- 
ourably do  their  best  to  keep  a  House. 
Everyone  is  aware  that  late  on  in  the 
Session  the  Government  itself  cannot 
always  keep  a  House,  but  Members  are 
rather  distrustful  on  account  of  what 
happened  when  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Wansbeck  Division 
(Mr.  Fen  wick)  fell  through,  the  Govern- 
ment not  having  even  made  a  pretence 
to  keep  a  House,  but  having  done  their 
very  best  to  destroy  it.  I  rose  princi- 
pally, however,  on  account  of  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea.  Con- 
sidering what  the  House  is  doing,  it  is 
not  too  much  to  ask  the  Government  to 
give  a  whole  evening  to  my  hon.  Friend's 
Motion.  It  is  a  matter  which  interests 
in  the  highest  degree  the  Members  for 
a  great  section  of  this  country,  who  have 
had  little  or  no  attention  paid  to  them 
during  the  whole  three  years  of  this 
Parliament.  Not  only  is  that  the  case, 
but  they  have  been  treated  with  excep- 
tional hardness  by  the  Government  and 
the  House.  My  hon.  Friend  had  an 
opportunity  of  raising  the  question  in 
1887  on  the  Address,  but  he  was  pre- 
vented by  the  Government  using  the 
closure.  That  was  felt  in  Wales  to  be 
very  hard  treatment  indeed,  and  it  would 
do  something  to  erase  that  feeling  from 
the  memory  of  Welshmen  if  the  Gfovem- 
ment  were  generously  to  make  the  con- 
cession asked  for.  I  believe  I  am  speak- 
ing the  mind  of  the  House  when  I  say 
that  it  is  upon  whether  the  Government 
make  this  concession  or  not  to  an  old  and 
honoured  Member  and  to  a  great  body 
of  Members  who  certainly  have  not  done 
anything  to  obstruct,  that  it  will  de- 
pend whether  on  this  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House  the  action  of  the 
Government  will  be  received  in  a  spirit 
of  acquiescence  in  the  first  place,  or,  if 
we  are  forced  by  a  majority  to  accept  it, 
whether  we  shall  do  our  best  to  work  it 
with  the  Government  in  a  friendly 
spirit. 

Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester) :  I  am  ex- 
tremely surprised  at  the  manner  in 
which  the  Government  have  received 
the  suggestion  to  exempt  the  Motion  of 
the  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
from  the  operation  of  the  Resolution. 
More  consideration  ought  to  have  been 
shown  for  the  claims  of  the  Welsh 
people  who  were  writhing  under  the 
outrages    they    are    suffering     owing 
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to  the  imposition  upon  them  of 
an  alien  Church.  [**  Oh.  oh ! "] 
l^ell,  the  House  knows  what  has 
l>een  going  on  in  Wales  with  regard  to 
the  collection  of  tithes.  Is  this  a  time 
^  refuse  the  Welsh  so  obvious  a  conces- 
sion to  their  national  feelings  as  a  full 
-discussion  on  a  motion  in  which  they 
take  the  deepest  interest?  Such  a 
refusal  will  have  the  effect  of  convincing 
the  Welsh  that  they  have  nothing  to 
expect  from  this  House,  and  of  encourag- 
ing them  to  demand  Home  Kule.  It  is  on 
account  of  the  claims  of  the  Welsh 
people  that  I  urge  the  House  not  to  join 
m  what  I  am  afraid  I  must  call  a  con- 
spiracy against  them,  and  in  order  that 
we  may  come  to  a  decision  on  the  ques- 
tion I  beg  to  move  to  insert  in  the 
Motion  after  the  word  **  Friday "  the 
words  **  except  on  Tuesday,  May 
14th." 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
**  Friday,"  to  insert  the  words  **  except 
on  Tuesday  the  14th  May"— (ifr. 
JPtcton,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

*Mk.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS  (Cardi- 
ganshire) :   In   seconding  the  Amend- 
ment I  desire  to  urge  the  just  claims  of 
the  Welsh  people  to  be  considered  in 
this  matter.     No  one  can  say  that  the 
Welsh    Members     have     done     any- 
thing to  obstruct  the  business  of  the 
House;     indeed     I     doubt     whether 
they  have  adequately  discharged  their 
duty  in  bringing  Welsh  grievances  be- 
fore the  House.    But  whenever  a  Welsh 
question  is  raised,  honourable  Members 
on  the  other  side  justify  the  claim  of 
this  House,  to  legislate  for  Wales,  as 
well  as  England,  either  by  leaving  the 
House,  or  by  engaging  in  conversation 
as    they    are    now    doing.     The   hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  has  not  only  been 
prevented    by  the  application   of   the 
closure  from  bringing  on  this  Motion 
on  one  former  occasion,  but  on '  another 
occasion,  on  which  he  obtained  a  day 
by  ballot,  the  Government  intervened, 
and    took    it    away    from    him.     The 
question  is  one  of  great  importance, 
and  even  if  hon.  Members  regard  the 
question  as  absurd,  one  would  think 
they  would  be  desirous  of  a  full  debate 
in  order  that  they  may  expose  its  ab- 
surdity before  a  larger  House  than  is 
likely  to  be  found  at  an  evening  sitting 


after  a  morning  sitting.  The  Govern- 
ment have  displayed  an  entire  absence 
of  chivalry  in  regard  to  this  motion, 
while  the  neglect  of  the  question  with 
which  it  deals  has  led  to  scenes 
distressing  to  everyone  in  Wales. 

Mr.  E.  SWETENHAM  (Carnarvon, 
&c.):  I  confess  I  feel  very  strongly  on 
this  subject,  because  I  know  the  deep 
interest  taken  by  the  people  of  Wales 
in  the  Motion  which  is  to  be  brought 
forward  on  the  14th  May  by  the  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea.  I  trust  that  the 
Government  may  yet  be  able  to  accede 
to  the  proposal  of  the  Amendment  by 
giving  a  longer  time  for  this  debate 
than  will  be  afforded  if  the  rule  now 
proposed  is  adopted.  This  is  an  excep- 
tional case.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
Government  will  reply  that  they  cannot 
make  a  concession  in  this  case,  because,  if 
they  do,  equally  powerful  applications 
may  be  made  on  future  occasions,  and 
they  would  not  then  be  able  to  resist 
them.  I  entirely  feel  that  there  is  a 
great  deal  in  that  answer,  but  at  the 
same  time  I  feel  that  this  is  not  the  first 
occasion  on  which  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  has  met  with  a  pre- 
mature death,  and  I  therefore  hope 
and  trust  that  the  House  %ill  allow 
a  full  and  ample  discussion  to  take  place 
on  this  important  subject.  I  am  sure  that 
not  only  Wales,  but  England,  will  look 
forward  with  great  interest  and  anxiety 
to  the  result  of  this  discussion,  which  1 
trust  will  be  such  as  to  make  the  people 
of  Wales  feel  that  they  have  not  been 
dealt  harshly  with  by  the  House  and 
the  Government,  but  that  at  all  times 
every  subject  connected  with  them  will 
have  full  and  free  discussion  and  ample 
consideration. 

♦Sib  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  (Swansea, 
District) :  I  hope  that  the  Government 
will  accede  to  the  Amendment.  It  is 
possible  thattlie  Government  may  allege 
that  they  cannot  make  this  concession 
for  fear  that  others  will  be  forced  upon 
them.  But  before  they  can  make  that 
out  they  will  require  to  show  that  there 
is  any  other  question  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  this.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Member  for  Swansea  lost  his  cnance  and 
was  shut  out  from  the  discussion  of  this 
question  by  the  application  of  the 
closure  on  the  Address.  Then  he  fortu- 
nately secured,  by  the  ballot,  the  first 
Elace  on  a  Tuesday;  but  three  days 
efore  the  Motion  could  be  made,  that 
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dmj  was  taken  from  him  in  spite  of  the 
appeals  of  the  Welsh  Members  to  the 
Iii»ider  of  the  House.  On  that  ground 
alone  I  do  not  think  the  Gt>Temment 
can  be  met  by  any  similar  proposal 
to  that  now  before  the  House.  But, 
moreoTer,  there  are  not  two  Welsh 
Churches  nor  two  Wales's.  There 
is  no  other  nationality  that  could 
appeal  to  the  House  to  redress  its 
gneTances  in  the  same  manner  as 
Wales,  and  therefore  there  is  no  possible 
aimilar  appeal  to  that  which  we  are  now 
making.  Do  the  Welsh  Members 
obstruct  the  business  of  the  House? 
Do  thej  make  motions  likely  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House?  Why,  their 
Toioes  are  rery  rarely  heard,  and  surely 
when  they  bring  forward  a  question 
that  so  Titally  affects  the  Principality, 
s:mie  consideration  is  due  to  them.  This 
question  moves  to  the  Tery  bottom  the 
feeling  of  our  constituents,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  know  how,  very  rarely  by 
the  fortune  of  the  ballot,  private  Mem- 
bers can  obtain  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  forward  a  question,  and 
how  bard  it  is  that  when  they  do 
obtain  an  opportunity  it  should 
be  taken  ^m  them.  Surely  the 
Goremment  will  not  expose  themselres 
to  all  that  may  be  said — and  indeed  has 
been  said — by  taking  away  all  the  time 
that  Welsh  Members  have  of  bringing 
forward  questions  so  vitally  interesting 
to  them.  I  appeal  to  the  Government 
to  reconsider  their  decision  and  accept 
this  most  reasonable  Amendment.  In 
their  own  interest  it  is  important  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  do 
so.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Carnar- 
von Boroughs  has  just  spoken  in  the 
sense  in  which  I  am  speaking.  That 
hon.  Member  knows  the  feelings  of  the 
Welsh  people,  and  must  be  accepted  as 
an  adviser  of  the  Government  in  their 
own  interest.  The  Government  cannot 
suppress  and  trample  upon  the  feelings 
of  a  nation.  Wales  is  a  positive  nation, 
and  they  cannot  trample  her  down,  nor 
is  it  their  interest  to  do  so.  In  the  last 
Parliament  the  Conservative  Members 
from  Wales  could  have  come  down  to 
this  House  in  a  hansom  cab.  Now  they 
would  require  a  four-wheeler.  It  was 
not  always  so,  and  why  is  it  so  now  ? 
Because  there  is  a  strong  feeling  run- 
ning through  Wales  that  it  does  not 
sufficiently  command  the  attention  of 
Parliament.     If  the  Government  desire 
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to  act  in  their  own  interest  they  wO 
accept  this  Amendment. 

*Thk  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bsagh. 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  Gk>vemment  would 
be  much  more  disposed  to  accept  the 
Amendment  if  supported  in  the  spirit  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Car- 
narvon than  as  it  was  put  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division, 
who  threatens  the  Gt>vemment  in  so 
many  words  that  if  they  do  not  accept 
the  Amendment  ["  Oh.  oh,"  and  Minis- 
terial cheers] — well,  he  said  that  if  it 
were  not  accepted  he  would  not  consider 
the  Resolution  in  a  friendly  spirit ;  in 
other  words,  that  he  would  not  facilitate 
the  business  of  the  House  by  doing 
that  which  the  House  has  resolved  to  do. 
It  is  really  too  hard  to  be  told  that  we  are 
trampling  on  the  spirit  of  a  nation 
because  we  do  not  give  seven  hours 
instead  of  four  to  the  discussion  of  one 
matter  affecting  Wales.  The  Govern- 
ment feel  that  they  are  simply 
precluded  from  accepting  this  proposi- 
tion by  the  exigencies  of  the  occa- 
sion. As  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  said  it 
is  impossible  not  to  see  that  if  we  were 
to  give  a  whole  sitting  to  the  discussion 
of  the  Welsh  Church  we  should  be  met 
with  similar  demands.  Only  this  evening' 
I  understand  a  Motion  has  been  set  down 
with  reference  to  the  Disestablishment 
of  the  Scotch  Church.  Will  any  one  say 
that  is  less  important  than  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Welsh  Church  ?  I  do  not 
think  the  importance  of  a  debate  is  to  be 
measured  by  the  number  of  hours  it 
occupies.  Those  who  listened  to  the 
miserable  waste  of  time  in  the  debate 
of  six  hours  last  night  on  the  salary 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  may  find  in  this 
Motion  an  opportunity  for  the  Welsh 
Members  to  set  an  example  to  the  House, 
by  showing  that  a  r^ly  important 
subject  can  be  properly  discussed  within 
reasonable  limits  of  time. 

♦Mr.  T.  ELLIS  ;Merionethshii«} :  Sir, 
this  is  not  at  all  a  case  of  gipng  four 
hours  instead  of  seven.  It  is  a  case  of 
giving  an  opportunity  to  the  Welsh 
Members  of  discus^ng  this  question, 
which  has  been  only  discussed  in  this 
House  for  four  hours  on  any  occasion. 
In  1SS6  my  hon.  Friend  obtained  first 
place,  but  on  that  occasion  the  private 
business  continued  until  eight  o'clock, 
80  that  ther^e  were  only  four  hours  for 
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the  discussion  of  the  question.    Take  the 
first  hour  and  a  quarter  tor  the  mover 
and  seconder   of  the    Besolution,  and 
then  another  hour  and  a  quarter  for  the 
mover  and  seconder  of  the  Amendment 
in  this  case  (two  English  Members,  who 
no  doubt  feel  a  very  great  interest  in  the 
Welsh  Church)  and  again  take  an  hour 
and  a  quarter  for  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  this  and  on  that  side  of  the  House 
(and  if  they  compress  their  remarks  into 
an    hour    and   a  quarter   it  is   a   feat 
which  they  seldom  perform),  and  allow 
another  quarter  of  an  hour  for  the  divi- 
rions,  the  four  hours  are  filled  up,  after 
only  two  Welsh  Members  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  speaking  on  the  question. 
Even  the  hon.  Members  for  the  Carnar- 
von or  Denbigh  boroughs  who  wish  to 
say  something  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Church  in  Wales  will  not 
have  a  chance  to  say  a  word.     I  think 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ad- 
mitted that  this  question  is  of  first-rate 
importance,  and  I  should  think  he  will 
admit  further,  that,   as  compared  with 
the    motions    fixed   for   various    dates 
during  the  next  month,  it  has  distinct 
pre-eminence.     I   will  further  say,   in 
reply  to  the   argument  of  two   of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  spoken, 
that  the  successful  Members  in  respect 
of  motions  for  the  next  month  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  I  believe 
only  one  hon.    Member    opposite — the 
Member    for   Preston — has    a    motion 
standing  in  his  name.      It  has  relation 
to  the  rating    of    machinery,  a  subject 
which   has   been  repeatedly  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  for  which  I 
should  think  the  hon.  Member  would 
gladly  accept  four  hours.    In  view  of  the 
pre-eminence  of  the  subject,  and  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Government  has  on 
two  previous  occasions  taken  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  fortunate  position 
which  he  had  obtained  by  the  ballot, 
and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House   who    have 
Motions  for  discussion  in  this  month,  are 
willing  to  forego  their  claims  for  seven 
hours,  I    again  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  grant  this  privilege  to  my  hon,. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (East 
Finsbury) :  I  think  that  by  this  time  the 
Government  ought  to  have  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  claim  of  the 
Welsh  Members  should  be  conceded. 
The  Welsh  Members  do  not  trouble  the 
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House,  possibly  not  as  much  as  they 
might  do,  certainly  not  as  much  as  they 
will  do,  if  their  legitimate  requests  in 
future  are  treated  in  the  same  manner  as 
this  one  is  being  treated  by  the  Govern- 
ment. They  have  asked  the  Government 
to  concede  to  them   three  hours   on    a 
most  important  question,  which  at  the 
present  time  they   are  pressing   before 
this  House.     The  Government  have  de- 
clined to  let  them  have  the  three  hours 
which  they  ask  for.     And  as  an  induce- 
ment to  proceed  speedily   with   Supply, 
we  get  a  speech  from   the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,    who  tells  us  that 
last  night  was  simply  wasted  on  the  Vote 
for  the  Home  OflGlce.    [Sir  M.  H.  Bbach  : 
Hear,  hear.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  "hear,  hear."     I  say  that   if  the 
Government  throw  out  such  insinuations 
as  that  they  cannot  expect  to  proceed 
very  rapidly  with  Supply.     Now,  I  was 
present  during  the  greater  part  of    last 
night — a  longer  time  than  he  was — and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me 
I  will  enumerate  the  questions  dealt  with 
on  that  Vote  of  the  Home  Office.    First 
there  was  a  debate,  which,  perhaps,  did 
not  take  so  long  as  it  ought  to  have 
done,  with  regard  to  the  police  stations 
of  London,  raised  by   my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bethnal   Green.      Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  JBoard  of  Trade  say  that  that  debate 
was  a  waste  of  time,   seeing  that  it  in- 
volved a  question    of  grave  importance 
to  the  people  of  London  ?    Then  there 
was  a  discussion  raised    by  the  junior 
Member  for  Northampton  with  regard 
to    the  Truck  Question.     That  was    a 
debate    which,    but    for     the    candid 
action    of    the    right  hon.    Gentleman 
and  his  colleague,  would    have  taken 
longer  than  it   did   last  night.     Then 
there  was  the  question  with  regard  to 
Civil    Servants    and    etnployie   at    the 
Home  Office.     Was  that  not  a  question 
of  vital  importance  ?     It  was  dealt  with 
by  both  Benches  as  if  it  were.    I  simply 
indicate  these  as  some  of  the  points 
raised  on  the  Vote  of  the  Home  Office — 
questions  which  must   be    dealt    with 
moroughly   whenever  the  Vote  comes 
forwara,  and  which  will  be  dealt  with 
more  thoroughly  in  the  future  than  ever 
they  have  been  dealt  with  in  the  past. 
I  do  hope  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
will  not  cast  slurs  upon  hon.  Members  on 
this  side.     It  was  the  only  opportunity 
we  had  during  the  twelve  months  of 
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adrantage  will  be  gained  bj  referring 
the  Estimatee  to  a  Committee.  Sncn 
diflciiMions  are  not  allowed  in  the  French 
Chamber,  and  they  ought  not  to  be  per- 
mitted to  take  place  here.  I  trust  that 
before  next  Seenon  the  Goyemment  will 
carefully  consider  whether  some  new 
plan  cannot  be  devised. 

Sib  J.  KENNAWAY  (DcTonshire, 
Honiton) :  I  think  we  are  indebted  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  for 
bringing  this  question  before  the  House 
at  the  present  time.  I  did  not  under- 
stand him  to  find  any  fault  with  the 
way  in  which  the  Government  have  con- 
ducted Supply,  but  I  do  foresee  that  if 
we  are  to  go  on  as  we  have  been  doing 
this  Session,  we  shall  find  ourselves  in 
this  position  at  the  end  of  July,  that  it 
will  be  necessary  to  resort  to  summary 
measures  in  August  and  September,  or 
we  shall  have  to  sit  again  up  to  Christ- 
mas Eve.  I  may  remind  the  House  that 
last  year  we  passed  in  one  night  Esti- 
mates which  have  occupied  12  nights 
in  discussion  this  year.  I  would 
therefore  make  an  earnest  appeal  to  the 
Government  to  deal  with  the  matter  if 
it  is  possible  this  Session,  and  at  any 
rate  to  consider  what  is  to  be  done  in 
the  future. 

♦Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
I  hope  it  will  not  be  concluded  from  the 
remarks  which  have  already  been  made 
that  the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  is  absolutely 
unanimous.  I  was  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H. 
Fowler)  was  also  a  Member,  and  I  was 
one  of  the  few  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee who  belonged  neither  to  the 
present  nor  to  the  past  Government. 
The  Committee  was  mainly  composed  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  regarded  the 
question  from  the  point  of  view  of 
Members  of  the  Government,  either  in 
eus  or  in  p<^tse.  I  ventured  to  put  before 
the  (\>mmittee  then  that  there  is  value 
to  be  attached  to  a  discussion  of  the 
Estimates  in  Supply  quite  apart  from 
the  question  of  a  reduction  of  expendi- 
ture. We  value  it  because  it  sometimes 
gives  us  an  opportunitv  of  considering 
questions  of  policy  and  administration, 
together  with  questions  of  a  social  and 
political  character  which  interest  the 
oonmiunity  generally.  It  is  not  fair  to 
take  as  the  only  test  of  the  economical 
value  of  the  discussions  the  reductions  of 
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expenditure  aetoally  carried  im  tiK» 
House  of  Conunons,  but  xadfesr  what 
the  result  is  so  ^  as  subaeqiMot 
Estimates  are  a£Fected.  For  inntanrit^ 
a  discussion  takes  place  this  jBur 
either  in  regard  to  die  «ztravagance 
of  a  Department  or  the  way  in  iriddi 
a  money  vote  is  distributed,  and  yoa 
find  the  result  of  the  diseussioiL  not 
in  the  Division  list,  but  in  the  Bsti- 
mates  submitted  subsequeody  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  Above  aU,  we  wan 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  calling  the 
administration  of  the  various  D^ait- 
ments  by  the  Gk)vemment  to  acoooni. 
As  a  Scotch  Member,  representing  only 
a  small  group  of  Members  in  this  Hoaae, 
I  think  I  am  bound  to  attadi  pcffticnlar 
value  to  these  discussions.  It  is  pne- 
tically  the  only  opportunity  we  have  for 
discussing  questions  connected  with  the 
administration  of  the  law,  and  questions 
of  policy  relating  to  Scottish  matters^ 
which  cannot  be  expected  to  interest  the 
whole  body  of  Members  of  the  Hoose. 
I  am,  therefore,  perfectly  certain  that  if 
the  (Government  were  to  embark  in  any 
general  scheme  to  limit  discussions  in 
Supply  they  would  receive  strenuous 
opposition  fit>m  this  nde  of  the  House^ 
and  would  not  tend  to  economise  either 
the  public  Hme  or  money. 
♦Mb.  STAVELET  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Kingswinford) :  As  a  Member  of 
the  Conmiittee,  I  wish  to  support  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan).  So  far  as 
the  amount  of  a  Vote  is  concerned,  it 
may  well  be  dealt  with  by  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  but  I  should  altogether 
deprecate  any  proposal  to  hand  over  to 
a  Committee  upstairs  any  question  as  to 
the  policy  of  the  Vote.  As  far  as  the 
amount  of  the  Vote  is  ooncemed,  it  may 
be  true,  so  that  during  the  last  21  years  a 
sum  of  £50,000  only  has  been  saved  as 
the  result  of  the  discussions  which  have 
taken  place  in  this  House ;  but  though 
the  effect  of  the  discussion  has  not  been 
shown  in  the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  it 
has  been  manifested  in  the  course  which 
the  Government  have  taken  in  pre- 
paring subsequent  Estimates. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUET  (Derby):  I 
must  say  that  I  agree  very  much  with 
the  remarks  both  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kin^winfbid  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Edinburgh.  Certainly  I  can 
!  have  no  prejudice  against  any  attempt 
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to  lighten  the  work  of  the  House  by 
leferring  the  Estimates  to  a  Oommittee 
opstairs.  I  mjself  made  that  proposal 
to  the  Government  in  1886  in  Com- 
mittee npon  the  Procedure  Bill.  I  was 
unfortunately  defeated  on  that  occasion 
by  a  majority  which  consisted  prin- 
cipally of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  ^e  Front  Bench  opposite.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  the 

frincipal  opponent  of  the  scheme,  and  if 
remember  rightly,  the  present  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  tne  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  also  opposed  it.      I 
quite  agree  that  Committee  of  Supply 
has  not  merely  or  even  principally  to  do 
with  the  matter  of  money.     If  it  were 
41  mere*  money  question  it  might  well  be 
eent  to  a  Committee  upstairs ;  but  the 
various  Votes  involve  questions  of  prin- 
ciple.    I  do  not  think  that  a  Committee 
«itting  upstairs  would  effect  any   more 
than    has    been    accomplished  by    the 
efficient  public  servants  we  possess  or  by 
successive  Secretaries  to  the  Treasury, 
who  have  worked  hard  to  keep  down 
iexpeoditure.     The  growth  of  the  Civil 
Service  ezpeuditure  is  hardly  percepti- 
ble.    When  we  consider  the  enormous 
^additions  made  to  public  service  from 
year  to  year  in  order  to  meet  the  de- 
mands of  the  House  of  Commons,  it  is 
■amazing  what  a  control  is  exercised  over 
the  Civil  Service  expenditure.     As  re- 
.gards  mere  expenditure,  I  do  not  think 
the  House  of  Commons  can  do  much 
in  reducing  it ;    and  the  main   use  of 
discussion   in  Committee  of  Supply  is 
that  it  affords  opportunity  for  the    ex- 
amination   of     aaministration    in     all 
departments ;  but  it  is  quite  impossible 
'that  that  could  be  undertaken  by  a  Com- 
mittee sitting  upstairs,  which  naturally 
would    be    under    the    control    of  the 
Oovemment,  who  would  be  sure  to  have 
4L    majority    upon    it    in  one    form  or 
another.    Therefore  a  decision  upon  any 
-question   affecting  administration    that 
would  debir  the  full  House  from  con- 
sidering it  would  be  deemed  to  be  most 
inconvenient;     nor    did    the     Liberal 
"Govemment    contemplate    that     there 
should  not  be  a  power  of  reviewing  in 
the  House  every  item  of  Civil  Service 
expenditure.     I  cannot  agree  with  any 
proposal  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
•depriving  the  House  of  Commons  of  the 
|>ower    of     discussing     administrative 
subjects. 


Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  grateful  to  those 
Members  of  the  Committee  who  then 
opposed  that  to  which  now  he  is  also 
opposed. 

Sib  W.HARCOTJET  :  Not  altogether. 
I  should  have  no  objection  to  a  pre- 
liminary  examination  by  a  Committee 
upstairs,  and  I  still  think  that  proposal 
a  good  one,  although  I  think  there 
should  be  reserved  to  the  House  abso- 
lute power  to  discuss  any  question 
arising  upon  the  Estimates.  That  was 
my  proposal. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  process  would  oe  an  abso- 
lute lengthening  of  the  labours  of 
the  House.  While,  as  I  under- 
stand the  desire  is  by  a  Committee 
to  relieve  the  House  of  some  of  its 
functions,  the  House  will  see  from 
the  perfectly  natural  and  legitimate 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
how  very  difficult  it  is  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  any  steps  to  withdraw 
from  tne  House  the  full  consideration 
of  all  questions  of  administration.  The 
GoTcmment  is  deeply  indebted  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
for  the  remarks  he  has  made ;  I  think 
they  are  extremely  valuable.  It  is  per- 
fectly patent  that  a  financial  examma- 
tion  of  the  Estimates  has  become  sub- 
ordinate to,  and  is  entirely  vanishing  in, 
administrative  criticism;  and  yet  the 
machinery  has  been  devised  and  main- 
tiftined  with  a  view  to  financial  rather 
than  administrative  criticism.  It  is  on 
this  account  that  Members  may  speak 
several  times  on  the  same  Vote.  There- 
fore, forms  and  methods  which  have 
been  adopted  in  order  to  secure  financial 
control  are  used  for  purposes  for  which 
they  were  not  originally  intended,  or 
for  which  they  were  intended  only  in  a 
subordinate  sense.  As  an  hon.  Member 
has  said,  it  is  not  only  as  custodians  of 
the  public  purse,  but  also  as  critics  of 
the  administration  and  of  the  policy  of 
the  Government  that  Members  speak  in 
Committee  of  Supplv.  At  the  same 
time  it  can  only  be  with  the  full  assent 
and  concurrence  of  the  House  that  the 
Gk>vernment  can  take  any  step  to  limit 
the  discussions  to  the  primary  object  of 
financial  control.  I  notice  that  in 
foreign  countries  Budgets  and  EiStimates 
pass  with  extraordinary  rapidity, 
and   that  is   because   the   criticism    is 
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toaAnfA  to  ftniiritil  yiegtkwM,  Iloppar-| 
tOBttj  u  to  be  taken  in  Oommittee  of 
Si^plj  to  attach  eroj  Mmiater  aad  to 
deroie  ooe  or  two  ereiriiigs  to  tlia  eon- 
•idenUioii    of    bia    eoiidiiet»     it    wfll 
be     abaolittelj     necceeary     to     take 
nidieal     meaacres      \o      keep     sack 
diaeoanoiia    within   leaaonable    fimite, 
and  to  eecnre  tiie  despatch  of  bnainees. 
The  Goremment  are  perfectlj  diapoeed, 
witib  the  aMtataoee  of  the  House,  to 
make  aor  experiment  which  they  think 
ia  at  all  likel j  to  succeed ;  bat  thej 
hare  receired  information,  and  it  has 
been  corroborated  by  what  has  fallen 
fSpom  sereral    hon.   Members^  that    it 
would  not  be  satisfactory  to  relegate  tiie 
discussion  of  the  Estimates  to  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs,    if  this    in    any    way 
limited  the  pririleges  of  hon.  Members 
as  to  raising  discussions  in  the  House 
itself.    The  Goremment  are  perfectly 
sensible  that  the  motion  they  are  pro- 
posing is  a  stopgap  and  that  it  is  not  a 
satisfactory    stopgap,     and    they    will 
continue  to  give  their  full  attention  to 
the  larger    questions,   as    they    invite 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  and  honi  Members 
opposite  to  do,    I  Quite  understand  that 
Mmisters  and  ex- Ministers  may  differ 
from  tbose  who  have  not  held  office; 
but  the  views  of  all  must  be  taken  into 
consideration  ;  and  I  trust  the  Gk)vem- 
ment   may  be  able  at  an  early  date, 
possibly  next  Sessioui  again  to  submit 
proposals  to  remove  what  all  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  consider  to  be  the 
present  unsatisfactory  state  of  things. 

Dh.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  must  say  that  from  my 
point  of  view,  the  opportunities  now 
afforded  to  private  Members  for  the 
discussion  of  matters  which  are  of  im- 
Dortance  to  their  constituents  are  quite 
few  enough,  and  if  the  scheme  ^ich 
has  been  shadowed  out  to-night  by  one 
or  two  speakers  were  adopted,  they 
would  find  themselves  almost  entirely 
extinguished.  At  present  it  is  only  in 
Oommittee  of  Supply  that  we  are  able 
to  discuss  important  questions  which 
deeply  concern  the  welfare  of  our  con- 
stituents. I  think  that  every  private 
Member  ought  to  protest  emphatically 
against  any  attempt  to  apply  a  further 
closure.  It  is  impossible  to  apply  any 
merely  statistical  test,  but  the  indirect 
results  of  discussions  in  Oommittee  of 
Supnlv  in  removing  abuses  and  in 
oheoKmg  expenditure  have  been  very 
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OF  SUPPLY  AKD  WATS  AND  MKAK S.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

"That  tJbe  B^orts  of  tJbe  Oommitlaes  of 
Sopplj,  and  ol  WajB  and  Means,  may  be 
entered  upon  at  anj  boar,  though  opposed,  and 
the  Proceedings  tbereop  ahall  not  be  inter- 
mpted  nnder  the  {nroTifliona  of  an  j  Standing 
Oraer  regolatinf  the  Stttinn  of  the  House, 
excc^  of  Standing  Order  iSo,  a.  Bot,  altar 
audi  proceedings  are  disposed  of,  no  opposed 
buflineis  shaU  be  taken  "^5»r  JfteAiMf  RuHn 
Beash,) 

♦Sib  W.  BABTTELOT  (Sussex,  North- 
West) :  I  would  like  to  say  a  few  worda- 
before  the  question  is  put.     I  am  quite 
prepared  to  support  the   Gk>Temment, 
even  on  this  proposal,  if  they  will  state- 
clearly  and  distinetly  that  it  is  neceesary,. 
in  order  that  they  may  finish  the  im- 
portant   business  they    have    in  hand 
before  the  15th  of  August.     I  am  suro 
the  House  will  do  all  it  can  to  accelerate- 
business  so  as  to  avoid  another  mis- 
chievous Autumn  Session.     But  I  must 
point  out  that  we  are  breaking  through 
one  of  the  main  conditions  imposed  by 
the  House  when  theBules  were  altered ». 
We  now  come  down  an   hour   earlier 
than    we    did   before.     We   are  quite 
willing  to  support  the  Qovemi^tient  by 
every  means  in  our  power,  but  I  think^ 
they  ought  to  consider  the  health  of  hon^ 
Members  and  give  them  an  opportunity 
of  getting  to  bed  at  a  reasonable  hour. 
We  are  now  breaking  through  a  Hule- 
which  we  were  promised — and  I  was  the 
means  of  extracting  that  promise — should 
never  be  broken  through,  except  on  most 
urgent  occasions,  that  is  to  say  when 
great  debates  were  going  on  which  it  waa 
necessary  to  fioish.     I  feel  somewhat 
strongly  upon  this  subject ;  and  I  think 
we  ought  not  to  agree  to  this  Besolution 
without  a  strong  protest  against  the  loss* 
of  the  power  to  save  ourselves  from  tha^ 
disgraceful    scenes     which     frequently 
occur  when  the  House  sits  after  mid- 
night. 
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8iB  O.  CAMPBELL :  I  think  the 
appropriate  and  fitting  protest  which 
we  hare  just  heard  comes  exoes- 
siyely  well  from  the  hon.  Baronet. 
By  the  Besolntion  just  agreed  to, 
the  House  has  practically  extended 
its  sittings  up  to  one  o'clock,  and 
by  the  present  Motion  it  is  proposed 
to  extend  them  to  an  indefinite  period. 
For  my  own  part  I  would  rather  sit  a 
little  later  in  the  Session  and  have  an 
opportunity  of  goiug  to  bed  at  a  decent 
time  than  sit  up  till  all  hours  during 
the  Session  in  order  to  obtain  a  some- 
what earlier  prorogation. 

Mb.  COGHILL  (NewcasUe-under- 
Lyme) :  I  am  strongly  opposed  to  this 
proposed  interfereuce  with  the  12  o'clock 
rule,  which  worked  admirably  last 
Session.  When  the  House  sits  after 
midnight,  it  is  simply  a  question  of 
physical  endurance,  and  of  who  can  stop 
out  of  bed  the  longest.  It  is  really  im- 
posing  upon  our  constituents  to  take  credit 
for  these  late  sittings,  because  we  cannot 
legislate  properly  after  12  o'clock  at 
night.  Of  the  hon.  Members  who  re- 
main in  the  House  after  that  hour  a 
great  part  have  lost  their  tempers,  and 
of  those  who  have  not  the  greater 
number  are  fast  asleep.  I  do  not  think 
we  ought  to  sit  after  12  o'clock  at  all. 
I  do  not  take  the  same  view  with  regard 
to  Autumn  Sessions  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  W.  Barttelot).  I  think  we  ought 
to  have  Autumn  Sessions — that  we  ought 
to  rise  early  in  August  or  even  in  July, 
and  meet  again  in  the  autumn.  If  we  do 
not  do  this  we  have  six  or  seven  months 
in  which  the  House  does  not  sit  at  all, 
and  the  business  of  the  State  is  then 
administered  not  by  the  Ministers  but 
by  the  permanent  officials,  who  really 
govern  the  country.  We  may  have  every 
confidence  in  Ministers,  and  I  think  we 
have,  but  I  do  not  think  we  have  the 
same  confidence  in  the  permanent 
officiak.  But,  whether  we  have  an 
Autuoin  Session  or  not.  I  think  that  in 
the  interest  of  the  health  of  all  who  are 
concerned  in  the  proceedings  of  this 
House  we  ought  to  resist  most 
strenuously  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  extend  the  sittings  of 
the  House  beyond  12  o'clock. 

♦Mb.  GoSCHEN  :  I  think  there  must 
be  some  misapprehension  in  the  mind 
of  the  last  speaker  with  regard  to  the 
scope  of  this  proposal.  It  is  not  pro- 
posed that  we  should  legislate  after  12 


or  1  o'clock,  but  merely  to  take  report 
of  Supply  and  report  of  Ways  and  Means 
after  that  time.  There  are  many 
occasions  when  .these  reports  are  taken 
without  any  debate  at  all,  and,  in  the 
case  of  a  repetition  of  the  discussions 
that  have  taken  place  in  Committee  we 
propose  to  take  them  after  the  usual 
hour  for  adjournment. 

Mb.  OOGHILL  :  May  I  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  on  one  oc- 
casion quite  recently,  on  report  of  Supply, 
we  were  kept  here  till  nearly  four  o'clock 
in  the  morning? 

♦Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  Yes ;  and  that  may 
happen  again.  That  was  an  occasion 
when  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  pass 
a  particular  vote  within  the  financial 
vear,  and  the  law  would  have  been  broken 
unless  the  House  had  been  willing  to 
make  the  sacrifice.  It  was  an  isolated 
case,  and  it  is  with  a  view  to  such  isolated 
cases  that  we  put  this  proposal  before  the 
House,  and  certainly  not  with  any  in- 
tention that  we  should  frequently  sit 
late.  It  certainly  is  not  intended  that 
we  should  have  a  repetition  of  the 
tremendous  strain  involved  in  the  late 
hours  of  previous  sessions.  I  can  assure 
my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Sir  W. 
Barttelot)  that  we  do  not  intend  to  put 
any  further  strain  upon  Members  of  the 
House  than  is  absolutely  necessary. 
We  are  deeply  grateful  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  for  the 
constant,  attendance  they  have  given 
under  most  arduous  and  difficult 
circumstances,  and  for  a  length  of 
time  such  as  has  never  been  called 
for  on  previous  occasions.  We  are 
most  anxious  to  avoid  an  Autumn 
Session.  There  is  no  class  of  members 
who  more  desire  to  avoid  an  Autumn 
Session  than  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 
We  are  most  anxious  to  avoid  any  of 
those  extraordinary  occurrences  which 
happened  last  year  and  the  year  before. 
I  may  say  that  the  country  is  not  in 
the  hands  of  the  permanent  officials 
during  the  time  that  Parliament  is  in 
recess,  and  that  it  is  important  that 
ministers  should  have  some  months 
at  their  disposal  for  carrying  on 
the  work  of  their  departments  in  a 
more  consecutive  manner  than  is 
possible  whilst  the  House  is  sitting. 
It  is  quite  proper,  as  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  has  contended,  that  Ministers 
should  have  time  for  the  preparation 
of  their  measures.     We  feel  the  force  ot 
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know  he  regrets  so  much. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  quite  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
bon.  Member  for  Newoastle-under-Lyme 
(Mr.  Ooghill)  seemed  to  be  under  the 
misapprehension  that  he  was  sitting  on 
the  Ministerial  instead  of  on  the  Opposi- 
tion Benches.  A  gentleman  who  declares 
his  unlimited  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Govemment  would  more  appropriately 
find  a  seat  on  the  Qovemment  Benches, 
It  is  not  the  business  of  an  Opposition  to 
hare  unlimited  confidence  in  the  GK>yem- 
ment,  and  on  the  whole  I  have  more 
confidence  in  the  permanent  officials  than 
in  Her  Majesty's  present  Administration. 
I  also  entirely  concur  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  oondenmingthe  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle-under  Lyme  for 
desiring  an  Autumn  Session.  There  is 
nothing  I  less  desire  than  an  Autunm 
Session.  I  wish  that  the  Ministers  will 
hare  the  longest  possible  time  for  con- 
sidering their  measures,  and  I  will  do 
OTerything  to  insure  that  result  But  is 
it  necessary  that  the  Govemment  should 
press  the  Motion  at  this  moment  ?  No 
occasion  for  it  has  arisen.  The  Motion 
applies  to  Report  of  Supply,  and  it  will 
have  the  effect  of  breaking  through  a 
very  valuable  rule,  which,  according  to 
promise,  was  not  to  be  broken  through 
except  in  cases  of  special  necessity.  The 
Session  is  yet  young,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  any  special  necMsity  is  raised  by 
Report  of  Supply.  If,  later  on,  it  should 
appear  that  any  inconvenience  is  arising 
to  the  Govemment  from  their  not  being 
able  to  get  Report  of  Supply,  it  will  be 
time  enough  to  make  this  unusual  appli- 
cation. The  Govemment  ought  not  to 
complain  that  a  greater  amount  of  time 
is  taken  in  Committee  of  Supply,  because 
two  additional  Morning  Sittings  have 
been  granted  to  them  expressly  for  that 
purpose. 

♦Sia  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  do  not 
know  that  I  can  add  much  to  what  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  said,  but  I  would  point 
out  the  difficulty  in  which  the  Govem- 
ment will  be  placed  if  the  proposal  is  not 
acceded  to.  It  is  sug^p&sted  that  the  pro> 
posal  may  be  postponed,  but  the  Go- 
vemment do  not  wish  to  be  oontinuallv 


time  in  order  to  make  the  neoessaiy  pro- 
gress with  business.  The  House  nas 
granted  additional  time  for  the  transao- 
tion  of  proceedings  in  Committee  of 
Supply,  but  what  may  happen  under  the 
rule  at  present  ?  When  votes  agreed  to 
in  Committee  are  reported  to  the  House 
the  objection  of  a  single  Member  after 
12  o'clock  will  be  sufficient  to  prevent 
the  consideration  of  the  report.  Then 
it  will  be  necessary  that  the  report  should 
be  placed  first  on  the  Paper  next  day, 
with  the  result  that  a  fresh  discussion 
may  arise,  which  would  never  have 
arisen  if  it  had  not  been  in  the  power  of 
a  single  Member  to  object  to  the  report 
stage  being  taken  at  the  previous 
sitting.  The  Govemment  would  thus 
be  deprived  of  no  inconsiderable  part  of 
the  time  to  be  devoted  to  the  considera- 
tion of  Supply.  That  is  the  reason 
which  has  induced  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  place  the  Motion  on  the 
Paper ;  and  the  Government  have  not 
the  least  intention  of  utilizing  the  Reso- 
lution for  the  purpose  of  regulariy 
keeping  the  House  up  to  an  unreason- 
able hour.  Power  will  be  resorted  to 
very  rarely  for  the  purpose  of  anv  real 
discussion  on  the  Report  of  Supply,  for 
there  is  no  desire  to  get  rid  of  the  1 2 
o'clock  rule  by  its  means. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  can 
point  to  any  occasion  on  which  one  or 
two  Membm  have  practically  prevented 
the  Govemment  getting  Report  of 
Supply.  The  objection  we  find  to  this 
proposal  is  not  so  much  that  we  maj 
have  to  sit  beyond  1 2  o'clock,  but  the 
state  of  uncertainty  as  to  when  the 
House  will  rise  on  the  partieolar  even- 
ings when  Report  of  Supply  is  put  down. 
The  great  advantage  of  the  12  o'doek 
Rule  is  not  so  much  that  we  rise  at  12 
o'clock,  but  that  it  gives  hon.  Membsn 
almost  the  absolute  certainty  that  at  a 
specified  time  they  will  be  aUe  to  so 
home.  The  great  drawback  of  the  oU, 
system  was  that  even  if  we  went  to  bed 
e«ilT  we  did  not  know  that  we  were 
ready  getting  to  bed  early.  I  trust  tlie 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  give 
some  heed  to  the  pi\>te«t  made  on  this 
side  of  the  House  against  the  present 
proposal.  He  has  himself  whittled  down 
the    proposjd    sii   that   at   the 


moment  it  seems  perfectly  unnecessaiy. 
coming  to  the  House  with  proposals  f<tt  ;  It  would  be  onlv  cv>ttr{eoas  to  the  general 
alteriniP  the  rulee«  or  for  ciTinfi  them  more  ;  Reeling  of  the  bouse  if  now«  when  we 


altering  th< 
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lu^ve  g^ven  additional  time  to  the  Go- 
Temment,  they  would  yield  on  this 
«mall  .point. 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  183; 
Noes  114.— (Diir.  List,  No.  88.) 

Resolved,  that  the  Reports  of  the  Com- 
mittees of 'Sapply,  and  of  Ways  and  Means, 
may  be  entered  npon  at  any  hour,  though  op- 
|K)sed,  and  the  proceedings  thereon  shall  not  be 
tntermpted  under  the  provisions  of  any  Stand- 
ing Order  regulating  the  sittings  of  the  House, 
•except  of  Standing  Order  No.  5.  But,  after 
«iioh  proceedings  are  disposed  of,  no  opposed 
business  shall  be  taken. 

EAST  INDIA  (ABKARl  DEPARTMENT). 

♦Mb.  S.  smith  (Flintshire):  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  calling  attention  to 
the  motion  which  stands  in  my  name, 
and  of  moving  the  following  resolu- 
tion— 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
fiscal  system  of  the  Government  of  India  leads 
to  the  establishment  of  spirit  distilleries,  liquor 
and  opium  shops  in  large  numbers  of  places 
where  till  recently  they  never  existed,  in 
defiance  of  Native  opinion  and  the  protests  of 
the  inhabitants,  and  that  such  increased 
facilities  for  drinking  produce  a  steadily  in- 
•creasing  consumption,  and  spread  misery  and 
ruin  amon^  the  industrial  classes  of  India, 
calling  for  immediate  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  India  with  a  view  to  their 
abatement." 

I  make  no  apology  for  again  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  most  im- 
portant question.  It  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  hon.  Members  that  the 
question  was  raised  last  year  in  a  some- 
what confused  form.  It  was  raised 
upon  a  Motion  dealing  with  another 
•question,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
House  was  not  able  to  pass  a  clear  and 
distinct  judgment  upon  it.  I  was  told 
by  some  hon.  Members,  that  owing  to 
that  fact  they  were  not  able  to 
vote  for  the  motion  last  year,  but 
I  hope  that  they  will  be  able  to  give 
their  support  to  the  Besolation 
which  I  am  about  to  submit  to- 
night. The  question  is  now  raised  in  a 
distinct  form.  We  challenge  the  whole 
policy  of  the  Indian  Government  in 
regard  to  the  administration  of  the 
Excise  laws ;  and  it  is  now  my  duty  to 
call  attention  to  a  Despatch  issued  in 
1887,  which  forms  the  official  justification 
of  the  Indian  Government  for  the  system 
which  now  prevails  in  that  country. 
That  Despatch  is  altogether  incorrect 
and  misleading.  I  believe  that  I  shall 
be  able  to  show  that  the  figures  on 


which  it  is  founded  are  altogether 
fallacious,  and  it  will  be  my  duty  to 
traverse  the  whole  of  the  allegations 
contained  in  it.  One  would  be  disposed, 
upon  reading  the  Despatch,  to  suppose 
that  the  Indian  Government  are  a  great 
temperance  society,  and  that  their  main 
object  has  been  to  diminish  as  far  as 
possible  the  evil  of  intoxication ;  that 
the  revenue  has  been  quite  a  secondary 
consideration,  and  that  what  was  mainly 
thought  of  was  the  moral  condition  of 
the  people.  The  Despatch,  which  is 
dated  August  8th,  18^7,  says: — 

'*  Tour  Lordship  is  aware  that  few  subjects 
connected  with  Revenue  Administration  have 
of  recent  years  obtained  greater  attention  at 
the  hands  of  the  Government  than  questions 
relating  to  Excise  Administration.  In  each  of 
the  three  larger  Governments,  Bombay, 
Madras.and  Bengal, the  Excise  system  has. with« 
in  the  last  six  or  seven  years,  been  completely 
examined  in  its  operation  and  in  its  effects. 
These  examinations  have  been  made  under  the 
instruction  of  the  Local  Governments,  and  in 
direct  communication  with  us  ;  and  the  princi- 
ples on  which  they  have  been  based,  and  which 
have  been  unanimously  accepted  by  all  the 
authorities  concerned,  have  been  these ;  that 
liquor  should  be  taxed  and  consumption 
restricted,  as  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so 
without  imposing  positive  hardships  upon  the 
people  and  driving  them  to  illicit  manufacture. 
The  facts  now  placed  on  record  show  that  in 
this  policy  the  Local  Governments  have  been 
completely  successful,  and  that  the  g^eat 
increase  of  Excise  Revenue  in  recent  years, 
which  the  Cong^ss  take  as  evidence  of  the 
spread  of  drinking  habits,  really  represents  a 
much  smaller  consumption  of  liquor,  and  an 
infinitely  better  regulated  consumption  than 
the  smaller  revenue  of  former  years." 

I  believe  that  I  shall  be  able  entirely 
to  shatter  that  statement  to  pieces. 
There  has  been  an  increase  of  revenue 
in  recent  years  from  £2,300,000  to 
£4,200,000,  and  the  contention  of  the 
Indian  Government  is  that  that  increase 
of  revenue  is  obtained  from  increased 
duties  and  a  decreased  consumption. 
These  are  the  things  upon  which  we 
desire  to  join  issue.  The  despatch 
says : — 

**  Drunkenness,  in  the  English  sense  of  the 
term,  hardly  exists  in  India.  Writers,  whose 
comparisons  are  based  on  Oriental  experience, 
describe  as  drunkenness  and  as  spread  of  misery 
and  ruin  a  condition  of  things  which,  if  it  ex- 
isted in  England,  would  be  regarded  almost  as 
a  millennium  of  temperance.  The  average 
consumption  in  India  is  only  a  bottle  or  a  bot- 
tle and  a-half  of  spirits  a  year  for  every  adult 
male,  and  in  some  provinces  is  even  less  than 
that." 

Tliese  two   paragraphs    will    give    the 
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Hoase  some  idea  of  the  substance  of 
this  despatch.  The  statements  contained 
in  it  are  utterly  unfounded  and  alto- 
gether opposed  to  uniyersal  public 
opinion  in  India.  Three  years  ago  I 
trarelled  there  and  met  all  classes  and 
conditions  of  people,  but  I  nerer  met  one 
who  did  not  lament  the  rapid  spread  of 
the  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  (Mr. 
Caine)  was  there  last  year,  and  wiU  be 
able  to  confirm  all  that  I  say.  Erery 
opinion  confirms  the  astonishing  increase 
in  the  consumption  of  spirits  within  the 
last  few  years,  and  the  statistics  collected 
by  the  Government  of  India  itself  utterly 
confute  the  statements  contained  in  the 
despatch  of  1887.  In  proof  of  my  alle- 
gation I  will,  first  of  all,  cite  the  state- 
ment of  the  late  Keshub  Chunder-Sen, 
the  great  social  reformer,  who  said — 

'*  It  is  indeed  harrowing  and  painful  to  con' 
template  the  extent  to  which  senauality,  profli' 
^acy,  and  brutal  revels  on  the  one  hand,  and 
irreligion,  blasphemy,  and  practical  atheism  on 
the  other,  are  makiug  ravages  among  ail  classes 
of  the  native  community  in  consequence  of  the 
spread  of  drunkenness,  and  undermining  the 
religious  and  moral  life  of  the  nation  ....  In 
short,  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquor  has  done 
more  than  anything  else  to  degrade  the  physi- 
cal, moral,  and  social  condition  of  my  country- 
men, and  has  proved  a  stupendous  obstacle  in 
the  path  of  reformation.*' 

Contrast  that  statement  with  the  one 
made  by  the  Government  of  India  to 
the  efiPect  that  drunkenness  in  a  Euro- 
pean sense  does  not  exist  in  India.  Let 
me  now  quote  the  opinion  of  an  English 
gentleman,  Mr.  Hudson,  ^^ecretary  of 
the  Behar  Indigo  Planters  Association, 
in  evidence  which  he  gave  before  the 
Government  of  Bengal  Commission  in 
1884.     He  said— 

'*  The  upshot  of  the  inquiries  I  have  made 
amongst  the  planters  and  of  my  personal  ob- 
servations during  a  residence  of  20  years,  is 
that  drunkenness  has  greuly  increased  during 
the  last  few  years.  I  attribute  this  principally 
to  the  fact  that  20  years  ago,  and  up  to  a  few 
years  past,  it  cost  a  man  four  annas  to  get 
drunk  on  spirit;  now  he  can  make  himself 
dead  drunk,  thik  nissa,  as  it  has  been  expressed 
to  me  by  a  'habitual,'  for  one  anna.  Also  by 
the  fact  that,  whereas  it  used  to  be  most  diffi- 
cult to  get  spirits  anywhere  except  at  the  dis- 
tiUeriott,  it  can  now  be  procured  within  reach 
of  nearly  every  hamlet." 

One  anna  represents  a  penny.  This 
extraordinary  cheapening  of  liquor  is 
one  of  the  main  causes  of  the  increase 
of  drunkenness,  and  is  one  of  the  con- 
sequences of  the  policy  adopted  by  the 

Mr.  ^'.  ^mith 


Bengal  Gtovemment.  Oat  of  a  ffreat 
number  of  letters  I  have  received  1  will 
read  a  few  extracts.  The  Hooae  knows 
that  the  tea  industry  is  now  one  of  the- 
most  important  in  India.  The  castoD 
is  to  bring  a  large  number  of  oooliee 
from  other  parts  of  India,  and  get  them 
to  reside  in  the  tea  gardens.  It  is  a- 
kind  of  arrangement  that  needs  great 
care  in  order  to  prevent  it  from  de- 
generating  into  a  species  of  servitude.^ 
We  allow  the  ooolies  to  be  taken  frouk 
their  homes,  and  surely  it  is  our  duty 
to  protect  them,  as  far  as  possible,  from 
all  temptations.  I  will  read  to  the 
House  an  extract  from  a  letter  which 
affords  a  good  specimen  of  a  large  num- 
I  her  of  letters  I  have  received  containing* 
com  plain  cs  as  to  the  condition  of  thes» 
coolies.  This  letter  in  from  a  plantation 
in  which  I  have  some  interest  myself, 
and  I  have  therefore  the  means  of 
knowingthat  the  information  itcontains- 
is  reliable.     The  writer  says: — 

'*  I  reg^t  to  state  the  sad  fact  that  drunken* 
ness  among  garden  ooolies  has  spread  to  aa 
alarming  degree  since  its  promotion  and  en- 
couragement by  this  outstill  system.  Any 
attempt  to  abolish,  or  even  lessen,  this  growing 
evil  will  be  hailed  with  pleasure.  Since  the 
introduction  of  this  odious  system  in  1833,  the- 
consumption  of  country  spirits  has,  I  am  cer- 
tain, increased  sevenfold  (possibly  more),  and. 
it  is  increasing  yearly,  judging  from  the  new 
stills  that  peri^ically  spring  up  here  and  there- 
all  over  the  districts.  The  Local  Government- 
allow  and  cherish  these  stills  contiguous  to- 
our  gardens  and  bazaars.  There  are  cases  on 
record  of  proprietors  and  managers  having  laid 
the  matter  before  the  Local  Government,  clearly 
demonstrating  the  injury  the  industry  and  the 
health  of  the  coolies  had  and  were  receiving  at 
their  hands  from  the  propagation  of  snoha  system, 
but  the  said  Local  Government  only  loit  a  deal 
ear.  There  are  cases  where  managers  have  ob- 
jected  to  allowing  a  still  in  the  grants  under  their 
charge,  but  to  no  purpose — they  were  enforced. 
The  manufacturing  places  are  chosen  and  fixed 
by  the  Local  Gk>vemment.  These  outstills  are 
put  up  to  auction  yearly,  and  the  right  to 
manufacture  and  sell  country  spirits  knocked 
down  to  the  highest  bidder.  They  are  readily 
disposed  of  at  high  prices  to  eager  oompetitors, 
bent  on  aggrandizement  at  the  expense  of  oar 
tea  gardens  and  coolies'  health,  by  making  and 
selling  them  a  venomous  compound,  at  four 
annas  per  quart  bottle,  and  termed  by  the^ 
Local  Government  wholesome  country  spirit. 
Before  these  outstills  were  created,  shops 
where  spirits  could  be  procured  by  coolies 
were  few  and  far  between,  and  the  said  spirits 
could  not  be  purchased  at  less  than  one  rupee 
per  bottle.  During  these  times  the  oooUes 
had  little  or  no  temptation  to  drink,  and  were, 
although  earning  less  money,  in  a  maoh  bettor 
pNdcuniary  state  than  at  present.  The  road- 
side and  basaar  outstill  absorbs  th^  sorpluft- 


ftsi 


East  India 


{April  3C,  1889}         {Ahkari  Department).       822* 


tttth,  aye,  and  more,  because  food  and  clothing 
•M  omn  onrtailed  to  proYide  the  grim  fire- 
water. Sunday  is,  of  course,  the  great  day 
lor  drinking,  and  driving  by  I  have  come 
aorosB  coolies  lying  literally  dead  drunk  at 
intervals  in  the  road,  covered  with  mud  from 
head  to  foot,  and  have  had  to  have  them  rolled 
on  one  side  to  clear  the  way  for  my  trap.  One 
of  my  best  men  got  leave  one  day,  bought  six 
bottles  of  country  spirits  at  a  shop  about  four 
miles  away,  and,  on  his  way  home,  fell  across 
fhe  railway  line,  smashing  his  bottles,  and 
lying  insensible  unUl,  luofily,  picked  up  by 
inouer  coolie.  It  is  needless  to  say  that  the 
drinking  leads  to  rioting  and  wife  beating; 
•asos,  however,  seldom  come  before  the  notice 
of  the  (Government.  Were  they  to  do  so, 
coolies  would  be  constantly  absent  from  the 
gardens,  so  the  planter,  as  a  rule,  settles  these 
matters  himself. ' 

I  liave  collected  an  immense  mass  of 
materials  which  have  accumulated  in 
my  hands  during  the  last  three  years — 
papers  and  letters  almost  without  end  — 
and  I  could  quote  hundreds  expressing 
▼lews  almost  identical  with  these.  Per- 
haps the  House  will  expect  me  to 
deecribe  the  method  by  which  the 
Gt>vernment  carry  on  their  liquor  policy 
in  India.  They  farm  it  out  to  con- 
tractors. [Sir  J.  Gobst:  No]  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  "  No,"  but  I  be- 
lieve I  shall  be  able  to  prove  the  truth 
of  my  assertion.  The  system  is  to  farm 
it  out  to  the  men  who  will  pay  the 
largest  annual  sum  for  the  privilege  of 
supplying  the  liquor,  and  the  traffic 
sub-divides  itself  into  two  minor 
heads,  one  of  which  is  called  the 
Central  Distillery  System.  The  dis- 
tillery belongs  to  the  Government.  The 
contractor  goes  to  the  Central  Distillery 
and  takes,  say,  100,000  gallons,  en- 
gaging not  to  charge  the  public  more 
than  a  certain  price ;  but  he  may  sell 
it  as  cheap  as  he  likes.  If  he  Bnds 
that  he  can  only  sell  80,000  gallons,  he 
will  offer  the  remaining  20,000  gallons 
dirt  cheap — almost  for  nothing — rather 
than  have  it  left  on  his  hands.  There 
is  alpo  the  outstill  system,  which  is 
still  worse.  The  contractor  receives 
power  not  only  of  selling  by  retail, 
but  of  manufacturing  himself.  He 
pays  for  the  outstill  a  certain  fixed 
sum,  and  he  contracts  with  the 
Gt>vemment  to  pay  a  lump  sum 
for  the  use  of  the  outstill.  This  outstill 
system  was  introduced  in  Bengal  in 
1876.  Upon  the  introduction  of  the 
outstill  system  into  Bengal  in  1 876, 
consumption  of  drink  and  revenue 
therefrom  was  nearly  doubled  in   five 


years.  An  enormous  stimulus  was  given- 
to  the  manufacture  and  connumption  of 
strong  drink.  So  terrible  were  the 
effects,  so  loud  was  the  outcry,  that  the 
Government  were  obliged  to  appoint  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the  working 
of  the  system.  Now  I  must  ask  the 
Aouse  to  listen  to  one  or  two  quotations 
on  this  subject.  First,  I  quote  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  C.  S.  Metcalfe,  Addi- 
tional Commissioner  of  Patna,  a  district 
which  had  suffered  most  from  this  out- 
still  system. 

Sib  J.GORST:  What  is  the  date  of 
this? 

♦Mr.  S.  SMITH:  Mr.  Metcalfe'a 
evidence  was  given  before  the  Bengal 
Commission  in   1883-4.     He  says  :  — 

'*  I  have  heen  officially  connected  with  this- 
district  since    1879  to   1884  as  collector,    and 
from  1874  to  1876  as  oflBciating  commissioner. 
My  experience  has  heen  as  a  collector  hoth  of 
the    *  sudder     distillery '     and     the   '  outstill 
systems.'    The  habit  of  drinking  has  extended 
to  aU  classes.    The  quantity  drunk  is  larger 
owing  to  the  cheaper  price  at  which  it  is  now- 
sold.      Persons  who  previously  were  satisfied 
with  a  dram,  are  now  able  to  afibrd  a  bottle  or 
two.    Among  the  labouring  and  artizan  classes, 
drinking  has  increased  to  a  deplorable  extent.  I- 
have  not  noticed  any  cases  among  the  school  bovs, 
but  my  experience  is  that  domestic  servants,  day 
labourers,  and  women,  drink  to  an  extent  I  never- 
noticed  under  the  distillery  system.  Under  the- 
outstill  system  the  habit  of  drinking  is  forcibly 
brought  home  by  instances  such  as  these.     M^ 
coachman  has  tumbled  off  his  box  drunk.     If 
I  want  a  mochee  to  mend  the  harness  I  have  to- 
arrange  that  he  shall  be  sober  the  night  before 
A  workman  now  drinks  his  bottle  of  spirits  as 
regularly  as  he  eats  his  food,  and  quarrels  have 
become  frequent  from  a  man  arriving  at  home 
having  spent  all  his  earnings  in  drink.     I  can. 
speak  from  personal  observation  that  there  are- 
more  drunkards  in  and  about  this  city  than  I 
ever  observed  before." 

Complaints  like  these  poured  in  upon 
the  Indian  Government,  petitions  were 
presented  by  natives  and  Europeans,, 
and  in  1883*4  a  Commission  of  Inquiry^ 
was  appointed.  This  Commission  col- 
lected an  immt*nse  amount  of  evidence, 
through  the  bulk  of  which  I  have  gone 
with  much  patience.  Twice  I  have  gone- 
care  fully  over  the  Report.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
opposite  had  done  the  same  when  he 
made  the  statement  he  did  last  year 
supporting  the  despatch  of  the  Indian 
Government  that  there  was  a  marked' 
decrease  in  the  consumption  of  strong 
drink,  for  this  Commission  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  in  the  great  province^ 
of  Bengal  among  69,000,000  of  people* 
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year  or  two;  but  <u  tbe  rereDiu 
Btraightwar  fell  off  b;  10  laklu,  the 
Govemment  did  not  like  it  and  they 
gradually  reverted  to  the  old  Byetem, 
50  outstilla  at  a  time  bein^f  lioeneed 
io  spite  ot  the  rehement  protest  of  the 
native  population,  and  we  haTo  to-day 
the  abominable  outstiU  fiystem  goia^  on 
in  spite  of  the  unanimous  protests  of 
natirea  and  Europeans.  The  natire 
Congress  of  India  ia  an  important 
educated  and  representative  body  of 
some  1,300  Members  chosen  from  all 
parts  ot  India,  and  this  is  a  resolution 
they  passed : — 

>  ths  feet  that  a 
inmpticni  of  intozi- 
canti  has  taken  placa  imdar  ths  ayatenu  of 
abalkari  and  eiciia  now  pTeyailing  in  India,  tke 
OovemmeDt  tie  respectfully  nr^ed  to  adopt 
■ome  luoh  improvea  lyitem  a«  shall  tend  to 
diaooorage  insobriety. " 

I  hare  not,  so  far,  alluded  to  the 
opinion  of  missionaries,  the  most  dis- 
interested Europeans  in  Isdia,  and 
some  of  whom  have  lived  20  or  30 
years  in  India,  and  there  are  no  more 
intelligent  and  honest  observers  to  be 
found  on  matters  touching'  the  social  wel- 
fare of  India,  From  these  I  am  almost 
overwhelmed  with  evidence.  Last  year 
I  quoted  the  Bev.  Thomas  Evans  on  the 
terrible  evils  of  the  drink  trade.  A 
great  conference  of  British  missionaries 
held  in  Calcutta  last  December,  oon- 
demoed  the  outetill  system  in  the  most 
pronounced  manner,  and  they  proposed 
that  the  municipalities  of  India  should 
be  permitted  to  exercise  local  option  on 
the  question  of  the  opening  of  the  drink 
shops.  There  is  municipal  government 
in  many  of  the  lar^  towns  auoh  as 
Calcutta,  Bombay,  and  Delhi,  and 
having  this  in  view,  the  confereaoe 
included  this  in  their  memorial : — 

That  uoder  all  theae  circunutanoea  and  for 
all  the  reaaona  apecifled  above,  your  Hemoiial- 
.ally  but  moat  urgently  reqnert 
that  the  outstill  ayatem,  which  haa  proved  a 
cuise  to  the  country,  may  he  aboltahed  without 
delay  ;  and  that  the  privUege  of  '  local  option ' 
in  regard  to  the  opening  of  Bhops  for  the  sida  ot 
liquor  may  at  once  he  concedsd  to  all  rmnl 
~  imunitiea  under  such  arron^emeDts  tor 
rkin^  it  under  eiiating  law  or  nnder  freih 
legrialation  m  to  the   Oovemment  may   seen 


the  consumption  had  increased  in  ten 
Tears  by  135  per  cent,  orin  other  words, 
-from  an  average  of  1,600,OCO  gallons  to 
3,700,000.  The  despatch  for  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  India  was  dated  1887,  and 
-scarcely  takes  the  slightest  notice  of  the 
conclusions  of  the  Bengal  Commission, 
and  simply  glides  over  it,  touching  it  so 
-casually  that  an  ordinary  reader  of  the 
despatch  would  not  know  that  such  a 
<!ommi8sion  ever  sat  and  arrived  at  suoh 
terrible  coDclusione.  The  despatch  of 
1887,  and  the  Under- Secretary  in  his 
speech  last  year,  laid  great  stress  on  the 
fact  that  less  illicit  drink  was  sold  and 
more  Oovemment  drink.  That  was  the 
-stress  of  the  ars;ament  last  year,  and  I 
suppose  it  will  be  repeated  to-night. 
But  let  me  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  finding  of  the  Bengal  Com- 
mission.    Here  is  wbat  they  say : 

"  Ko  matter  what  view  may  be  taken  of  the 
-extent  of  illicit  distillation  and  smuggling  under 
-the  Control  Distillery  Syatam,  they  cannot  be 
held  to  account  for  any  conaiderable  proportion 
of  this  amount  and  may  be  excluded  from  the 
■oonaideration  ot  the  question  without  the  con- 
-clufioo  arrived  at  being  serioaaly  vitiated 
theieby." 

In  other  words,  the  Commissionere  say 
that  this  gigantic  increase  as  shown  in 
the  statistics  of  drink  consumption  is 
not  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  transfer  of 
the  consumption  from  illicit  to  licit 
manufacture. 

Sib  J.  G0E8T  :  In  Bengal  ? 
*Me.  8.  SMITH :  Yes,  in  Bengal  with 
its  69  million  inhabitants. 

8iB  J.  G0R8T :  My  interruption  was 
intended  to  remind  the  hon.  Member 
that  my  statement  was  founded  on  the 
statistics  fi>r  the  whole  of  India  and  was 
not  coufiued  to  Bengal. 
*Mr.  8.  SMITH  :  Then  I  may  take  it 
that  69  millions  of  people  are  to  be 
excepted  from  that  general  statement. 

8iH  J,  G0R8T  :  1  did  not  say  so. 

•Mb.  S.  SMITH:  I  think  I  have 
proved  there  is  this  enormous  increase 
■of  consumption  in  Bengal,  and  I  sball 
leave  to  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
to  produce  statistics  as  to  the 
rest  of  India,  All  the  evidence  I 
have  been  able  to  collect  shows  me  that 
'this  illicit  drinking  is  a  mere  bugbear, 
,an  excuse  to  salve  the  coDscieeces  of 
the  British  people,  an  easy  way  to  throw 
-dust  in  the  eyes  of  inquirers.  Now,  the  : 
Bengal  Commission  reported  in  favour    known  that  thi 


the   Oovemment  r 
beat." 

What   is   required    is   to   bring  Local 
Option   to    bear  on  the  evil.    It  is  well 
known  that  the  uiunicipalities  would  ex- 
~ui  a,  reversal  of  the  outstill  policy,  and    tirpate   the   system,    root    and  branch, 
.an  attempt  at  reversal  was  made  for  a    But  the  Clovernment  will  not  giye  them 
^^r.  8.  Smith 
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power  to  do  anjthiDg  of  tho  kind,  be- 
cause they  are  afraid  of  the  reveiiue. 
Let  it  be  remembered  that  the  native 
population  look  upon  the  liquor  trade 
very  differently  from  ourselves,  they 
look  upon  drinking  as  a  vice,  there  is  no 
such  thing  as  a  class  of  moderate 
drinkers,  though  there  may  be  a  few 
educated  natives  who  have  adopted 
English  habits.  A  native  if  he  dnnks 
at  all  drinks  to  get  drunk,  and  he  drives 
hard  bargains  with  the  publicans  for 
the  purpose.  The  Mahomedan  and  the 
Hindoo  religions  are  utterly  opposed  to 
the  use  of  strong  drink.  Even  to-day 
the  mass  of  Indians  are  abstainers. 
The  consumption  of  drink  is  confined  to 
a  few  comparatively,  and  so  the  average 
consumption  per  head  of  population 
appears  very  small.  But  whereas  ten 
years  ago  there  were  perhaps  10,000,000 
of  drinkers  in  India,  we  have  now  turned 
them  into  20,000,000,  and  at  the 
rate  we  are  going  on  we  shall,  in  time, 
turn  the  20,000,000  into  40,000,000  and 
the  40,000,000,  into  80,000,000.  The 
dimate  of  India  and  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  people  make  liquor  little  else 
than  poison  to  them.  When  taken  to 
excess  for  a  short  time  it  kills  them. 
Then  the  average  income  of  the  people 
of  India  is  not  more  than  3d.  per  head 
per  day  for  every  adult  male.  That  sum 
is  barely  sufficient  to  keep  a  family  alive, 
and  a  penny  a  day  spent  in  drink  out 
of  that  sum  reduces  them  to  starvation. 
There  is  no  Poor  Law  in  India,  but  if 
we  make  the  country  a  nest  of  drunk- 
ards, we  must  introduce  a  Poor  Law 
to  keep  the  people  from  starvation.  The 
real  objection  that  meets  us  is  the 
revenue,  the  £5,000,000  raised  from 
the  sale  of  drink  and  other  intoxicants 
blinds  the  eyes  of  Indian  officials.  It  is  a 
revenue  easily  raised.  The  man  who 
sells  most  drink  gets  the  contract, 
and  the  revenue  is  very  easily  raised. 
Every  official  in  India  is  looked  upon 
with  favour  more  or  less  in  proportion 
as  he  increases  the  revenue  contracts. 
Indian  finance  is  always  in  an  im- 
pecunious state,  and  so  it  comes 
about  that  the  best  official  is  the  man 
who  collects  most  revenue,  and  the  bad 
official  is  one  who  allows  the  revenue 
to  fall  off.  It  is  quite  natural  that  that 
should  be  so.  Having  got  this  vicious 
system,  and  having  to  raise  money  out 
of  it,  the  Government  of  India  must 
employ   persons  who  will  best  collect 


the  revenue.  The  officials  are  tied  to- 
the  system,  and  we  can  place  no  more 
reliance  upon  their  opinions  than  on 
the  question  of  the  Abolition  of  Slavery 
we  could  have  followed  the  advice  of 
West  India  planters  as  to  the  moral 
effects  of  the  system.  A  wasteful  system 
of  finance  has  brought  the  Government 
of  India  to  lean  more  and  more  on 
immoral  sources  of  revenue,  and  so  we  go 
on  poisoning  the  natives  of  India  with 
drink  as  we  have  poisoned  the  Chinese 
with  opium.  But  we  should  not  lend 
ourselves  to  any  such  system.  We 
should  not  consider  merely  what  the 
exigencies  of  the  Indian  Government 
are.  We  should  insist  that  the  revenue 
of  India  should  be  raised  by  moral 
means,  by  means  consistent  with  the 
true  interests  of  India.  It  is  a  melan- 
choly reflection  that  a  so-called  Christian 
Government  should  outrage  the  moral 
sense  of  the  heathens  we  govern.  We 
have  outraged  the  moral  instincts  of  the 
natives  of  India  by  our  conduct  in  this 
matter.  No  one  who  reads  the  native 
newspapers  can  doubt  that,  in  the  view 
of  the  natives,  the  use  of  liquor  was 
immoral.  My  Resolution  deals  with 
opium  as  well  as  drink,  for  it  is  in- 
cluded in  the  Excise  Laws,  and  its  sale 
in  India  is  licensed,  though  not  on  so 
large  a  scale  as  drink.  We  include 
it  in  our  condemnation,  for  I  know  it& 
effect  is  not  less  fatal  than  drink  to  the 
natives,  and  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Caine) 
has  visited  an  opium  den  in  Lucknow, 
and  to  him  we  are  indebted  for  the 
following  description  : — 

**  We  enter  with  thereat,  and  find  oarselves 
in  a  dirty  courtyard,  round  which  are  ranged 
15  small  rooms.  The  stench  is  sickening,  the 
swarms  of  flies  intolerable,  and  there  is  some- 
thing strange  and  weird  about  the  faces  of 
those  who  are  coming  in  from  the  street.  It 
dawns  upon  me  that  I  am  in  yet  another  and 
different '  G^ovemment '  Bazaar,  and  that,  for 
the  first  time  in  my  life,  I  am  within  the  walls 
'of  an  opium  den.'  At  the  entrance  sits  a 
comely  Chinese  woman,  whose  husband  is  busy 
showing  the  arriving  customers  into  the  least 
crowdea  of  the  side  rooms.  Before  her  is  a 
table,  covered  with  copper  coins.  She  is 
veritably  '  sitting  at  the  receipt  of  custom.^ 
About  half  these  copper  coins  go  the  Govern- 
ment Treasury  at  Calcutta,  the  other  half 
going  to  the  Government  tax  collector,  the 
opium  farmer.  I  obtain  permission  to  go  over 
the  whole  premises,  and  enter  the  first  of  the 
small  rooms.  In  the  centre  of  the  room,  which 
has  no  window,  and  is  very  dark,  is  a  small 
charcoal  fire,  whose  glow  casts  a  lurid  light  on 
the  faces  of  nine  human  beings,  men  and  women^ 
lying  in  a  circle  like  pigs  in  a  sty.    A  young 


gir!  about  16  yean  of  age  haa  chtuge  of  each 
Toom,  fans  the  fire,  light*  the  opium  pipe,  and 
liolda  It  in  the  month  of  the  smoher  who  has 
last  come  in,  till  his  head  falli  heavily  on  the 
bod^  of  hiB  predecewor.  Two  or  three  are  in 
-vanooe  atagea  of  OTeliminary  dmnkenneia.  I 
have  been  in  East  End  gin  [Kilacea  on  Saturday 
nighta— I  have  aeen  men  in  variona  stages  of 
delirium  tremens,  I  have  visited  many  idiot  and 
lunatic  asylums,  bnt  I  have  never  seen  such 
borrible  doBtractioa  of  Ood's  image  in  the  faoe 
of  man,  ss  I  saw  in  the  '  Government '  opinm 
dens  of  Lucknow.  To  mj  dying  day  1  shall 
carry  the  recollectioD  of  the  face  of  a  hand- 
tome  yoang  woman  of  1 S  or  19  years,  sprawling 
on  the  senseleaa  bodies  of  men,  her  fine  brown 
eyes  flattened  and  dulled  with  coming  stapor, 
and  her  lips  drawn  back  from  her  glittering 
white  t«etb.  Another  girl  of  the  same  age  wtw 
sitting  in  a  group  of  newly-arrived  tmokei^ 
singing  some  lewd  romance  as  they  handed 
round  the  pipe.  I  went  from  room  to  room  and 
counted  97  persona  of  both  aezea  in  variooa 
stages  of  opium  stupor.  Green  hands  could 
get  drunk  for  a  penny  or  less,  bnt  by  degreee 
more  and  more  opinm  is  needed,  and  the 
callous  keeper  of  this  hideoos  den  showed  us 
men  whom  ISO  drops  of  thick  opinm,  miiad 
with  tobacco,  hardly  sufficed  ■     ■  ■     ■    -        ■■ 
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social  evils  of  the  preaent  Tioiotia  bjb- 
tem,  which  I  c&n  aMure  the  Hooee  m; 
hon.  Friend  has  not  exaggerated.  The 
Resolution  states  that  the  fisoal  system 
of  the  Qovemment  of  India  apreadi 
misery  and  rain  among  the  industrial 
clasaea  of  India,  and  I  foond  abundant 
evidenoe  to  sustain  tliat  allegation.  Bat 
first  let  me  deal  with  the  Qovernment 
argument  in  support  of  their  polioy, 
and  meet  them  upon  their  own  ground. 
The  hon.  Qentleman  the  Under  Seors- 
tary  for  India  (Sir  J.  Oorst)  endendy 
wishes  that  the  figures  with  regard  to  tu 
whole  of  India  should  be  quoted  and 
not  tiiose  relating  to  seotiona  or  dis- 

Sir  J.  aOBST :  Not  at  aU.  I  do  not 
object  to  any  figures  being  taken  as  long 
as  it  is  made  dear  to  the  House  what 
figures  they  are. 

•Me.  CAINE:  Well,  I  wiU  be  quite 
clear  as  to  the  figures  I  take,  and  I  will 
explain,  for  the  sake  of  simplicify,  that 
all  my  figures  will  be  in  pounds  sterling, 
taking  the  usual  reckoning  often  rupeet 
to  the  £.  I  find  that,  according  to  the 
latest  arailable  statistics,  those  of  1887, 
the  total  revenue  from  Intozioatiag 
liquors  all  over  India  is  steadily 
advancing.  I  may  say  that  the  gallonage 
of  consumption  is  not  given  in  the  Govran- 
ment  returns,  at  all  events,  until  the 
last  two  or  three  years,  and  I  found  it 
very  difficult,  even  in  India,  to  get 
figures  on  the  subject.  T  will  first  alraw 
how  the  revenue  from  intoxicating 
liquors  and  drugs  is  steadily  advancing. 
The  present  system  has  been  in  ezis^ 
ence  for  about  fifty  years.  It  was 
founded  about  1B38,  and  it  reaohad 
complete  perfection  about  1878,  wlm 
the  total  revenue  from  intoxioauts  was 
£:2, 428,000.  In  1879,  the  revenue  loae 
to  £2,619,000,  in  1880  to  £2,838,000, 
in  1881  to  £3,135,000.  in  1883  to 
£3,427,000,  in    1883  to  £3,609,000,  in 

1884  (o  £3,837,000,  in  188fi  to 
£4,012,000,  in  1S»6  to  £4,153,000,  and 
in  1887  to  £4,375,000.  The  revenw 
has  therefore  virtually  doubled  itaelf  ii 
ten  years.  Now  it  is  urged  by  A» 
Government  that  this  inoreaw  is  tht 
result,  first  of  all,  of  increased  taxatum, 
and  secondly  of  tiie  transfer  of  ths  oon- 
sumption  from  illicit  to  OoTanunent 
liquor.  I  would  ask  my  hon.  Friaad 
the  Under  Secretary,  whether  he  meaas 
to  say  that  the  bulk  of  the  iacreaae  of 
£2,100,000  is  a  transfer  from  illioit  t» 


laden  atmoaphsre." 

I  cannot  pursue  this  painful  subject 
further,  I  fear  I  have  encroaohed  too 
much  on  the  time  of  the  House.  I  hope 
I  have  not  spoken  too  warmly,  but  the 
subject  is  oneofenormousimportance.  I 
am  advocating  the  cause  of  countless 
millions  of  our  race.  I  g 
stop  ravages  compared 
those  of  war  and  pestilence  are  but 
lesser  evils.  This  House  has  long,  far- 
reaching  arms,  and  they  can  give  deliver- 
ance to  India.  I  ask  the  House  to  use 
its  mighty  influence  to-night  for  the 
protection  of  myriads  of  our  fellow- 
creatures.  I  ask  the  House,  by  passing 
this  Resolution  to-night,  to  send  a  thrill 

India. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  fiscal 
syatem  of  the  Oovemment  of  India  leads  to  the 
establishment  of  apirit  distilleries,  liquor  and 
opium  shops  in  targe  numbers  of  places  where 
tul  recently  they  never  exiated,  in  defiance  of 
Native  opinion  and  the  protests  of  the  inhabit- 
ants,   and   that    each   mcreased  tacilitiea   foi 
drjnkiog   produce   a  steadily  increasing 
sumption,  und  spread  misery  and  ruin  among 
the  industrial  clasaaaof  India,  calling  for' 
diate  action  on  the  part  of  the  Uorernir 
India  with  a  view  to  their  abatement. 
Samuel  Smith.) 

*Mr.    CAINE  (Barrow) :    I  need  not 
follow  my  hon.  Friend,  in  seconding  his 
Motion,  into  a  description  of  the  terrible 
Mr.  S.  Smith 
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Uoit    oonsumption  ?    If   so,   it  reflects 
yerj  g^^eat  disgrace  on  the  management 
of  the  excise  system  in  former  years. 
T^th  regard  to  the  raising  of  taxation, 
tiiat  has  been  very  trivial,  and  nothing 
at  all  like  the  100  per  cent  it  would 
have  to  be,  in  order  to  account  for  the 
increase.     The  revenue  is  derived,  not 
-only  from  spirits,  lyit  also  from  opium 
and  other  intoxicating  drugs,  and  the 
imports  show  a  steady  increase,  and  one 
ihat  has  been  much  more  rapid  in  recent 
years.     The  imports  of  spirits  show  an 
increase  of  50  per  cent  in  the  last  ten 
years.    In  1885,  the  imports  of  spirits 
amounted  to  858,000  gallons;  in  1886, 
they  amounted  to  937,000  gallons,  and 
in  1887  they  rose  to  1,063,000  gallons— 
or  total  increase  of  23  per  cent,  in  three 
years.  There  was  also  an  increase  of  60 
per  cent,  in  the  imports  of  malt  liquors 
in  the  three  years.     Furthermore,  there 
is,  all  over  India,  a  steadily  increasing 
manufacture  of  beer,  strong  io  alcohol, 
-on  which  no  duty  is  paid.     All  the  in- 
^nreased  consumption  is  native  and  not 
English.      The   English    population  is 
more  sober  and  abstemious  than  in  times 
past^  and  its  consumption  of  liquor  has 
oertainly  not  increased.     We  have  now 
15,000  teetotallers  in  the  Indian  Army, 
and  the  evidence  goes  to  show  that  a 
decreasing  amount  of  liquor  is  consumed 
by  our  soldiers.     Under  these  circum- 
stances, the  figures  I  have  quoted  are 
calculated  to  give  alarm  to  every  social 
reformer  and  every  practical  politician. 
I  will  quote  from  Paper  166,  of  June 
25th,  1887,  in  order  to  show  what  are 
the  opinions  of  authorities: — 

'*  The  principles  on  which  the  Excise  83r8tem 
of  India  are  hased,  and  which  have  heen  unan- 
imously accepted  by  all  the  authorities  con- 
cerned have  been  these  ;  That  liquor  should  be 
taxed,  and  consumption  restricted,  as  far  as 
it  has  been  possible  to  do  so  without  imposing 
positive  hardships  upon  the  people,  and  driving 
them  to  illicit  manufacture.  In  this  policy  the 
local  Gt>vemments  have  been  completely 
successful,  and  the  great  increase  of  Excise 
Revenue  in  recent  years,  which  have  been 
taken  as  evidenee  of  the  spread  of  drinking 
habits,  really  represents  a  much  smaller  con- 
sumption of  liquor,  and  an  infinitely  better 
regulated  consumption  than  the  smaller  revenue 
of  former  years." 

I  at  once  admit  that  that  is  the  principle 
on  which  the  excise  laws  of  India  are 
supposed  to  be  based  and  intended  to  be 
based,  as  is  clearly  shown  by  the  follow- 
ing order  issued  to  Revenue  Officers  in 
India  on  September  17th,   1838,  when 


the  foundations  of  the  present  system 
were  laid  :— 

''  It  cannot  be  too  strongly  urged  upon  col- 
lectors that  the  object  which  Government  has 
in  view  is  to  restrain  and,  if  possible,  to  correct 
and  diminish  the  total  actual  consumption  of 
spiritous  liquors,  whether  clandestine  or. 
licensed,  being  fully  persuaded  that  any  amount 
of  revenue  that  may  be  lost  by  the  efficiency  of 
the  svstem  for  this  end  will  be  repaid  one  hun- 
dredfold in  the  preservation  and  advancement 
of  moral  feelings  and  industrious  habits  among 
the  people." 

I  met  many  of  the  leading  officials  in 
India,  and  uheir  great  cry  was,  "  Don't 
call  our  good  intentions  into  question." 
Of  the  good  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment I  have  no  doubt,  but  I  say  that 
those  good  intentions  in  the  present 
case  have  only  made  the  usual  pave- 
ment. I  contend  deliberately  that 
the  Excise  Laws  of  India,  the  best 
and  worst  of  them,  directly  lead  to  an 
increase  of  drinking  facilities,  and,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  to  an  increased  con- 
sumption of  liquor,  with  all  its  atten- 
dant evils.  That  the  various  Govern- 
ments of  India,  in  spite  of  themselveSi 
are  inevitably  committed  by  those  laws 
to  a  policy  of  expansion,  instead  of 
restriction,  and  that  the  sale  of  liquor 
and  drugs  is  stimulated  all  over  India, 
for  the  sake  of  the  revenue  it  produces. 
I  am  fully  aware  of  the  seriousness  of 
this  charge.  I  have  had  it  drummed  into 
me  durine  the  three  months  I  have  been 
in  India,  but  I  stand  by  it.  Last  year, 
Mr.  Westland,  Finance  Minister  for 
India,  used  the  following  language  in 
tfie  Legislative  Oouncil: — 

**  I  look  hopefully  to  a  considerable  increase 
in  the  Excise  Revenues,  and  believe  that  a 
g^reat  deal  might  be  done  in  Northern  India 
by  the  introduction  of  the  methods  which  in 
Bombay  and  Madras,  have  so  powerfully  con- 
tributed to  the  increase  of  revenue  under  this 
head." 

In  England  it  is  the  custom  for  Finance 
Ministers  to  congratulate  Parliament 
upon  a  diminishing  revenue  from 
intoxicants;  in  India,  however,  the 
Finance  Minister  looks  hopefully  to  a 
considerable  increase  in  such  revenue. 
I  have  been  censured  for  saying  that 
such  a  statement  as  this  coming  from 
such  an  authority,  would  certainly  be 
interpreted  by  his  subordinates  into  a 
hint  to  stimulate  the  sale  of  Exciseable 
articles.  I  repeat  the  statement,  and 
will  presently  show  how  it  is  being  acted 
upon.  Let  us,  however,  now  examine 
for  a  moment  into  the  operation  of  the 
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methods  in  Bombay  and  Madras,  which  i  had   a    long    conTeraation 


832 
that 


have  made  such  a  powerful  impression 

on  Mr.  Westland  and  Sir  David  Barbour. 

In  the  Financial  Statement  for  1887-8, 

Mr.     Westland      uses     clear     enough 

language      about     the     methods      of 

the    two    Presidencies.     He     said : — 

**  Ab  maids  excise,  it  will  be  seen  that  it 
is  in  Ma&as  and  Bombay  that  the  Revenue 
Administration  has  been  most  sncoessfiil,  as 
these  two  provinces,  with  a  total  population  of 
47,500,000  produce  a  Revenue  nearly  as  large  as 
that  of  Bengal  with  69,000,000.  The  whole 
mtem  of  distillation  has  been  brought  more 
tnoroughly  under  control,  and  stricter  and 
more  methodical  preventive  measures  have 
enabled  the  Government  to  greatly  enhance  the 
rate  of  duty,  for  the  question  of  the  rate  of 
duty  which  it  is  possible  to  levy,  is  simply  the 
question  of  the  prevention  of  illicit  niiiilla* 
tion." 

Sir  David  Barbour  commenting  on  thi^ 
paragraph  in  this  year's  financial  state- 
ment says — 

**  Mr .  Westland 's  expectations  was  that  by  the 
prevention  of  illicit  dealings,  it  would  be 
possible  to  raise  a  large  Revenue,  the  increase 
of  Revenue  being  accompanied,  not  by  an 
increase  of,  but  by  a  check  on  drinking.*' 

Well,   I   want  to  see  how  drinking  is 
checked  by  this  system.  In  Madras  there 
was  introduced  in  October,  1884,  a  new 
ijstem  which  enables  the  authoritiee  to 
raise  a  large  Bevenue  by  the  prevention 
of  illicit   linking.      I  admit  that  the 
change  was  a  great  improvement  on  the 
previous  system,  but  it  was  bad  at  the 
best.     In    1883-4   the    consumption    of 
arrack  in  the  Presidency  amounted  to 
1,204,000  gallons.     In  1885,  the  yearof 
transition  it  fell  to  1,189,000  g^lons. 
We  should,   however,   expect  to  see  a 
steadily  diminishing  consumption  if  the 
system  were  all  that  is  claimed  for  it. 
In  1 886  the  consumption  goes  down  a 
little  farther— to  1,055,000  gallons;  but 
in  1887  it  rises  again  to  1,084,000,  and 
in  1888  to  1,270,000,  which  is  more  than 
that  of  any  previous  year.     We  find, 
therefore,    that    although   the    system 
diminishes  the  consumption  for  a  year 
or  two  the  increase  invariably  comes 
afterwards.      The    people    have  learnt 
drinking  habits,   and  the  Government 
with  a  view  of  raising  revenue,  push  in 
liquor  shops  whenever  they  think  there 
is  a  ghost  of  a  chance  of  a  customer. 
8ir  David  Barbour  is  wiselv  silent  with 


gentleman.  I  made  careful  notes  of  it, 
and  read  them  over  to  him  with  acMne 
care,  and  he  admitted  that  tiiey  accu- 
rately represented. what  he  said.  Bls- 
statements  were  (I  quote  from  my 
notes) : — 

« Throughout  the  Presidency  these  is  no 
illicit  distillation  whatever  for  sale.  Tliere  may 
be  a  little  prevalent  where  there  are  many 
toddy  or  mowra  trees,  for  private  eonflomptioD 
(mly.  We  have  got  Mr.  Pritdnid's 
wcA  in  hand,  and  illicit  distillation 
reduced  to  a  minimum.'* 


The  system  has  now  been  in  good  work* 
ing  order  for  ton  years,  and  what  ar& 
the  results?    In  1882  the  oonannaptioik 
of  ardent  spirits  in  the  Bombay  Fresi* 
dency  was  two  millions  of  gallmia,  and 
in  1886  it  had  risen  to  2,750,000  gallons^ 
these  being  the  latest  available  figures* 
There  was  thus  a  net  increase  of  40  per 
cent  in  four  years,  whi<^  means  that  it 
would  double  itself  in   10  years.     We 
are  asked  to  belioTe  that  this  inereese  is 
due  to  the  change  from  illicit  to  licit 
consumption.     I  entirely  fail  to  under* 
stand  how  such  finaniaal  anthorities  a» 
Mr.  Westland  and  Sir  Darid  Barbour 
can  commit  themselTes  to  statomentSt 
the  bottom  of  which  can  be  knocked  out 
by    a   simple   reference  to    their  own 
Excise  Beports.    The  Financial  Beport 
for  this  year  has  the  andacity  to  soggest 
that  their  principles  apply  equally  to 
intoxicating  drugs  as  to  liquors.    It  will 
be  found  that  whereyertheeonsomptioik 
of  liquor    increases,   the    appelito   for 
drugs  appears  to  be  also  whcited.  I  wiQ 
take  the  pattom  district  of  the  Bombay 
Presidency,  where  the  system  is  most 
perfect,   and  I  will   give  the  revenue 
from  foreigpi  liquor,  from  country  spirits^ 
and  from  drugs.     I  wish  to  show  thatit 
has  steadily    increased   right  through 
from  the  completion  of  Mr.  Piitdiaia'S' 
system  in  1877.     During  the  fiTeyeai^ 
ending  1877,  the  STerage  revenue  from 
foreigpi  liquors  was  £1, 100 ;  during  the 
five  years  ending  1882  it  was  £2,700; 
in  1883  it  was  £3,500;  in  1884,£S,600; 
in  1885,  £8,300;   in  1886.  £8,400;   in 
18b7,   £9,300;    and  in    1888,   £9,000. 
Now  we  take  the  spirit  manufactured 
at  the  Government  distilleries :    During- 
the    five    years  ending   1877,  country 


regard  to  Bomluiy.  I  will  not  be  silent*  j  spirit  produced  an  average  revenue  of 
While  I  was  in  Bombay  1  had  a  visit  ^  £nU\OiH) :  during  the  five  years  endings 
from  Lallubhai  Gt>niandas.  gt^noral  as- 1  IS^:2  a  i^venue  of  £390,i.HH);  in  1883,. 
eistant  in  the  Abkari  Departmout     Ii  £540AH>0:  in  18S4«  £590,000;  in  1885,, 
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£640,000;  in  1886,  £690,000;  in  1887, 
£710,000;     and     in     1888,    £750,000. 
And  now   with  regard  to  drugs :    We 
are    told    it    is   better  for  the  people 
to  consume  what  they  call  '*  wholesome  " 
epirit  than  to  take  opium  or  other  drugs, 
and  that  by    stimulating  the    sale   of 
epirits  they  diminish   the  consumption 
of    drugs.     Well,    in   the   five    years 
ending      1877      the      revenue      from 
•drugs     was      £5,400,      in     the      five 
▼ears    ending     1882     it    was  £5,100, 
in  1883  it  was  £8,100,  in  1884  it  was 
£9,400,  in  1885  it  was  £10,400,  in  1886 
it  was  £10,800,  in  1887  it  was  £11,000, 
and  in  1888  it  was  £11,700.     This  is 
the  way  they  secure  a  maximum  revenue 
with  a  minimum  of  consumption.   I  say, 
without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  the 
^consumption  has  increased   in  precisely 
the  same  ratio  as   the  revenue,  not  only 
in  Bombay  but    all    over  India  alike. 
This  is  inevitable  so  long  as  the  existing 
eystem  prevails.     I  admit  that    some 
methods  in  India  are  better  than  others ; 
but  all  are  bad,  and  all  are  based  upon 
the  same  principles.     My  hon.  Friend 
has  very  fairly  described  the  systems  in 
use.  The  Government  control  the  manu- 
facture,   but   they  do  not    control    the 
retail  sale.    They  pretend  to  ;  but  to  all 
intents  and   purposes,  when  the  liquor 
sale  has  been  given  to  a  farmer,  he  can 
do  whatever  he  likes.     I  have  had  long 
interviews  with  liquor  farmers.     I  have 
talked    to    one   who  pays  as  much  as 
£140,000   a  year  for  the    monopoly  of 
certain  districts,  and  he  told  me  he  was 
obliged  to  take  so  many  gallons  a  year 
and  to  pay  duty  on  it.  The  Qovemment 
do  not  allow  him  to  sell  above  a  certain 
price,  but  when  he  finds  himself   with 
liquor  on  his  hands  he  disposes  of  it  at 
any  price  he  can  get.     The  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  there  are  eight  or  nine 
different   systems  prevailing  in  India, 
and  eight  or  nine  sub- varieties.     I  am 
bound   to   say  I  did  not  see  a  single 
man  in  all  India,  excepting  one,  wno 
understood    it    in    all    its    details,    or 
indeed  half  as  well  as  I  did  myself.    I 
contend  that  under  this  vicious  farming 
system  the  bias  of  everyone  concerned 
is    in  favour    of    the    expansion    of 
the  trade  and  not    of   its  contraction, 
and    that    whatever    may   have  been 
the  intentions  of  the   inventors  of  the 
system    all    moral    considerations    are 
swamped     in    the    efforts     to    obtain 
revenue.      The  (Government  is  biassed 
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in   favour  of  the  tax.      It  may  be  an 
unconscious  bias,  but  the  bias  is  there. 
It   furnishes   a  steady  and    improving 
revenue,    as  I  have   shown,   and   it  is 
cheap  to  collect.     This  is  shown  by  the 
figures.     The  revenues  from  forests  cost 
55  per  cent  to  collect ;    from  opium,  25 
per  cent ;  from  land,  15  per  cent;   from 
Customs,  7  per  cent ;  from  stamps,  4  per 
cent ;  and  from  Excise  only  3  per  cent. 
The  bias  is  naturally  in  favour  of  such  an 
admirable  and  cheap  source  of  revenue 
as  this,    and  especially  as   it   doubles 
itself  in  ten  years.     As  to  the  officers 
engaged   in  the    administration,   their 
promotion  may  not  altogether  depend 
upon  the  revenue  obtained,  but  it  does 
depend  upon  it  to  some  extent.     If  you 
take  the  last  report  for  Bengal  you  will 
find   a    paragraph    commencing   thus: 
"  Officers  deserving  favourable  notice  for 
the  management  of  the  Excise  Depart- 
ment of  their  various  districts."      Then 
follow  16  names  of  officers  in  every  one 
of  whose  districts  there  has  been  an  in- 
crease in  the  revenue,  the  average  being 
£.%500    each.     I    do    not  blame   them 
for  trying  to  get  on  in  their  profession. 
There  are  gentlemen  opposite  who  are 
at  the  head  of  their  profession,  and  who 
would  not  have  got  ihere  unless  they  had 
done  their  best  to  stimulate  the  revenue 
in  every  way.     During  the  three  months 
I  spent  in  India  this  winter,  I  found 
endless  instances  of  the   praiseworthy 
watchfulness  of  collectors,  and  of  the 
way  in  which  they  act  upon  the  sugges- 
tions of  the  Finance  Ministers,  who  are 
'*  looking  hopefully  to  an  increase  in 
the  Excise  revenues."     Let  me  give  an 
instance :     In  the  district  of  Backer- 
gunje,  in  Bengal,  a  religious  fair  is  held 
every  year.      For  some  years  past  a 
Jiquor  shop  has  been  established  there. 
The  agent  of  one  of  the  excellent  and 
useful  associations  which  are  springing 
up  all  over  India  watching  the  actions 
of     the     Government,     called     upon 
the    Zemindar    who    owned   the    land 
and    urged   him   to   refuse   to   supply 
land  for  the  liquor  shop  any   longer. 
He  refused  accordingly.     But  the  col- 
lector,    Mr.     Clay,     of     Backergunje, 
dropped  on  the  Zemindar  at  once,  and 
wrote  to  him  asking  for  an  explanation. 
The  2iemindar  called  and  explained,  and 
two  more  letters  followed,  both  of  which 
I  will  read.    The  first  is  addressed  to 
Chunder  Das,  farmer  of  com,  spirit  and 
drugs,  Lakutia — 
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**  In  accordance  with  the  order  of  the  Co  Hec- 
tor passed  to  day  you  are  directed  to  open  your 
shop  as  usual  at  the  aforesaid  Mela.  A  copy 
of  this  order  is  sent  to  the  proprietors  of  that 
Mela,  so  that  they  may  present  to  the  OoU  ector 
any  objection,  if  they  have  any,  to  the  ope  ning 
of  the  aforesaid  shop  at  the  Mela. — G.  0.  D  utt. 
Excise  Deputy  Collector.' ' 

The  same  gentleman,  Mr.  Dutt,  writes 
to  Babu  Behari  Lai  Koy  and  two  other 
Zemindars — 

"As  a  person  named  Pama  Chunder  Das* 
for  a  fee  of  15  rupees  got  a  licence  for  setting 
up  a  shop  for  the  sale  of  wines,  Ganga,  and 
opium  at  your  Lakutia  Mela,  and  you  did  not 
allow  him  place  to  open  his  shop  then,  an  order 
was  issued  on  him  to  open  his  shop,  and  a  copy 
of  that  order  served  on  you  that  you  may  pre- 
sent to  the  Collector  your  objections,  if  you 
have  any,  to  give  him  land  for  this  purpose. 
Up  to  this  day  you  have  presented  no  objection 
and  given  him  no  land  for  his  shop.  Tou  are 
ordered  to  show  cause  before  the  Collector 
within  two  days  why  that  shop  should  not  be 
set  up  at  your  Mela.'* 

What  does  this  mean?  These  men 
are  anxious  to  have  their  religious 
festival  conducted  decently  and  in  order, 
and  this  Kevenue  official  comes  down 
upon  them  like  a  thousand  of  bricks 
because  of  the  shop  not  being  opened. 
Just  suppose  for  one  moment  a  similar 
case  in  England.  In  Liverpool  there  is 
an  estate  with  47,000  people  living 
upon  it.  It  belongs  to  the  Earl  of 
Sefton.  There  is  not  a  single  public- 
house  upon  that  estate.  But  supposing 
anyone  got  the  lease  of  a  house  there 
and  had  a  licence  transferred  to  it  the 
Earl  of  Sefton  would  say,  **  You  cannot 
do  this.  I  have  the  right  to  stop  you." 
And  suppose  the  authorities  wrote  a 
letter  to  the  Earl  such  as  I  have  read  to 
ihis  House,  there  would  be  a  pretty 
row!  The  bias  of  a  liquor  farmer 
is  to  sell  the  quantity  of  liquor  he 
undertakes  to  sell,  if  he  is  to  make 
any  profit  out  of  it.  He  is  abundantly 
helped  by  the  administration  of  the 
Abkar  Department,  which  backs  up  the 
efforts  of  the  farmer  with  all  the  energy 
of  a  working  partner.  Let  me  just  show 
you  how  this  works.  I  will  give  you  a 
few  instances.  Take  the  Bombay  Presi- 
dency. I  read  this  in  the  last  report, 
dated  1886-7— 

<<  There  were  102  spirit  shops  in  the  Ahmedabad 
district  in  the  year  1 884-5.  Out  of  this  number 
19  shops  were  closed  in  the  following  year  for 
want  of  custom.  But  during  the  year  under 
report  it  was  found  necessary  to  re-open  1 1  of 
them." 

Another  paragraph  in  the  same  report 
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gives  the  explanation  of  this  remark- 
able operation, 

'*  During  the  three  years  for  which  the  farms 
were  sold,  the  farmer  was  not  able  to  seU  the- 
f ull  quantities  of  spirit  removed  by  him  from 
the  distilleries  under  his  minimum  guarantee." 


So  to  enable  him  to  do  so,  and  keep  up 
the  Eevenue,  11  shops  had  to  be  re- 
opened. During  these  four  year» 
under  review  in  these  para&fraphs  the 
spirit  issued  from  the  Ahmedabad  dis- 
tillery to  this  farmer  who  required  11 
shops  to  be  re -opened,  was  as  follows  r 
—48.000  gallons,  57,000  gallons,  63,000 
gallons,  69,000  gallons.  The  maximum 
of  revenue  is  undoubtedly  secured,  the 
minimum  of  consumption  is  secured  by 
an  increase  from  48,000  to  6(1,000- 
gallons,  an  increase  of  45  per  cent,  in 
four  years.  I  had  two  hours'  interview 
with  the  liquor  farmer  of  Ahmedabad. 
I  quote  from  my  notes.     He  said  — 

*'  How  on  earth  can  we  get  the  ideal  of  the 
Government,  a  maximum  of  Revenue  with  & 
minimum  of  consumption — we  must  sell  the 
liquor  to  get  the  Kevenue.  Mr.  Pritchard  is 
always  putting  the  screw  on  the  farmer,  and 
pushing  up  the  Revenue.  How  can  we  do  that 
unless  we  push  the  sale  of  drink  P  " 

When  Mr.  Westland  so  pointedly  re- 
ferred to  the  North- West  provinces  as 
the  district  from  which  he  looked  for  an 
increased  revenue  from  Excise,  he  was 
hardly  fair  to  his  energetic  subordinates 
in  that  district.  He  must  have  had 
before  him  at  the  time  the  Excise  report 
for  1886,  and  read  the  following  leading 
paragraph : — 

*'  The  revenue  from  Excise  has  continued  to 
advance  steadily,  and  the  gross  receipts  for  the 
year  under  report  are  the  highest  on  record, 
showing  an  increase  of  12  per  cent  on  previous 
years. 

Why?  Because  the  officials  had  been 
stimulating  the  sale  of  liquor  to  the 
uttermost. 

The  Eeport  says  in  one  paragraph: — 

'"The  district  Reports  contain  repeated 
assurances  from  all  parts  of  the  provinces  that 
drinking  is  practically  unknown.** 

What  a  dreadful  state  of  things  from  the 
Government  point  of  view,  but  what  a 
blessing  it  would  be  if  we  could  have  it 
in  England,  Wales,  or  Scotland.  I 
suppose  this  is  where  Mr.  Westland 
looks  for  an  increased  revenue.  But 
the  same  Heport  abounds  in  paragraphs- 
showing  how  an  enlightened  Indian 
Government  endeavours  at  once  to  get 
rid  of  such  a  happy  moral  condition^ 
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and  such  an  unhappy  absence  of  reve- 
nue. On  page  13  01  this  Beport  from 
the  North  West  Provinces,  par.  32,  is 
the  following  : — 

**  £tawah. — The  number  of  shops  has 
increased  from  53  to  67.  There  are  five  shops 
in  the  Municipality,  which  are  reported  to  be 
sufficient.  In  the  village  tracts  tne  number  is 
still  far  below  Government  standard  .  .  . 
Efforts  are  being  made  to  bring  the  number  of 
shops  up  to  prescribed  standard.  Besides  the 
67  shops  now  opened,  licences  were  granted 
for  others,  bnt  they  were  withdrawn  when  it 
was  found  that  no  liquor  was  sold  at  these 
shops.** 

I  claim  that  this  Keport  abundantly 
proves  the  contention  of  the  Resolution. 
Etah  is  another  district: — 

'*  Etah. — There  has  been  an  increase  of  oue 
shop ;  there  are  now  63.  At  the  last  settle- 
ment efforts  were  again  made  to  induce  the 
liquor  farmers  to  open  new  shops,  but.  as  last 
year«  to  no  purpose.  No  one  would  bid  even  a 
nominal  price  for  them.  The  number  of  shops 
is  much  fewer  than  the  number  allowed  by 
Grovemment  standard." 

I  have  no  doubt   the  hon.  Gentleman 

will  give  some  explanation  of  these  ex^ 

treme  statements  in   the  Keport  from 

the  North- West  Provinces.     This  is  the 

last  available  report ;  I  bring  it  down 

to  date  so  far  as  1  am  able,  though  the 

Government  of  India  are  exceedingly 

slow   in    getting  off  their  papers.     At 

page  5,  Mr.  Crook,  the  Kevenue  Officer 

of  Etah, 

*' draws  attention  to  the  impossibility  of  the 
labouring  class  consuming  liquor  to  any  con- 
sider»ble  extent,  when  it  is  sold,  as  at  present, 
of  inferior  quality  and  at  an  almost  prohibitive 
price." 

He  wants  to  persuade  the  labouring 
classes  to  consume  liquor  to  a  consider- 
able extent.  Again,  in  the  same  re- 
port:— 

**  At  Muttra,  it  is  reported  that  many  new 
licences  had  to  be  with(miwn,  as  no  liquor  was 
sold,  and  that  new  shops  put  up '  for  auction 
were  not  bid  for.*.' 

At  Muttra  there  were  39  liquor  shops 

25  years  ago,  now  the  number  is  59. 

Yet    my   right  hon.   Friend   says  the 

larger    number    of    shops    have    been 

established  recently.  ''Eecently  "  means 

a  period  of  25  years.     Here  are  other 

paragraphs: — 

"  In  Sitapur  the  reduction  of  33  shops  is 
reported  to  have  resulted  in  a  loss  of  more  than 
2,000  rupees  in  licence  fees,  and  no  further 
reduction  is  advisable  at  present  ....  In  the 
Jhansi  division  the  number  of  shops  is  largely 
in  excess  of  the  Government  standard,  and, 
although  the  Gommisnon  of  Excise  makes  no 


remarks  thereon,  it  appears  from  the  district 
reports  that  at  present  it  is  inexpedient  to 
make  any  considerable  reduction  in  their  num- 
ber  We  are  told  that  the  high  rise  in 

consumption  at  Gawnpore  is  due  to  the  opening 
of  the  new  distillery.** 

Who  was  it  that  opened  that  distil- 
lery ?  A  Limited  Liability  Company  or 
a  private  individual?  Not  at  all.  It  was 
the  Government.  In  consequence  of  the 
opening  of  the  new  distillery  they 
raise  the  consumption.  That  is  the  way 
in  which  they  got  the  minimum  of  con- 
sumption. I  think  it  is  the  way  in 
whidi  they  get  the  maximum  of 
revenue.  The  last  paragraph  which  I 
will  quote  is — 

"  At  Benares  the  licence  fees  for  the  year 
were  very  high,  and  to  make  their  business 
profitable  the  retail  dealers  lowered  their  prices, 
and  thus  largely  increased  the  sale  of  liquor.*' 

That  paragraph  absolutely  confirms  the 
statement  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  could 
go  on  ad  nauseam,  and  could  give  similar 
instances  from  all  the  Provinces  of  In- 
dia.  These  extracts  show  clearly  that 
where  there  are  no  liquor  shops  and  no 
desire  for  them,  the  Excise  administra- 
tion has  forced  them  in,  and  that  where 
there  are  avowedly  too  many  they  have 
refused  to  reduce  them.  We  have  had 
two  Bengal  Commissions.  Head  their 
reports,  or  study  every  or  any  Provin- 
cial Excise  Report.  They  show  that  the 
liquor  farmers  are  everywhere  com- 
peting with  each  other  for  the  possession 
of  a  lucrative  monopoly ;  that  the 
authorities  encourage  it  with  a  view  to 
increased  revenue ;  that  the  farmers  get 
up  rings  to  defeat  the  undue  pressure  of 
the  authorities;  that  they  doctor  the 
liquor;  are  the  chief  culprits  in  illicit 
distillation  ;  that  they  cheat  the 
revenue,  lower  their  prices,  and,  by  the 
help  of  the  Government,  double  the 
consumption.  The  worst  and  rottenest 
Excise  system  in  the  civilized  world  is 
that  of  India ;  the  worst  and  rottenest 
of  the  various  systems  of  India  is  that  of 
Bengal.  We  have  heard  from  my  hon. 
Friend  some  account  of  what  has 
taken  place  in  Bengal  with  regard 
to  the  outstill  system.  I  do  not 
refer  to  that  to-ni&;ht,  because  it  is  of 
no  use  flogging  a  dead  horse.  I  have 
been  informed  that  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  estimate  for  a  some- 
what less  revenue  this  year,  with  a 
view  to  getting  rid  of  the  outstill  sys- 
tem. I  tru8t  it  is  really  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  get  rid  of  that 
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system.  The  effects  of  drunkenoess  on 
the  Indian  people  are  very  serious.  The 
nature  of  the  liquor  is  such  that  it  is  pro- 
hibited to  be  sold  to  the  British  soldiers. 
Yet  Indian  women  are  allowed  to  buy 
it  and  to  drink  it  with  their  husbands 
and  children.  At  Benares  three  sol- 
diers entered  a  Hquor  shop,  and  hav- 
ing pinned  the  owner  of  the  shop 
against  the  wall  by  fixing  their  bayonets 
through  his  clothes,  they  drank  the 
liquor.  One  fell  to  the  floor  of  the  shop 
and  died,  the  other  two  were  carried 
back  to  barracks.  Why  should  such 
horrible  stuff  as  this  be  sold  to  women 
and  children  freely,  while  prohibited  to 
strong  healthy  soldiers  ?  The  amount 
of  liquor  drunk  is  small  compared  with 
the  number  of  the  population — my 
hon.  Friend  says  he  does  not  think  it 
is  more  than  10  per  cent  —  but  it 
is  a  fact  that  drunkenness  is  increas- 
ing. That  drunkenness  is  steadily  in- 
creasing is  a  fact  which  is  well  affirmed 
by  a  large  body  of  public  opinion  in 
India,  the  Government  say.  It  may 
not  be  a  very  serious  evil,  but  it  is  un- 
doubtedly an  increasing  one.  At  one 
of  the  meetings  at  which  I  was  present 
— a  meeting  said  to  have  been  the 
largest  of  its  kind  ever  held  in  India — 
this  fact  was  fully  confirmed.  It  was, 
however,  stated  by  one  of  the  news- 
papers that  the  extent  of  the  gathering 
was  due  to  the  desire  of  the  natives  to 
hear  a  Member  of  Parliament  who  was 
going  '^  on  the  stump."  I  thought 
there  might  be  something  in  that 
statement ;  but  it  so  happened  that  my 
friend,  Mr.  Thomas  Evans,  a  missionary 
who  went  alone  to  a  number  of  meetings 
held  in  various  towns  in  the  Bombay 
Presidency,  had  even  a  larger  amount 
of  success  than  was  achieved  on  the 
occasion  I  have  just  mentioned,  and 
he  found  that  everywhere  public  opinion 
was  against  the  Government,  while, 
taking  it  as  a  whole,  the  Indian  Press 
is  also  against  the  Government.  I  may 
be  asked,  **  What  remedy  do  you  pro- 
pose ? "  In  reply  to  that  question  I 
would  say,  in  the  first  place  you  ought 
to  get  rid  of  the  outstill  system,  and  if 
you  turn  your  attention  to  the  steady 
increase  of  the  revenue  by  the  steady 
increase  of  taxation,  you  would  find 
that  you  would  not  suffer  from  an 
increase  in  the  duty  on  spirits.  I  see  no 
reason  why  the  import  duty  should  not 
be  raised  to  10  rupees  for  proof  spirit, 

Mr,  Caine 


which  would  enable  you  largely  to 
increase  the  duties  charged  in  Bombay  ; 
because  Bombay  town  and  island  could 
pay  without  difficulty  double  the  amount 
of  duty  now  charged  without  the  least 
hardship  to  anyone  or  the  smallest  risk 
of  illicit  distillation.  I  would  also  ven- 
ture to  suggest  that  some  duty  should 
be  put  on  the  heady  beer  sold  in  India. 
I  was  told,  in  answer  to  a  question  I 
put  some  time  ago,  that  no  duty  is 
charged  on  the  beer  brewed  by  Messrs. 
Meakin  &  Co.,  and  I  must  confess  that 
I  do  not  see  why  the  Indian  drink 
should  be  taxed  while  English  beer  is 
sold  without  duty.  I  may  say  that,  in 
discussing  this  matter  with  Indian  gen- 
tlemen, I  found  that  they  all  entertained 
the  views  expressed  by  the  mover  of 
this  Kesolution.  They  think  that  the 
Indian  people  ought  in  some  way  to  be 
consulted  on  the  subject.  I  remember 
on  one  occasion  I  saw  some  20  natives 
sitting  in  a  circle  outside  a  building,  and 
I  supposed  it  was  a  sort  of  village 
council.  As  I  did  not  like  to  trespass 
on  their  deliberations  I  passed  on ;  but, 
on  coming  back  again  some  hours 
afterwards,  I  saw  the  same  circle 
of  natives  in  the  same  place,  and 
I  found  that,  instead  of  discuss- 
ing local  matters  or  British  politics, 
they  were  discussing  six  bottles  of 
native  spirits.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
collector  of  the  district,  when  he  opened 
the  liquor  shop,  did  not  first  consult  the 
head  man  of  the  village.  Can  it  be  said 
that  this  is  the  sort  of  thing  which  ought 
to  be  encouraged  in  the  administration  of 
that  portion  of  the  Empire  ?  Of  course 
it  is  not  for  me  to  dictate  to  the  Indian 
Civil  Service  how  they  can  maintain 
their  financial  position  with  regard  to 
the  sale  of  in'.oxioating  liquor;  but  I 
do  say  that  while  revenue  considera- 
tions may  be  allowed  to  have  their 
full  weight,  moral  considerations 
ought  not  to  be  overlooked  or  set 
aside  for  one  moment.  India  possesses 
about  the  finest  Civil  Service .  in  the 
world,  and  it  is  just  as  capable  as  any 
authority  that  could  be  mentioned  of 
carrying  out  a  scheme  dealing  with  this 
important  question.  As  it  is,  however, 
instead  of  troubling  themselves  about 
the  maximum  of  moral  considerations 
they  are  troubling  themselves  about  the 
maximum  of  revenue.  The  object  the 
Government  ought  to  keep  ever  in  view 
is  to  restrain,  correct,  and  diminish  the 
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oonsumption  of  intoxicating  liquors  and 
drugs,  whether  illicit  or  licensed,  and 
fully  persuade  themselves  that  any 
amount  of  Heyenue  that  may  be  lost 
by  the  efficiency  of  their  system  for 
this  end,  will  be  repaid  a  hundred-fold 
in  the  preservation  and  advancement  of 
morality,  industry  and  prosperity  among 
the  peoples  of  the  Indian  Empire. 
♦Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGE.  (Ken- 
sin^ton,  N. )  said :  I  do  not  for  one  moment 
believe  that  the  Excise  policy  of  the 
Government  of  India,  as  a  whole,  is,  or 
has  ever  been,  intentionally  or  con- 
sciously directed  to  the  mere  gathering 
of  Revenue,  regardless  of  its  effect  on 
the  moral  well-being  or   social  habits 

fenerally  of  the  people  of  that  country, 
think.  Sir,  that  every  one  who  has 
been  in  any  way  associated  with  the 
work  of  that  Government,  as  I  have 
been,  or  who  knows  anything  whatever 
of  its  character  or  traditions,  will  re- 
pudiate any  notion  of  the  kind  with 
indignation  and  with  perfect  honesty 
and  sincerity.  Then  too,  Sir,  in  the 
course  of  the  statements  that  have  been 
put  before  the  House  this  evening, 
there  have  been  several  propositions 
laid  down  which,  in  my  opinion,  will 
be  held  in  India  to  be  statements  that 
are  either  inaccuracies  or  gross  exagger- 
ations. When  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flintshire  spoke  of  the  high  officers  of 
the  Government  of  India  being  possibly 
ignorant  of  the  working  of  the  Abkari 
system,  surely  he  forgot  that  these  very 
officials,  even  the  very  highest  of  them, 
have  themselves  passed  through  the 
mill  of  the  lower  offices  of  State.  For 
instance,  my  hon. Friend  the  Member  for 
Evesham,  who  was  himself  Finance 
Minister  of  India,  commenced  life  in 
that  country,  many  years  before,  as  an 
Assistant  Magistrate,  and  rose  through 
every  stage  of  the  official  ladder.  At 
many  stages  he  himself  had  charge  of 
the  Abkari  administration  of  the  dis- 
tricts iu  which  he  resided.  Well,  Sir, 
the  same,  of  course,  holds  true  of  very 
nearly  all  the  other  high  members  of 
the  Government  of  India.  They  know 
the  working  of  the  Abkari  system,  and 
to  charge  them  with  ignorance,  or  even 
to  make  ignorance  the  excuse  for  their 
policy,  is  altogether  inaccurate.  Then 
again,  I  must  say  that  I  heard  with  very 
ffreat  regret  the  attack  that  was  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow-in- 
Furness    on    those    Englishmen,    Mr. 


Meakin  and  others,  in  the  hills  of 
India,  who  are,  in  my  opinion,  and  in 
the  opinion  of  many  others,  serving 
the  cause  of  Temperance  in  India, 
especially  amongst  our  soldiers  there, 
by  putting  within  the  reach  of  those 
soldiers  light,  wholesome,  English  beers, 
in  the  place  of  those  horrible  con- 
coctions, such  as  country  arrack,  of 
which "*  we  have  heard  such  eloquent 
accounts  to-night  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite.  And,  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  spoke  of  the 
chief  of  these  gentlemen  having 
been  decorated  because  of  his  being  a 
brewer.  I  can  assure  the  House,  from 
personal  knowledge,  that  Mr.Whymper, 
the  gentleman  of  whom  he  spoke,  was 
decorated  for,  or,  at  any  rate,  might 
well  have  been  decorated  for,  his  eminent 
public  services  to  the  State  and 
irom  no  connection  whatever  with  his 
occupation  in  life.  He  had  served  to 
my  knowledge  the  cause  of  the  Native 
States,  and  especially  the  cause  of  the 
Native  State  of  Cashmere,  in  a  way  that 
did  him  the  greatest  credit,  and  I  was 
exceedingly  glad  when  I  saw  in  the 
newspapers  the  statement  to  the  effect 
that  he  had  received  from  Her  Majesty 
the  distinction  of  the  Companionship  of 
the  Order  of  the  Indian  Empire.  That 
decoration  was,  in  my  opinion,  highly 
deserved  for  his  public  services,  and  I 
greatly  regret,  therefore,  that  it  should 
have  been  stated  in  this  House  that  he 
received  it  merely  because  of  his  con- 
nection with  the  brewing  industry.  For 
this  reason,  and  many  similar  ones,  I 
find  with  regret  that  I  am  unable  to 
agree  with  the  Resolution  that  has  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire, though  I  sympathize  very  heartily 
with  the  spirit  and  motives  of  the  Reso- 
lution. The  excellent  motives  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Flintshire,  and  the 
great  services  which  he  has  rendered  to 
the  welfare  and  well-being  of  our  fellow 
subjects  in  India,  are,  I  am  sure,  appre- 
ciated by  the  House  and  by  the  country, 
and  they  certainly  are  appreciated  in 
India.  But,  Sir,  though  I  cannot  go  the 
full  length  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Flintshire,  there  are  two 
propositions  that  I  would  venture, 
as  an  old  resident  in  India,  to  sub- 
mit to  the  consideration  of  the  HoiAe, 
and  on  which  I  would  ask  leave 
to  make  just  one  or  two  remarks  as 
grounds  for  an  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's 
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assigned  to  the  bagbear  of  illicit  dis- 
tillation. The  other  consideration  that 
should  weigh  with  the  Government  in 
-deciding  this  question  is,  of  course,  the 
loss  of  Kevenue ;  and  I  confess  that  I 
•cannot  brush  that  consideration  aside 
6o  lightly  as  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  resolution  have  done.  I  feel  that 
we  are  dealing  in  this  matter  with  other 
people's  money.  It  is  very  easy  for 
critish  Bepresentatives  to  be  virtuous 
■and  philanthropic  at  the  cost  of  the 
Indian  Exchequer,  to  which  their  own 
•constituents  do  not  contribute  a  penny, 
fitill,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Indian  tax- 
payers are  willing  that  some  loss  should 
be  incurred  to  the  Revenue  for  the  sake 
of  their  own  good  name  and  the  morals 
of  their  people.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
for  this  House,  with  its  necessarily 
limited  and  imperfect  information,  to 
force  the  Government  of  India  hurriedly 
into  reforms  that  are  to  be  carried  out 
at  the  cost  of  the  Indian  taxpayers ;  but 
I  think  the  House  may  do  this  much, 
and  do  it  in  the  cause  of  righteoasness 
and  of  justice  to  the  people  of  India — 
we  may  show  that  we  sympathize  with 
the  Government  of  India  whenever  it 
does  that  which  is  right  in  itself 
and  which  is  also  agreeable  to  the 
people  of  India.  In  conclusion,  I  trust 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  may 
6ee  their  way  to  accept  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire,  pro- 
vided always  that  the  hon.  Member 
oonsents  to  such  modifications  in  its 
terms  as  will  make  it  absolutely  clear 
that  the  House  does  not  and  will  not 
impugn  the  motives  of  the  Government 
of  India. 
♦Mb.  WALTER  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Orewe) :  I .  have  listened  with  great 
pleasure  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
t>er,  although  at  times  he  seemed  to  me 
to  waiver  between  one  set  of  views  and 
another.  At  any  rate,  it  is  satisfactory 
to  find  that  he  cordially  agrees  with  the 
apirit  of  this  resolution,  and  that  so  far 
as  he  has  any  objections  to  it  at  all  they 
xelate  to  those  terms  of  it  which  seem 
to  him  to  cast  doubt  on  the  good  inten- 
tions and  faith  of  Indian  officials.  It 
is  particularly  encouraging  to  those  who 
hold  our  views,  that  an  hon.  Gentleman 
of  so  much  experience  in  India,  should 
tell  the  House  he  would  vote  for  total 
prohibition  in  a  country  where  drinking 
was,  according  to  the  reb'gious  senti- 
ments of  the  people,  oonaiaered  a  sin. 


It  is  undoubtedly  true  that  a  great 
majority  of  the  religious,  moral,  and 
respectable  natives  of  India  do  hold 
the  view,  that  drinking  intoxicating 
liquors  is  sinful,  although  such  a  view 
is  being  rapidly  undermined  by  the 
action  of  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  said  we  must  remember  that 
in  this  matter  we  are  dealing  with  other 
people's  money.  But  he  must  remember 
that  the  Indian  Government,  nearly  all 
of  whom  are  Englishmen,  are  in  this 
matter  dealing  with  other  people's 
money  also ;  they  are  not  dealing  with 
a  country  which  governs  itself.  In 
India  there  is  an  English  despotic 
Government  who  legislate  for  the  people 
over  whom  they  rule,  and  in  levying 
this  taxation  and  in  forcing  this  trade 
upon  the  people  they  are  dealing  with 
other  people's  money  and  moral  welfare. 
The  system  we  protest  against  is  one 
which  in  its  very  essence  must  work 
badly,  it  must  inevitably- tend  to  the 
increase  of  the  drink  traffic.  The  licensee 
undertakes  to  pay  license  duty  upon  a 
given  amount  of  liquor  whether  he  can 
sell  it  or  not,  and  that  gives  him  a  far 
greater  incentive  to  sell  and  push  the  sale 
than  even  the  English  licensing  system 

gives  the  English  publican.  The  Indian 
ovemment  contend  that  their  endea- 
vour is  to  put  down  illicit  stills^  but  the 
fact  in  many  cases  really  is  that  when  a 
holder  of  a  license  finds  he  has  con- 
tracted to  sell  a  greater  quantity  of 
spirits  than  he  can  find  an  ordinary 
demand  for,  he  encourages  other  persons 
to  open  illicit  stills,  in  order  to  enable 
him  to  go  the  Government  and  say, 
'*  Here  is  an  illicit  still :  it  is  clear  that 
there  is  a  demand  for  liquor :  give  me 
permission  to  open  a  legitimate  and  legal 
shop  in  the  village."  The  man  who  has 
opened  the  illicit  shop  gets  a  Small  sen- 
tence, for  which  he  is  no  doubt  recom- 
pensed by  the  owner  of  the  license.  The 
Government  can  never  hope  to  decrease 
the  consumption  so  long  as  they  continue 
to  increase  the  facilities  for  drinking. 
Besides,  while  th^  Government  are  forc- 
ing on  this  sale  of  strong  intoxicating 
spirits  they  put  a  very  high  duty,  which 
is  almost  prohibitive,  upon  cocoanut 
palm  toddy,  a  native  liquor  which  any 
man  can  distill,  and  which  is  said 
to  be  little  stronger  than  ganger 
beer.  And  still  they  wish  us  to 
believe  that  they  are  actuated  by  a 
desire  for  temperance.     We  ask  them  to 
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give  proof  of  this  by  takiog  off  the  duty 
upon  the  juice  of  the  palm  and  allowing 
the  people  to  drink  it  if  they  desire  it. 
If  the  Goyemment  will  only  allow  the 
natives  to  drink  this  liquor  it  will  pre- 
vent the  necessity,  if  there  is  necessity, 
of  the  natives  resorting  to  the  use  of  the 
stronger  spirituous  liquors.  I  do  not 
desire  to  throw  the  slighest  doubt  upon 
the  good  faith  of  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India.  He  has  already  indi- 
cated that  his  desire  is  to  increase  tem- 
perance. I  give  him  in  the  fullest  and 
frankest  way  every  credit  for  that  desire, 
and  I  trust  before  his  tenure  of  office  ex- 
pires he  will  have  ample  opportunity  for 
putting  his  good  will  into  practice.  But 
we  do  not  believe  in  the  protestations  of 
the  Government  of  India ;  the  whole 
facts  go  against  them.  I  daresay  some 
of  the  higher  officials  may  be  sincere 
but  we  do  not  believe  those  who  have 
the  every  day  working  of  the  system  in 
the  provinces  genuinely  desire  to 
decrease  the  system.  Mr.  Gregson  in  a 
pamphlet  published  last  year  gives  a 
quotation  from  the  official  despatch 
£rom  the  Government  of  Bombay  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India.  The 
quotation  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
question  for  decision  was  whether  they 
should  sit  quiet  and  allow  the  temper- 
ance movement  in  the  Colaba  district  to 
continue  and  spread,  and  thereby 
forfeit  a  large  amount  of  revenue,  or 
were  measures  to  be  adopted  which 
would  bring  the  people  to  their  senses. 
There  are  other  quotations  with  which 
I  will  not  trouble  the  House,  tending  to 
show  that  the  Government  through 
their  minor  officers  are  undoubtedly 
endeavouring  to  increase  the  consump- 
tion of  intoxicating  drink.  The  Govern- 
ment profess  to  have  a  standard  for  the 
number  of  drink  shops  in  any  given 
locality,  but  we  find  that  in  some  districts 
where  the  number  of  drink  shops  fell 
below  the  standard  attempts  were  made 
to  increase  it,  while  in  districts  where 
the  number  was  larger  than  the 
standard  fixed  no  attempt  whatever 
was  made  to  decrease  it.  The 
protestations  of  some  of  the  Indian 
officials  an  to  their  desire  for  temper- 
ance are  therefore  neither  more 
nor»less  than  shams.  The  system  we 
are  attacking  was  developed  in  1877. 
It  was  one  of  the  unhappy  parts  of  the 
policy  pursued  in  India  at  that  tine.  It 
was,  I  presume,  felt  necessary  at  that 
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time  to  increase  the  revenue 
view  to  providing  increased  military 
expenditure,  and  for  paying  for  the- 
scientific  frontier  policy  which  distin- 
guished that  period.  [''Oh  oh."]  At 
any  rate  the  revenue  has  greatly  in- 
creased. Within  the  last  ten  years  the- 
consumption  of  intoxicating  liquor  has- 
about  doubled.  When  the  Government 
are,  by  all  their  subordinate  offidala, 
doing  what  they  can  to  increase  this- 
revenue,  and  consequently  to  increase^ 
the  facilities  for  drinking,  it  is  useless- 
for  them  to  tell  us  they  are  actuated 
solely  by  the  moral  welfare  of  the- 
people.  It  is  my  belief  that  in  this- 
matter  the  Government  have  not  had 
the  welfare  of  the  people  at  heart,  bnt 
have  simply  had  the  welfare  of  the 
revenue  at  heart.  Their  motive  has 
been  the  same  as  it  was  in  respect  to- 
the  opium  trade.  They  have  mined 
multitudes  of  people  both  in  India  and 
China  by  their  opium  traffic,  and  yet 
they  are  beginning  to  find  their  endea- 
vour to  keep  up  the  opium  revenue  is- 
failing  because  Chinese  are  now  growing^ 
their  ovm  opium.  I  only  wish  some  similar- 
falling  off  in  the  revenue  from  the  drink 
traffic  could  be  anticipated.  I  am  per- 
suaded that  if  you  would  only  allow  the- 
native  population  of  India  to  manaffe- 
their  own  concerns,  if  you  wonld  omy 
g^ve  anything  approaching  local  optioik 
in  this  matter  you  would  very  sooik 
arrive  at  a  proper  solution  of  the  drink 
question.  Our  responsibility  in  India- 
is  very  great  and  serious.  We  con- 
quered the  country  by  means  which 
Englishmen  are  not  too  fond  of  recalling^ 
— means  which  Englishmen  would  be 
very  sorry  to  see  repeated  to-day.  [Sir 
J.  Gobst:  **0h,  oh!"]  Although  the- 
Under  Secretary  for  India  cries  **oh,"^ 
there  are  few  Members  in  the  Honse  of 
Commons  who  would  like  to  see  a  repeti- 
tion of  those  means-— at  any  rate  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  see  it.  The  fact 
that  we  have  conquered  India  by  such 
means  casts  upon  us  serious  responai* 
bility  for  the  welfare  of  the  Indian 
people.  The  responsibility  would  be^ 
less  if  we  allowed  them  to  govern  them- 
selves, because  we  should  then  shares 
with  them  responsibility  for  their  own 
laws.  At  present  we  have  that  re- 
sponsibility entirely  upon  our  owa 
shoulders.  The  Indian  people  are 
willing  to  accept  our  rule,  but  they  do 
demand  in  this  matter,  as  in  every  other 
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matter,  that  they  should  have  control 
over  their  own  destinies  suhject  to  the 
veto  of  the  Secretary  of  State;  and  I 
contend  that  if  the  Goyemment  were 
wise  enough  to  submit  the  matter  to  any 
well  considered  measure  of  local  option 
they  would  find  that  native  opinion  in 
India  is  opposed  to  the  system  by  which 
the  drinking  of  intoxicating  liquor  is 
rapidly  increasing  in  the  Indian  empire. 
♦Sib  J.  QORST :  This  resolution  re- 
quires the  House  to  condemn  the  fiscal 
policy  of  the  Government  of  India,  with 
reference  to  the  liquer  question,  and 
ii  the  policy  of  the  Government  of  India, 
with  reference  to  the  liquor  question, 
were  anything  like  that  which  has  been 
described  by  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down,  and  which  was  also  des- 
cribed by  the  mover  and  seconder  of  the 
motion,  the  liquor  policy  of  the  Indian 
GK>vemment  would   indeed  most  richly 
deserve  the  strongest  condemnation  of 
the  House.    I  go  further  and  say  that 
if  I  believed  that  the  men  by  whom  the 
Indian    Government    is    administered, 
were   such   wicked   men,    as  the    hon. 
Member  opposite  suggests  they  are,  I 
would  not  remain  a  day  longer  in  the 
position  of  Under  Secretary  for  India, 
and  I  should  say  that  the  sooner  the 
British    officials    cleared    out   of    that 
country,   the    better    it   would  be  for 
India.     I    do    not    intend   to  compete 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Crewe  in  the 
high  moral  platitudes  in  which  he  has 
indulged,  but  I  put  it  to  him  whether 
he  considers  it  fair  to  men  who  among 
difficulties  and  dangers,  are  administer- 
ing the  affairs  of  this  great  country  in 
a  distant  land,  to  withhold  from  them 
that  charity  which  is  accorded  in  this 
country  to  the  meanest  criminal,  and  to 
believe  them  capable  of  the  horrible 
wickedness  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
attributed  to  them  ?    I  thought  it  was 
the  duty  of  a  Ohristian  man  to  extend 
charity   to   the   action   of   his    fellow- 
creatures,  and  to  try  to  believe  that  they 
were   animated    by    virtuous    motives, 
and  I  turn  gladly  from  the  harsh,  un 
charitable  accusations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  the  more  kindly  spirit  in  which 
this  question  has  been  approached  by 
the  mover  and  seconder  of  the  Motion, 
who,  although  they  think  the  officials 
are  misguided  and  wrong,  at  all  events 
have  the  charity  to  credit  them  with  the 
common  instincts  of  humanity.     May  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  for  one 


moment  to  what  is  the  fiscal  policy  of 
the  Government  of  India,  with  reference 
to  intoxicating  drinks  ?  I  am  not  going 
to  quote  an  old  despatch,  but  it  is  lan- 
guage recently  held  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India.  On  March  14  of  this 
year,  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  answer 
to  certain  memorials  forwarded  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  by  native  associations 
in  Calcutta  concerning  the  outstill 
system  in  Bengal,  sent  a  despatch  in 
which  he  said  : — 

**  In  conoectioQ  with  this  subjeot  I  desire  to 
remind  yoar  Excellency  that  in  my  despatch  of 
the  19th  of  April  18S8,  (No.  28,  revenue),  I 
laid  down  the  principles  (1)  that  any  extension 
of  the  habit  of  drinking  among  Indian  popula- 
tions is  to  be  discouraged  ;  (2)  that  the  tax  on 
spirits  and  liquors  should  be  as  high  as  may  be- 
possible  without  giving  rise  to  illicit  metnods 
of  making  and  selling  liquor;  and  (3)  that 
subject  to  these  considerations  a  maximum  re-^ 
venue  should  be  raised  from  a  minimum  con- 
sumption of  intoxicating  liquors.  In  other 
words,  to  quote  from  the  report  of  a  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Government  of  Madras  in  the 
year  1884,  *  It  should  always  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  taxation  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  is  imposed  primarily  in  order  to  restrain* 
the  consumption  of  such  liquors,  and  not  for 
the  purpose  of  making  money  out  of  their 
sale.*  I  am  confident  that  your  Excellency's 
Government  will  adhere  strictly  to  these  prin- 
ciples in  any  measures  which  you  may  think  fit 
to  adopt,  and  that  you  will  do  all  that  lies  in 
your  power  to  insure  that  they  shall  be  ob* 
served  by  all  who  are  engaged  in  the  work  of 
the  Excise  Department." 

I  appeal  to  all  hon.  Members,  ex- 
cept the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last, 
to  say  whether  it  is  possible  to  lay  down 
the  principles  which  should  govern  our 
Excise  administration  iu  India  in  more 
clear,  more  distinct,  and  more  appro- 
priate language  than  that?  I  do  not 
appeal  to  the  bon.  Membir  because  no- 
doubt  he  might  reply  that  the  Indian 
officials  were  actuated  by  the  vilest 
possible  motives. 

«Mr.  M'LAREN  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  very  well  that  at  the  outset  of  my^ 
speech  *I  gave  him  every  possible  credit 
for  good  intentions  in  this  matter,  and 
the  hon.  Qentleman  ought  not  to  make 
such  a  charge  against  me. 

♦Sir  J.  GORST :  I  decline  to  accept 
the  adulation  of  the  hon.  Member  or  to 
be  praised  at  the  expense  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  of  the  honourable  men. 
who  administer  the  Government  of 
India.  To  except  me  from  the  common, 
condemnation  is  an  insult,  and  I  decline 
any  reservation  on  my  behalf.  I  share^ 
the  fate  of  the  Secretary  of  ^>tate. 
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*Mr.  M'LAEEN:  This  is  reaUy  too 
bad.  I  never  made  anj  charge  against 
the  Secretary  of  State.  I  do  complain 
of  the  unfairness  of  the  charge  made 
against  me. 

*SiK  JOHN  GORST :  At  any  rate  the 
hon.  Member  charged  those  who  ad- 
minister the  Government  of  India  in 
distinct  terms,  and  in  such  terms  as  to 
make  every  hon.  Member  who  has  him- 
self taken  part  in  the  Government  of 
India,  or  who  has  friends  taking  part  in 
that  Government,  most  indignant  at  the 
unworthy  insinuations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. I  apologize  for  being  led  to  use 
such  warm  language,  but  I  am  here  as 
the  representative  of  men  thousands  of 
miles  away  who  cannot  speak  for  them- 
selves. What  can  a  Gt)vernment  do  in 
this  matter?  It  can  only  lay  down 
sound  principles  and  exercise  the  utmost 
vigilance  in  its  power  to  see  that  they 
are  carried  into  effect.  How  are  those 
principles  carried  out  in  the  administra- 
tion? All  hon.  Members  who  have 
spoken,  with  the  exception  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  who  has  just  re- 
turned from  there,  have  talked  as  if  this 
excise  system  is  the  administration  of 
the  Government  of  India.  It  is  nothing 
of  the  kind  ;  it  is  the  administration  of 
ihe  various  provincial  Governments  of 
India,  for  the  administration  of  the  ex- 
cise law  is  a  matter  which  in  India  is 
.given  over  entirely  to  the  Governments 
of  the  different  provinces.  They  have 
a  variety  of  systems,  varying  according 
to  the  population  and  nature  of  the 
•country,  and  various  other  local  circum- 
stances ;  and  it  would  be  absolutely  im- 
possible to  devise  one  uniform  hard-and- 
fast  system  of  excise  administration  to 
suit  the  various  conflicting  circumstances 
of  the  different  provinces.  Yet  you  are 
asked  to  condemn  the  existing  systems 
as  a  whole.  I  could  understand  the 
House  of  Commons  being  asked  to  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  excise  system 
in  Assam  or  in  Bengal  is  bad,  but  to  in- 
clude in  one  sweeping  condemnation 
the  whole  of  the  various  provincial 
Governments  without  discrimination, 
and  to  argue  that  because  there 
are  defects  in  one  province  there- 
fore the  system  in  another  province, 
however  differently  situated,  is  bad, 
seems  to  mjB  very  like  the  case 
of  a  man  who  because  he  finds  an 
enormous  amount  of  drunkenness  in 
one  European  country,  say  for  instance 


Belgium,  denounces  therefore  the  King- 
dom of  Italy  for  not  properly  exer- 
cising its  excise  administration.  Just 
to  show  what  a  difficult  subject  this  is, 
and  how  hard  it  is  to  apply  die  a  priori 
theories  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire, let  me  call  attention  to  one  single 
circumstance.  There  is  one  province  in 
India  which  has  not  been  mentioned  in 
this  debate— Lower  Burmah — and  it  is 
remarkable  in  this  particular.  The 
revenue  per  head  of  the  population 
raised  from  the  consumption  of  spirits 
and  opium  there  is  enormously  in 
excess  of  that  raised  in  any  other 
province  of  India.  It  is  double  the 
revenue  raised  in  Assam,  more  than  ten 
times  that  of  Bengal,  and  enormously 
greater  than  the  revenue  raised  in 
Bombay.  Yet  in  that  part  of  India 
which,  according  to  the  a  priori  theories 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire, 
should  be  in  the  worse  excise  condition, 
there  are  fewer  shops  open  for  the 
consumption  of  Indian  and  imported 
spirits  than  in  any  other  province  of 
India,  with  the  exception  of  Assam. 

Mr.  W.  S.  CAINE:  Do  you  mean 
per  head  ? 

♦Sib  J.  GORST  r  No. 

Mb.  W.  8.  CAINE :  You  must  take 
into  account  the  fact  that  the  population 
is  smaller. 

♦Sib  J.  GORST  :  Yes,  but  the  propor- 
tion  of  spirit  shops  in  Burma  to  the 
population  is  about  the  same,  for 
instance,  as  that  of  the  Panjab,  where 
there  are  1,939  shops  open  for  the 
sale  of  spirits,  while  in  Lower  Burmah 
there  are  only  445,  yet  the  Excise 
Revenue  per  head  in  Burmah  is  1 1  times 
as  high  as  in  the  Panjab.  In  Assam 
there  are  1,067  shops  licensed  for  the 
sale  of  opium ;  in  Lower  Burmah  there 
are  only  16.  I  refer  to  these  facts  just 
to  show  how  difficult  it  is  to  apply 
the  a  priori  theories  of  hon.  Members  to 
the  remarkable  and  varying  oiroum- 
stances  of  the  different  provinces  of  India. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  has 
alleged  that  the  system  laid  down  by 
the  Secretary  of  State,  good  as  it  is  in 
theory,  is  so  badly  carried  out  in  practioe 
that  there  is  an  enormous  increase  in 
the  consumption  of  liquor — as,  for 
example,  in  the  province  of  Bombay. 
But  we  have  always  looked  on  Bombay 
as  haviug,  perhaps  on  the  whole,  the 
best  excise  system.  The  reason  why 
the  quantity  of  liquor  is  shown  to  have 
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increased  in  the  returns  referred  to  is 
because  those  returns  show  only  the  liquor 
<K>nsamed  in  those  districts  of  Bombay  in 
which  the  central  distillery  system  is  in 
force,  and  which  now  constitute  ll-12th8 
of  the  whole  area  of  the  province. 
Bat  as  district  after  district  was  brought 
under  the  central  distillery  system,  the 
consumption  of  those  districts  was 
brought  into  the  annual  total,  and  the 
consumption  in  Bombay  appears  to  have 
grown,  whereas  it  is  only  the  central 
distillery  system  which  has  been  ex- 
tended over  the  whole  of  the  province 
of  Bombay. 

Mb.  W.  8.  CAINE:  But  if  you  take 
the  financial  returns  and  calculate  the 
amount  of  duty  paid  you  will  find  a 
perfectly  steady  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption even  including  those  dis- 
tricts. 

*8iB  J.  QORST :  Luckily  I  have  an 
illustration  which  I  think  will  satisfy 
even  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow,  for 
we  have  the  most  accurate  returns  for 
manv  years  past  of  the  consumption  of 
drinx  in  the  city  and  island  of  Bombay. 
Now  if  there  is  one  part  of  India  where 
we  might  expect  the  drink  traffic  to 
grow  it  would  be  in  the  city  and  island 
of  Bombay,  because  there  we  have  a 
thriving  well-to-do  population  in  contact 
with  Europeans,  within  easy  access  of 
those  imported  spirits  to  which  refer- 
ence has  been  ma!de,  and  having  ample 
employment  in  factories  and  other  in- 
dustrial establishments,  and  where  they 
got  far  higher  wages  than  in  the  country 
districts  generally.  Therefore  we  should 
not  have  been  surprised  if,  with  the  ereat 
increase  of  population,  there  had  been 
some  increase  in  the  consumption  of 
intoxicating  drinks.  But  what  are  the 
figures?  Now,  in  the  year  1872-73 
there  were  consumed  in  the  city  and 
island  of  Bombay  907,000  gallons  of 
liquor  which  paid  Excise  Duty,  and 
from  which  was  raised  a  revenue  of 
Rx.  72,000;  in  1886-87  the  consump- 
tion was  only  621,000  gallons,  a  re- 
duction of  about  one-third,  while  the 
revenue  was  Rx.  201,000.  And  I 
ought  to  add  that  in  1872-73  the  liquor 
was  proof,  whereas  in  the  latter  period 
it  was  25  per  cent  below  proof,  so  that 
not  only  was  there  a  less  quantity  of  a 
liquor  consumed,  but  this  Hquor  was  of 
less  intoxicating  character,  and  yet  the 
revenue  was  nearly  trebled. 


Mb.  W.  S.  CAINE :  Yes ;  because 
here  the  highest  duty  in  India  is  im- 
posed ;  is  it  not  ? 

♦Sib  J.  GORST :  Now  the  hon.  Member 
refers  to  the  alteration  made  in  the  rates 
of  duty.     In  the  city  of  Bombay  the 
duty  has    been   gradually  raised  from 
one  rupee  a  gallon  of  proof  spirit  to  2J 
rupees  per  gallon  of  spirit  25  per  cent 
below  proof,  and  in  the  districts  of  the 
Presidency  it  ranges  from  1  rupee  to  3 
rupees  per  gallon.  I  cannot  tell  the  hon. 
Member  what  the  duty  was  in  Madras, 
but  at  present  the  Still  Head  Duty  and 
the  License  Fee  together  average  3  1-8 
rupees  in  urban  tracts  and  2  15-16  rupees 
in  rural  tracts  on  the  quantity  of  excise 
liquor   passed    into    consumption,   and 
in  Madras,  as  in  Bombay,  the  rates  have 
been    and    are   being   steadily   raised. 
I  appeal  confidently  to  these  illustra- 
tions, as  showing,   in  the  first  place, 
that    the    consumption   has  decreased, 
with  an   enormous  increase  to  the  re- 
venue, and  that  the  system  in  Bombay, 
carrying  out  as  it  does  the  general  prin- 
ciples laid   down   by  the   Secretary  of 
State,  has  not  been  the  utter  failnre  in 
the  direction  of  temperance  which  the  hon« 
Member  would  induce  the  House  to  be- 
lieve it  has.   I  do  not  know  that  I  could 
advantageously   attempt  to   deal    with 
the  whole  excise  system  in  the  various 
provinces  of  India.     I  can  only  tell  the 
House  that  generally  the  Government 
of  India  has,  in  the  most  unqualified 
manner,    assented  to  the  doctrine  laid 
down  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the 
various    provincial    Governments  have 
accepted  that  policy  and  have  directed 
their  officials  to  carry  it  out  in  practice. 
Hon.  Members  have  quoted  particular 
instances  of  abuse  as  primd  facie  evi- 
dence in  support  of  their  case  that  the 
officials    have    not    carried    out    these 
general    principles.       But,    Sir,    is    it 
astonishing,  when  you  come  to  consider 
the  enormous  extent  of  territory,  and 
the  enormous  number  of  liquor  shops 
and  distilleries,  that  you  here  and  there 
find  abuses,  and  discover  instances  in 
which    the    general    principle    is    not 
carried  into  effect  ?   Are  the  liquor  laws 
in  this  country  universally  so  admirably 
administered  that  you  cannot  find  places 
where  extensive  drunkenness  prevails, 
or  where  the  officials  have  neglected  the 
duties  imposed  on  them  ?    I  do  entreat 
the  House  not  to   be  led    astray  by 
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isolated  instances  into  one  universal  and 
sweeping  condemnation  of  this  system 
as  a  whole.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Flintshire  has  quoted  observations  made 
years  ago  by  Mr.  Hudson  on  the  out- 
still  system  of  Bengal.  Eeally  it  is 
hardly  fair  to  the  House  to  quote  evi- 
dence given  five  years  ago  in  Bengal  as 
if  it  applies  to  the  general  fiscal  policy 
of  the  Government  of  India.  Just  as 
Bombay  is  the  most  advanced  province, 
so,  I  suppose,  many  people  would  take 
Bengal  as  one  of  the  least  advanced  ; 
and  there  has  been  for  the  last  three  or 
four  years  an  attempt  made  by  the 
Government  of  Bengal  to  reform  its 
fiscal  system  by  substituting  the  central 
distillery  system  for  the  out-still  system, 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
admits  having  been  informed  by  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  Province, 
is  doomed.  I  do  not  for  one  moment 
say  that  there  is  not  room  for  other 
great  and  radical  reforms  in  many  of 
the  provinces  of  India ;  but  I  ask  the 
House  to  consider  that  these  reforms 
are  actually  now  in  progress,  the  atten- 
tion of  all  the  Governments  of  India 
has  been  thoroughly  directed  to  this 
matter,  and  I  appeal  to  the  House  to 
give  these  men  credit  for  honesty  of 
intention  and  intelligence  and  clever- 
ness in  adapting  the  orders  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  particular  provinces. 
Well,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire spoke  about  the  liquor  traffic  in 
the  province  of  Assam.  Now,  that  is 
not  a  province  in  which  there  is  a  great 
amount  of  consumption.  The  amount 
of  duty  per  head  is  6^  annas,  or  about 
6d.  per  head  of  the  population.  Does 
not  the  hon.  Member  for  Cumberland 
wish  that  the  contributions  of  the 
English  taxpayer  were  reduced  to  any- 
thing like  6d.  per  head  ?  Whereas  in 
this  **  drunken"  India  that  we  are  said 
to  be  contaminating,  the  amount  per 
head  paid  by  the  population  for  intoxi- 
cating liquors  is  little  over  3d. ;  in  this 
highly  favoured  England  I  believe  the 
rate  is  1 6s.  per  head.  Certainly  the 
hon.  Member  said  that  a  large  section 
of  the  population  of  India  do  not  drink 
at  all,  but  even  if  you  fix  the  per- 
centage of  the  drinking  population  at  10 
per  cent  of  the  whole,  even  then  the 
comparison  of  3d.  per  head,  there  is  very 
favourable  to  the  16s.  per  head  in  this 
country.     It  struck  me  while  hon.  Mem- 
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bers  opposite  were  speaking,  that  they 
might  with  advantage  look  nearer  home, 
and   apply   themselves  to   the  task  of 
putting  down  drunkenness  in  this  coun- 
try,    rather    than    seek     to    interfere- 
with  the  administration  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.   I  think  that  the  general 
observations  which  I  have  made   will 
show  that  it  is  better  for  the  House  of 
Commons  to  take  a  wide  and  general 
view  of  a  question  of  this  kind  rather 
than  be  led  astray  by  a  few  of  those  sen- 
sational incidents  which  hon.  Members 
who  travel  in  India  can  so  easily  gather ». 
and  which,  if  they  are  accepted  as  general 
specimens  of  the  way  in  which  the  excise 
system  in  India  is  carried  out,  do  not 
enlighten,  but  are  utterly  misleading. 
The  difficulty  in  a  ^reat  measure  arises^ 
from  the  extraordinary  ease  with  which 
ardent  spirits  can  be  distilled  in  India. 
The    innocent   juice   drawn    from   the 
palm  tree  becomes  in  three  or  four  hours, 
without  any  action  on  the  part  of  man,, 
as     strong    as    the     strongest     beer.. 
To  take  one  instance,  whereas  in  Bombay 
a  spirit  was  manufactured  ^5deg.  below 
proof,  at  a  cost  of  8  annas  per  gallon,, 
the  price  was  raised  to  3r.  2a.  a  gallon^ 
or  600  per  cent,  by  the  taxation  whicti 
hon.  Members  opposite  so  strongly  con- 
demn.   The  hon.  Member  for  Fhntshire^ 
has    complained    of    the    Government 
cheapening  liquor,  but,  instead  of  cheap- 
ening it,  they  have  raised  tlie  price  sixfold » 
What  other  policy  could   ihe  Govern- 
ment pursue  beyond  making  by  taxation 
the  price  of  liquor  as  high  as   possible, 
and    limiting,    as  they   do    limit,    the 
number  of  places  where   it  is  sold,    so 
that  the  temptation  to  indulgence  should 
be  limited  as  far  as  possible,  limited  to- 
such  shops  as  will  satisfy  the  wants   of 
the  population, and  check  8muggling,aud 
illicit  distillation?  The  hon. Member  for 
Barrow  says,though  it  is  not  the  opinion 
of  those  officials  best  qualified  to  judge, 
and  who  are  in  responsible  positions  in. 
administration     of    the    country,   that 
the    .effect    of    allowing    local    option 
would  be   the   prohibition  of  the  sale 
of  liquor.     But  it  may  be  observed  that 
in    no    native    State    is  total   prohibi- 
tion enforced,  and  it  is  self-evident  that 
if  the  population    are    debarred    from, 
obtaining  liquor  from   licensed  houses- 
and  legitimate  sources,  they  are  sure  to 
obtain     it    from    native    States,    over 
which  we  have  no  control.     I  think  it  ia 
rather  a  remarkable  answer  to  the  sag- 
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gestion  that  the  natives  of  India,  if  left 
to  themselves,  would  adopt  measures  of 
total  prohibition,  that  there  is  not,  so 
far  as  I  am  aware,  a  single  native  State 
where  total  prohibition  is  effected,  or 
indeed  attempted  to  be  carried  out. 

Mr.  CAINE  :  The  Gaikwar  of  Baroda 
would  do  so  to-morrow  if  he  were 
permitted.     He  told  me  so. 

♦Sir  J.  Q0R8T :  The  hon.  Member 
says  the  Gaikwar  of  Baroda  told  him  so ; 
and  knowing  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
visiting  India  and  what  hie  tenets  are  on 
thisquestion,  I  have  no  doubt  the  Gaikwar 
of  Baroda  told  him  so  out  of  politeness. 
But  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Gaikwar 
is  also  willing  to  stop  the  growth  of 
poppies.  Did  he  tell  the  hon.  Member 
he  would  do  that  and  that  he  derived  a 
considerable  revenue  from  the  cultiva- 
tion ?  I  think  the  hon.  Member,  while 
he  held  an  extraordinary  influence  over 
the  Gaikwar  of  Baroda  should  have 
used  it  to  put  a  stop  to  this  most 
pernicious  opium  traffic  from  which  the 
Gaikwar  derives  a  large  profit.  But  I 
must  apologise,  for  I  am  detaining  the 
House  too  long.  In  conclusion,  let  me 
summarize  the  objections  the  Govern- 
ment have  to  this  Kesolution.  In  the 
first  place  the  Kesolution  speaks  of  the 
multiplication  of  distilleries. '  Now  out- 
side the  district  in  which  outstills  are 
still  licensed — and  I  ask  the  House  to 
remember  this  is  a  decreasing  area,  and 
outstills  are  suppressed  as  soon  as  they 
can  be  replaced  by  central  distilleries — 
outside  this  small  area  not  more 
than  a  twelfth  of  the  area  of  Bom- 
bay— and  perhaps  one- sixth  of  the  area 
of  British  India — outside  this  area,  the 
number  of  distilleries  is  much  smaller 
than  it  was  25  years  ago.  Spirit  is  now 
made  in  licensed  distilleries,  and  pays 
an  excise  duty  according  to  its  strength. 
Formerly  contractors  had  as  many  stills 
as  they  liked.  Gallon  for  gallon,  spirit 
now  pays  a  higher  duty,  and  a  larger 
revenue  is  obtained  than  under  the  old 
system.  There  is  also  a  great  reduction 
in  the  number  of  shops,  and  instructions 
have  been  given  by  the  different  Gov- 
ernments to  reduce  the  number  as  far 
as  possible.  Officers  are  instructed  not  to 
allow  shops  to  be  opened  merely  to 
increase  the  Bevenue.  This  is  the  very 
order  that  hon.  Members  opposite  say 
ought  to  be  g^ven,  and  this  order  has 
been  given. 


Mr.    CAINE  :     And      is    disobeyed 
everv  where 

♦Sir  J.  GORST :  The  hon.  Member 
says  the  order  is  disobeyed  everywhere, 
but  I  do  not  think  his  experience  has 
been  sufficient  to  justify  him  in  making 
such  a  sweeping  assertion.  The 
Government  will  take  care  that  these 
orders  are  not  disobeyed,  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  carefully  consider  any 
instance  of  such  disobedience  that  is 
brought  to  his  notice.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Flintshire  might  have  done  me 
the  justice  of  telling  the  House,  with 
regard  to  the  very  Assam  tea  gardens 
to  which  he  has  referred,  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  hon.  ^Member 
having  shown  me  the  letters  referred  to, 
a  despatch  was  sent  to  India  ordering 
an  investigation.  Sufficient  time  has 
not  elapsed  for  an  answer  to  be  received. 
But  in  justice  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  have  mentioned  that  I 
acted  immediately  on  the  allegations 
comiAg^  to  my  notice.  I  cannot  admit 
that  the  increase  of  Revenue  is  in  itself 
an  evil.  I  have  shown  in  the  instance 
of  Bombay  how  an  increase  in  the 
Revenue  is  compatible  with  a  decrease 
of  drunkenness.  I  do  not  find  evidences 
of  that  increase  of  drunkenness  which 
hon.  Members  say  cannot  be  denied.  I 
suppose  the  hon.  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  would  bear  me  out  in  saying  that 
an  increase  of  drunkenness  would  be 
shown  in  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
persons  in  prison.  Now,  what  are  the 
facts?  In  1870  there  were  87,248 
prisoners  in  English  gaols  in  India.  In 
1878,  which  was  a  year  of  famine  and 
naturally  of  increased  crime,  there  were 
126,111  as  a  daily  average.  In  1882 
the  number  had  sunk  to  84,324,  and  in 
1886,  the  last  year  for  which  I  can 
obtain  statistics,  they  had  further  gone 
down  to  76,676.  This  is  in  spite  of  an 
increase  of  10  percent  in  the  popula- 
tion, and  this  last  number  was  swelled 
by  about  2,000  of  ^tfa«f- political 
prisoners  from  Burmah.  Does 
this  look  like  an  increase  in 
drunkenness  and  the  demoralization  of 
the  people  ?  Nor  do  I  find  evidence  in 
the  impoverishment  of  the  people  ;  but 
on  the  contrary  the  poverty  in  the 
country  is  less,  the  condition  of  the  popu- 
lation is  improving,  and  the  wealth  of 
India  is  increasing.  I  do  not  find  the 
facts  which  the  hon.  Member  describes 
as  having  resulted  from  an  increased 
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consumption  of  drink  are  supported  by 
reliable  evidence,  but  he  makes  his 
statement  on  the  testimony  of  certain 
irresponsible  persons  whose  statements 
he  chooses  to  accept  without  verification. 
I  have  extended  my  remarks  longer  than 
I  intended  ;  may  I  in  conclusion  quote 
one  witness  whose  evidence  some  will 
accept  as  being  entitled  to  considerable 
weight.  In  1888  the  Provincial  Govern- 
ment of  Bengal,  anxious  to  improve 
the  Excise  system  which  they  were  well 
aware  was  defective  and  unsatisfactory, 
deputed  a  most  eminent  Civil  servant, 
Mr.  Buckland,  to  visit  the  Presidencies 
of  Madras  and  Bombay,  for  the  purpose 
of  inspecting  and  reporting  upon  the 
results  of  the  Excise  system.  This  was 
an  experienced  witness,  well  acquainted 
with  the  defects  of  the  Bengal  system, 
who  had  been  sent  to  report  on  the 
systems  prevailing  elsewhere.  Mr.  Buck- 
land  reported  to  his  own  Government 
that  the  Bombay  system  was  far  more 
efficient  than  that  of  Bengal.  He^said 
that  the  local  officers  of  Bombay  had 
been  repeatedly  ordered  **to  restrain 
and,  if  possible,  diminish  the  total  actual 
consumption  of  spiritous  liquors."  He 
added  — 

"The  whole  action  of  the  Bombay  Govern- 
ment in  their  excise  administration  in  recent 
years  has  been  in  the  direction  of  (1)  raising 
the  price  of  licit  liquor  ;  (2)  checking  the  con- 
sumption of  illicit    liquor;  (3)   restriction  of 
manufacture  to  certain  centres ;  and(4)diminish- 
ing  the  number  of  liquor  shops.     It  has  been 
possible  to  carry  out  the  first  effectively  by  the 
constant  raising  of  the  stillhead  duty,  and  by 
increasing  the  tree- tapping  tax  in  toddy-pro- 
ducing districts,  llie  distillation  and  smuggling 
of  illicit  liquor  lias  been  met  by  increasing 
considerably  the  strength  of  the  Abkari  inspect- 
ing and  preventive  establishments    and  enlist- 
ing the  sympathies  of  the  contractors  on  the 
side  of  the  Government,  as  well  as  by  leasing 
from  native  States,  from  which  formerly  liquor 
was  supplied  into  British  territory,  the  control 
of  their  Abkari  arrangements.     As  far  as  pos- 
sible   the    manufacture     of    spirit    has    been 
restricted  and  permitted   under  departmental 
supervision  at  a  few  central  places,  generally 
at  the  Sudder  station  of  each   district.     The 
figures  also  show  that  the  number  of  shops  for 
the  sale  of  country  spirits  and  stills  has  been 
considerably  reduced  since  the  constitution  of 
the  Abkari  Department,  and  a  now  shop  is  now 
only  opened   after   careful  inquiry  to  meet  a 
local  demand   or  prevent  the    use    of    illicit 
liquor.      In   constantly  raising    the   stillhead 
duty,  the  Local  Government  have   designedly 
followed    the    principle    laid     down    by    the 
Government  of  India  after  the  passing  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1875." 

Such    is    the  testimony    of  a  Bengal 
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officer  to  the  efficiency  of  the  system 
in  Bombay,  and  it  is  testimony^ 
to  which  I  think  the  House  will 
attach  considerable  importance.  I  do- 
not  for  a  moment  say  that  the  Ex- 
cise system  in  any  of  the  Provinces 
of  India  is  not  capable  of  still  further 
amelioration.  I  do  not  say  that  any  of 
the  Provincial  Governments  should  rest 
content  with  the  improvements  made;: 
let  them  institute  any  other  reforms 
that  the  ingenuity  of  man  can  suggest ; 
but  I  do  ask  the  House  to  reject  witL 
scorn  the  insinuations  *  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cheshire  and  to  reject  this- 
Besolution,  which,  instead  of  recog- 
nizing the  liberal  efforts  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  have  made  to  carry  out 
reforms,  would  visit  these  attempts 
with  undeserved,  unmerited  censure. 

SiK     W.     LA.WS9N    (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  I  think  that  whatever 
may    be    the    result    of   the   division, 
which  I  hope  we  may  have  by-and-bye, 
my     hon.     Friends    the     Mover    and 
Seconder  of    the    Hesolution    may  b& 
congratulated  on  the  result  that  every- 
body,  including   the    hon.   Gentlemaa 
himself,  have,  so  far  as  I  can  under- 
stand, denounced  this  outstill  system. 
I  do  not  understand  why  the  Under* 
Secretary  for  India  should  be  so  much 
opposed  to  this  Besolution,  because,  a» 
the  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  with  hia 
speech,  he  seemed  to  agree  very  much 
with  the  policy   of  my   hon.    Friend, 
which  was  to  reduce  the  temptations  to 
drink  among  the  people  of  India.    If 
that  is  so,  what  better  course  could  b& 
taken  than  to  pass  this  Resolution  to 
do  what  the  Gx>vernment  say  is  right 
and  proper  to  do  ?    To-night  we  have 
not    any    Irishmen    present,     and    I 
do   not   know  that  we    could   employ 
our   time    better    than    by    discussing 
a  question  which  affects  200  milliona 
of      our     fellow-subjects     in     India. 
In  the    course  of  his  speech  the  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  why,  when  we  had  so 
many    horrible    things  to    look    to  ia 
England,  we    should    turn   our  atten* 
tion  to  India.    The  reason  is  because 
the  state   of   thingps  is  so    horrible  in 
England  that  we  should  take  care  not  ta 
allow  it  to  be  extended  to  India.     A& 
was  once  said  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid   Lothian  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment should  be  to  make  it  easy  for 
the  people  to  do  right  and  difficult  for 
them  to  do   wrong.     But  we  are  re* 
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versing  that  system.  In  England  the 
question  of  temperance  has  been  dis- 
cassed,  I  might  almost  say,  ad  nauseam, 
and  every  efiPort  has  been  made  by 
its  advocates  to  remove  the  degrada- 
tion and  stigma  of  intemperance.  But, 
nevertheless,  in  spite  of  every  attempt, 
every  sort  of  system,  every  sort  of  pro- 
vision, the  demon  of  intemperance  holds 
the  field.  As  Baron  Dowse  said  not  long 
since,  the  measure  of  the  degradation  of 
a  district  is  to  be  found  in  the  facilities 
for  drink  which  it  affords.  All  our 
efforts  to  advance  the  cause  of  civilization 
will  fail  so  long  as  the  Government  put 
temptation  in  the  way  of  the  people  of 
England  or  India.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  of  the  day  manages  to 
get  a  revenue  of  many  millions  by  pro- 
moting the  consumption  of  drink  among 
the  people  ;  he  arranges  the  temptations 
that  he  may  get  the  revenue.  When 
the  time  comes  for  adding  up  the  balance 
sheet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rejoices 
greatly  over  the  large  sum  he  has  got, 
and  then,  as  Mr.  Disraeli  said,  ''  With 
a  face  arranged  for  the  occasion,"  he 
makes  a  few  perfunctory  remarks  as  to 
the  regret  he  feels  at  the  immorality  of 
people  indulging  in  the  temptations 
placed  before  them.  This  is  what  takes 
place  here.  The  money  is  raised  at  the 
expense  of  the  degradation  and  ruin  of 
the  nation.  The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
said  that  the  worst  system  in  the  world 
was  the  system  of  excise  in  India.  But 
in  England  we  are  doing  the  same  thing. 
It  is  worse  in  India  in  this  way,  because 
the  educated  public  opinion  of  India  is 
against  it.  Here  educated  public 
opinion  is  not  against  it ;  the  condemna- 
tion comes  from  the  lower  orders. 
Every  drinking  shop  in  this  country  is 
licensed  not  by  the  working  people,  but 
by  the  gentry,  and  the  guilt  lies  as  much 
at  their  door  as  at  the  door  of  those  who 
take  the  drink.  The  tempter  is  as  guilty 
as  the  tempted.  The  Prime  Minister 
said,  ''I  will  speak  no  evil  of  public- 
houses,"  and,  of  course,  he  did  not.  The 
question  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend's 
Motion  to-night  is,  are  we  to  bring  about 
the  same  state  of  things  in  India  as  we 
have  in  England — are  we  to  make  it  a 
drunken  country  ?  I  forget  who  it  was 
that  said  that  if  we  came  away  from 
India  the  epitaph  of  our  rule  there  would 
be  —  *'  England  found  India  sober 
and  left  it  drunk."  The  Under 
Secretary  say*  that  the  state  of  things  is 


not  so  bad  as  we  think,  and  that  the- 
amount  spent  in  drink  is  only  equal  to 
sixpence  per  head  of  the  population ; 
but  it  is  bad  enough,  and  the  alarming 
feature  is  that  year  by  year  it  is  grow- 
ing worse,  and  no  evidence  has  been 
adduced  against  that  of  my  hon. 
Friend's,  that  the  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption of  drink  is  going  on  all  over 
India  as  a  whole.  Why  do  I  say  it 
is,  if  possible,  worse  to  go  on  in  this 
manner  in  India  than  we  do  in  England  ? 
First  of  all,  because  we  are  forcing 
a  new  custom  upon  the  people.  It  i» 
not  the  custom  of  India  to  arink  beer 
and  such  things.  Next,  it  is  absolutely 
against  their  religion.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone,  who  was  recently 
over  in  India,  told  me  that  there  was  a 
regiment  of  soldiers  quartered  there, 
two-thirds  of  whom  were  teetotallers,  and 
the  greatest  order  prevailed  amongst 
them.  A  native  of  India,  talking  to 
the  hon.  Member  about  this  regiment, 
asked  of  what  religion  they  were, 
"  They  are  Christians,"  was  the  an- 
swer. **  Impossible,"  said  the  Hindoo, 
"they  behave  so  well."  Well,  Sir, 
everybody  would  behave  well,  I  believe^ 
if  you  could  only  keep  drink  from  them. 
Not  only,  I  say,  are  we  flying  in  the 
face  of  the  customs  of  the  natives  of 
India  and  of  their  religion,  but  as  the- 
hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S. 
Smith)  pointed  out,  we  are  forcing  these 
drink  so  ops  upon  a  population  perhaps 
Ihe  poorest  in  the  world,  and  who  will 
suffer  even  more  if  led  into  drinking 
habits  than  our  own  people  do  at  home. 
It  seems  to  me  very  surprising  that  thi» 
House  should  hesitate  at  all  as  to  the 
necessity  of  passing  this  Hesolution^ 
because  what  md  we  do  just  a  year  ago  ? 
Last  year  we  passed  aBesolution,  which 
I  have  carried  about  in  my  pocket  ever 
since,  because  it  is  about  the  best  thing 
that  has  been  done  in  this  Parliament. 
It  gives  hope  for  the  future,  and 
encourages  every  friend  of  temperance 
throughout  the  kingdom.  The  resolu- 
tion, which  was  moved  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester,  waa 
supported  in  an  eloquent  speech  by  the 
sugar-bounty  man,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Baron  de  Worms) 
and  not  a  single  speech  was  made 
against  it.     The  resolution  was — 

'*That  this  House  having  regard  to  the 
disastrous  physical  and  moral  effects  of  the 
liquor  traffic  among  uncivilized  races,  as  well 
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doubtedly,  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  India  are  in  favour  of  total  absti- 
nence, but  a  certain  minority  is  of  the 
other  way  of  thinking  and  practising. 
If  local  option  were  alio  wed,  the  majority 
would  undoubtedly  stop  the  liquor 
shops,  and,  mark  this,  what  would  be 
the  consequence  ?  The  majority  having 
no  means  of  stopping  illicit  practices, 
any  amount  of  unlicensed  distillation 
would  go  on.  If  we  had  total  prohibi- 
tion, who  is  to  enforce  it?  I  confess 
that  not  even  I,  myself,  with  all  my  ad- 
ministrative power,  would  undertake 
such  a  task  as  to  stop  every  still  that 
might  be  set  up  from  one  end  of  India 
to  the  other.  Every  grove  of  palm 
trees,  every  cottage,  every  field,  every 
outljring  jungle,  would  teem  with  stills 
and  shops  under  no  check.  What 
police  would  be  required  for  such  a 
purpose,  and  what  odious  inquisition, 
and  what  manifold  evils  and  corruption 
would  arise  from  that  inquisition !  Even 
if  we  did  succeed  in  enforcing  total  ab- 
stinence and  total  prohibition  in  British 
India,  we  could  not  do  so  in  the  native 
States.  The  argument  that  native 
opinion  is  against  drink  is  refuted  by  the 
fact  that  every  native  State  has  its 
drink  establishments.  There  was  more 
smuggling  of  opium  f  rom  the  Gaik  war's 
territory  than  any  other  place  under  my 
control  in  Bombay.  Had  native  opinion 
been  against  that  system,  the  native 
Government  which  preceded  us  would 
have  abolished  it.  Was  there  not 
drinking,  and  was  there  not  an  excess  of 
taxation  of  every  kind  and  sort  found 
by  us  when  we  conquered  India,  and  are 
not  those  systems  as  old  as  the  history 
of  India  itself  ?  My  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland,  has  said 
that  drinking  is  opposed  to  the 
religion  of  the  people  of  India. 
Now,  luckily,  I  have  fortified  myself  with 
what  I  conceive  to  be  the  very  best 
Native  opinion  to  be  obtained  on  that 
matter.  I  refer  to  Kajendra  Lala  Mitra, 
who  is,  I  believe,  one  of  the  most  learned 
and  accomplished  Hindus  of  this  genera- 
tion. He  is  profoundly  versed  in  all 
the  ancient  religious  beliefs  of  his 
country,  and  is  a  master  not  only  of  the 
Indian  classics,  but  also  of  our  Western 
tongue.  In  his  elaborate  work  on  the 
Indo- Aryans  he  has  a  chapter  on  **  The 
Spirituous  Drinks  of  Ancient  India ;'' 
and  he  writes  without  bias  either  way 
— without  any  theory  to  sustain  or  to 
overthrow — and  merely  with  the  intent 
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to  portray  Hindu  manners  by  citations 
from  authoritative  writings.  After  some 
discussion,  he  goes  on  to  say — 

''Elders,  anchorites,  sages,  and  learaed  men, 
forming  the  bulk  of  the  priestly  class,  doubt* 
less  abstained  from  them  (spirituous  drinks),  as 
they  do  now  ;  so  did  a  good  number  of  thou- 
sand respectable  householders ;  but  they  coa- 
stituted  only  a  fraction  of  the  sum  total  of 
the  community.  And  Sanscrit  literature,  bo& 
ancient  and  mediaeval,  leaves  no  room  for  doubt 
as  to  wine  having  been  very  extensively  used  in 
this  country  at  all  times  and  by  all  classes." 

A  quotation  from  classical  poetry  runs 
thus — 

**  How  will  you,  dear  one,  of  wine-reddened 
eye,  who  have  quaffed  delightful  liquor,  drink 
the  mist-befouled  water  which  I  ofifer  with  my 
tears?" 

In  one  of  the  Sacred  Books,  a  goddess, 
girding  herself  to  prepare  for  combat 
with  a  demon,  says,  **  Hoar,  roar,  ye 
fool,  for  a  moment  only,  till  I  finish  my 
drinking."  After  adverting  to  the 
authority  of  the  Tantra  Books  in 
modern  Hindjiism,  our  author  cites 
several  passages,  from  which  I  select 
one,  thus  :  Siva,  the  god,  says — 

*'0  sweet-speaking  goddess,  the  salvation  of 
Brahmins  depends  on  drinking  wine.  I  impart 
to  you  a  truth,  oh  mountain  born,  when  I  say 
that  the  Brahmin  who  attends  to  drinking 
forthwith  becomes  a  god.  True  knowledge  can 
never  be  acquired,  goddess  dear,  without  drink- 
ing wine.  Therefore  should  Brahmins  always 
drink.  »• 

And  again — 

"  Whoever  after  being  initiated  in  the  salva- 
tion-giving spell,  fails  to  drink  wine  is  a  fallen 
man  in  this  iron  age.** 

Lastly,  our  author  after  describing  the 

supposed  effects  of  the  Soma  beer  upon 

the  Celestials,  adds  that — 

**  The  effect  of  this  liquor  upon  the  gods  could 
only  have  been  assumed  from  the  knowledge  of 
what  it  was  upon  the  worshippers." 

I  have  only  culled  just  a  few  of  these 
flowers  out  of  many  in  order  to  show 
the  House  what  a  fallacy  it  is  to  suppose 
that  the  use  of  b'quor  is  abhorent  to 
native  sentiment  or  native  religion. 
Now,  as  regards  the  system  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Caine)  com- 
plains. He  spoke  of  it  as  insti- 
tuted in  1830.  It  is  as  old  as  the 
Indian  history.  Does  he  suppose  that 
the  word  Abkar  is  Anglo-Indian  ?  Not 
at  all.  It  is  good  old  Persian,  and  is  as 
old  as  the  word  **  Mogul  "  itself.  One 
system  after  another  of  distillation  has 
been  done  away  with.  We  adopted  the 
central  distillation  system,  and  the  hon. 
Member  has  denounced  that.  '  Then  we 
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go  to  the  outstill  system,  and  he  de- 
nounced that.  He  attacks  them  in  detail. 
He  reminds  me  of  the  gim  boy,  for 
whom  the  strokes  of  punishment  were 
either  too  high  or  too  low,  until  he  was 
not  struck  at  all.  No  system  whatever 
would  suit  the  hon.  Gentleman,  so  that  , 
we  would  have  the  people  using  liquor 
unchecked  from  one  end  of  the  country  | 
to  the  other.  But  this  distillery  system 
has  this  great  advantage.  It  brings 
the  manufacturer  and  the  retailer  of 
spirits  under  absolute  supervision.  We 
know  exactly  what  liquor  is  or  is 
not  made,  and  how  much  has  been  con- 
sumed. We  can  carefully  regulate 
and  calculate  the  quantities  according 
to  the  demand  of  the  various  localities ; 
we  are  able  to  ascertain  that  so  much 
liquor  is  required,  and  so  much  and  no 
more  is  issued  and  sold  to  the  people. 
On  the  whole,  that  is  the  very  best 
system  you  could  have,  if  you  are  to 
have  any  system  at  all,  and  not  to  leave 
the  people  unchecked.  I  admit,  of 
course,  in  this,  as  in  all  other  respects, 
there  are  dangers,  because  you  may 
have  a  farmer  who  tells  you  he  wants 
the  liquor,  and  he  may  push  the  sale. 
Still,  if  you  are  to  have  a  system  at  all, 
it  is  hardly  possible  to  devise  a  better 
one  than  that,  provided  always  it  can 
be  carried  out  in  a  judicious  and  pru- 
dent manner.  Then  we  come  to  the 
question  of  outstills.  I  found  that,during 
the  time  I  was  at  Bengal,  the  centred 
distillery  system  was  in  operation,  but  in 
those  days  it  was  being  discovered  that 
in  certain  outlying  parts  of  the  country 
the  liquor  was  got  from  the  central 
distillery,  and  so  we  had  to  regulate  the 
consumption  and  bring  it  under  control. 
I  am  shocked  to  hear  that  my  successor 
has  adopted  the  outstill  system  for 
many  of  the  moat   densely    populated 

Earts.  I  have  read  some  reports  of  what 
appened,  and,  though  I  must  say  they 
are  greatly  exaggerated,  nevertheless 
more  harm  than  good  has  been  done  by 
that  attempt.  A  great  source  of  error 
in  exaggeration  are  misleading  terms. 
It  was  complained  to  the  Government 
that  men  are  becoming  drunkards  who 
were  once  sober.  It  turns  out  that  they 
misunderstood  the  English  '* drunk" 
and  the  English  "  sober."  By  "drunk" 
they  meant  that  a  man  took  a  moderate 
amount  of  liquor,  and  by  "  sober  "  they 
meant  a  man  who  never  touched  liquor 
at  all.  So  the  House  will  readily  see  that 
there  was  great  exaggeration.  I  am  not 


at  all  prepared  to  defend  the  outstill 
system.  My  impression  is  that  it  should 
be  restricted  as  it  was  in  mv  time,  and 
in  the  time  of  my  hon.  predecessor,  and 
that  it  should  gradually  be  withdrawn. 
I  hope  1  understand  the  Under  Secre- 
tary correctly  that  it  is  being  or  has 
been  withdrawn,  though  the  withdrawal 
is  rather  late.  It  is  doubtless  true 
that  in  some  cases  where  thev  substitute 
a  cheap  and  diluted  liquor  for  pure 
liquor  the  impression  is  raised  that 
more  liquor  is  being  drunk  than  was  the 
case  before ;  but  if  the  duty  is  increased 
the  only  effect  will  be  that  you  will  get, 
I  will  not  say  a  maximum  of  revenue 
with  a  maximum  of  consumption^ 
but  a  larger  revenue  without  an 
increase  of  consumption.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  increase  of  outstills^ 
I  admit  that  I  am  not  prepared  to  de- 
fend that  system  in  Bengal.  In  my 
own  time,  and  in  the  time  of  my  pre- 
decessors, in  the  Government  of  Bengal 
it  was  considerably  restricted,  and  my 
impression  is  that  it  ought  now  to  be 
entirely  withdrawn.  I  have  no  figures 
with  me  in  regard  to  the  alleged  in- 
creased consumption  of  drink  in  Bom- 
bay, but  I  do  happen  to  have  brought 
with  me  some  figures  with  regard  to 
the  state  of  things  in  Madras ;  and  I 
will  just  quote  some  facts  from  the  ap- 
pendix to  the  able  Report  of  Mr.  John 
Buckland.  What  does  that  gentleman 
show  ?  He  shows  that  in  the  year 
1882-83  there  were  1,200,000  gallons 
of  under-proof  spirit  consumed  in 
that  Presidency,  while  in  the  year 
1887-b8,  the  consumption  had  risen  to 
1,350,000  gallons,  or  an  increase  of 
150,000  gallons,  which  is,  after  all, 
only  a  very  small  increase  during 
a  period  of  six  years,  especially 
when  we  consider  the  freedom  from 
famine  that  has  prevailed  during  that 
period,  and  the  marked  increase  that 
has  taken  place  in  the  population,  the 
result  really  being  that  the  consumption 
has  been  kept  down  although  the  re- 
venue has  been  rising.  Some  remarks 
have  been  made  about  the  Bombay  sys- 
tem, and  it  has  been  stated  that  the 
consumption  has  increased  in  seven 
years  from  two  to  two  and  three-quarter 
millions.  I  think  that  this  is  a  remark- 
ably infinitesimal  increase  when  we 
have  regard  to  the  enormous  growth  of 
the  population  and  the  increase  of  wealth, 
especially  among  the  working  classes. 
Aner  all,  from  the  figures  quoted  by 
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the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
the  increased  consumption  only  amounts 
to  about  600,000  gallons  among  a  popu- 
lation of  650,000,  which  is  less  than  8 
pints  per  head  per  annum,  and  an 
almost  homoeopathic  increase  per  diem. 
With  regard  to  what  has  been  said 
about  Assam,  I  would  remark  that  that 
is  one  of  those  places  in  which,  as  there 
is  a  tendency  to  drink  among  the  class 
of  labourers  on  the  tea  plantations,  it  is 
desirable  that  great  care  should  be 
taken.  But  with  regard  to  the  allega- 
tion that  drunkenness  is  increasing  in 
India,  I  for  one  entirely  disbelieve  it. 
It  is  some  years  since  I  left  that  country, 
but  from  my  knowledge  of  the  people  up 
to  that  time  I  venture  emphatically  to 
deny  the  charge,  and  I  speak  from  a 
knowledge  that  I  do  not  think  can  be 
easily  controverted.  Moreover,  I  firmly 
b<)lieve  that  the  people  of  India  still 
continue  to  deserve,  as  they  have  done 
for  ages,  the  character  of  being  upon  the 
whole,  a  sober  and  temperate  people. 
I  hope  before  the  debate  closes  we  shall 
hear  the  evidence  which  can  be  furnished 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bristol  (Colonel  Hill)  who 
has  travelled  from  one  end  of  India  to 
the  other,  and  who  can  tell  the  House 
what  he  saw  and  heard  during  his  in- 
vestigations. Not  only  do  I  feel  certain 
that  drunkenness  is  not  on  the  increase 
in  India,  but  I  challenge  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  furnish  a  single  fact 
drawn  from  the  authentic  statistics  of 
the  country  or  from  private  information 
that  can  be  sustained  by  examination  and 
inquiry  which  will  confirm  the  theory  or 
allegation  that  drunkenness  is  increasing 
in  that  portion  of  the  British  Empire. 
Bemember  that  in  England  any  grocer 
who  can  get  a  licence  may  sell  spirituous 
drink,  and  in  recent  years  there  has  been 
legislation  which  has  fostered  private 
brewing  by  exempting  these  small 
brewers  from  taxation.  The  result 
is  that  even  in  my  own  country  there 
are  many  thousands  of  these  private 
brewers.  What  would  be  the  result  if 
you  adopted  a  like  policy  in  India  ?  I 
maintain  that  we  have  been  far  more 
careful  of  the  moral  interests  of  our 
people  in  India  than  we  have  been  of 
the  people  in  our  own  country.  The 
mover  and  the  seconder  of  the  Motion 
have  depicted  the  evils  in  the  most 
exaggerated  manner  and  through  the 
dark  green  spectacles  of  the  teetotal 
cause.    As  far  as  I  can  remember,  the 
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mover  of  the  Motion  made  no  sujj:ges- 
tion  either  in  the  direction  of  total  pro- 
hibition or  local  option,  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  suggested  that  the 
taxation  of  European  spirits  imported 
into  India  should  be  raised.  That  is  a 
mild  proposal  which  I  should  not  object 
to, and  we  may  as  well  make  that  sugges- 
tion an  acceptable  present  to  the  Under 
Secretary.  Further,  the  hon.  Member 
also  recommends  the  doing  away  with 
the  outstill  system  in  Bengal.  But  no- 
where except  in  Bengal  does  the  outstill 
system  exist  to  any  appreciable  extent. 
It  has  been  condemned  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  and  it  is  in  course  of 
being  abolished. 

Me.  W.  S.  CAINE  :  It  still  exists  in 
Bombay. 

Sir  R.  temple  :  Only  in  very  remote 
parts  of  the  province,  and  it  is  being  done 
away  with.     Hemember,  this  is  not  the 
first  time  it  has  been  condemned  in  this 
House.     It  is,  after  all,  only  the  old,  old 
story.      Thus  the   hon.   Members   who 
have  spoken  have  in  reality  thrown  no 
fresh  light  on  this  subject.     I  do  agree, 
however,  that  some  inquiry  should  be 
made  as  to  the  opium  dens  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow.    Either 
the  evidence  of  the  hon.  Member  should 
be  taken,  or  a  report  of  his  speech  should 
be  sent  to  the  Government  of  India  in 
order  that  inquiry  should  be  made  as  to 
whether  a  stop  could  not  be  put  to  these 
places.  I  deny,  however,  that  the  Indian 
Government  have  anything  to  do  with 
those  dens  beyond  taxing  them.     And 
finally  I  come  to  the  question  of  prohibi- 
tion. I  do  not  think  that  is  possible,  and  I 
do   not   believe   that   the   missionaries 
advocate  it.    I  admit  that  these  mis.  'on- 
aries'  reports  deserve  careful  attention ; 
and  when  I  lived  in  India  I  was  always 
ready   to    investigate     thoroughly  any 
matters  which  they  brought  before  me, 
because  I  know  how  well  informed  they 
are.    I  do  deprecate   most  strongly  the 
over  strong  language  of  the  resolution. 
What  possible  good  can  come  from  fling- 
ing such  charges  at  the  head  of  a  high 
authority  like    the   Viceroy  ?     If  this 
House   wishes   to   evince  a  high  sense 
of  public  policy   and  national  morality, 
let    it    strengthen    the    hands    of  the 
Government  of  India   by  declaring  its 
approval  of  the  despatches  of  the  Vice- 
roy and  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  which 
accurately  lay  down  the  fiscal  and  moral 
principles  involved  in  the  case.     Let  it 
content  itself  with  affirming  those  noble 
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knowledge  and  authority,  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  debate  of  this  character 
ought  to  have  laid  before  the  House 
figures  showing  whether  drinking  is 
actually  greater  or  less  than  it  was,  and 
we  had  a  right  to  expect  a  statement  of 
that  nature  from  the  Government. 

SiK  J.  GOEST:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Government  did  not  col- 
lect the  statistics  which  would  be 
requisite   for   a   comparison. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT :  What  is  the 
use  of  a  miserable  tu  quoque  like  that  ? 
The  present  Government  have  been 
three  years  in  office,  and  this  question 
has  been  debated  in  the  House  before. 

Sib  J.  GORST:  The  Government 
have  statistics  for  the  last  two  years, 
but  not  the  figures  of  earlier  years  to 
compare  with  them. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  am  sorry 
that  the  Under  Secretary  should  have 
endeavoured  to  bring  the  debate  to  a 
miserable  retort  of  this  kind.  I  had 
myself  been  trying  to  argue  the  question 
in  a  different  tone.  I  had  said  nothing 
against,  the  Government,  but  I  was 
speaking  of  the  responsibilities  of  Eng- 
land towards  India.  I  desired  to  intro- 
duce nothing  in  the  way  of  Party 
recrimination.  I  asked,  and  again  I  ask, 
is  drinking  increasing  among  the  native 
populations  of  India  or  is  it  not  ?  We 
have  no  information  on  that  point,  which 
lies  at  the  root  of  the  whole  subject. 
What  are  we  asked  by  this  Resolution 
to  do?  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down  says  there  is  advantage  in  the 
present  fiscal  system,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment can  regulate  the  amount  of 
liquor  imported.  That  is  a  curious 
statement,  but  I  want  to  know  on  what 
basis  the  Government  of  India  act  in 
determining  how  much  liquor  shall  be 
drunk.  Does  the  hon.  Member  for 
Evesham  with  all  his  experience  say 
that  the  matter  is  satisfactory  as  it 
stands  at  present  ?  He  admitted  that  it 
is  not  satisfactory  in  Bengal.  The 
Resolution  is  in  no  way  an  attack  upon 
the  Indian  Government,  but  simply  a 
warning  to  them  to  be  extremely  careful 
on  the  subject  of  the  liquor  traffic.  The 
object  of  the  Resolution  is  to  induce  the 
Government  of  Bombay  to  move  faster 
in  effecting  those  reforms  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Evesham  admits  to  be 
necessary.  Therefore  having  listened  to 
this  debate  I  regard  the  Resolution  not 
as  an  attack  on  the  Government  but 
rather  as  a  declaration  on  the  part  of  the 
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House  of  Commons  that  nothing  should 
be  done  by  the  Government  of  India 
which  would  in  any  way  tend  to  increase 
habits  of  intemperaiu^e  among  the  native 
population.  Regarding  it  in  that  sense, 
and  convinced  of  the  necessity  for  such 
a  Resolution  more  by  the  speeches  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Evesham  and  of  the  Under  Secretary 
than  by  those  of  the  Mover  and 
Seconder,  I  shall  'give  my  vote  in 
favour  of  it. 

*The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jas.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.): 
I  hope  the  House  will  allow  me, 
in  the  few  moments  left  to  us, 
to  reply  to  the  somewhat  extraordinary 
speech  to  which  we  have  just  listened. 
I  should  be  the  first  to  recognize 
the  good  intentions  and  philanthropic 
efforts  of  the  hon.  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Redolution,  but  their  assertions 
have  been  met  by  most  remarkable  dis- 
proof on  the  part  of  the  Under  Secretary 
for  India.  My  hon.  Friend  has  shown 
that  in  a  most  remarkable  degree  a 
check  has  been  put  upon  the  consump- 
tion of  liquor  by  the  control  of  Govern- 
ment, and  that  the  system,  which  has 
led  in  some  districts  to  an  increased 
consumption,  has  been  altered.  He  has 
shown  that  in  the  best  districts  of  India 
there  have  been  such  measures  taken 
as  have  resulted  in  an  increase  of  the 
revenue  simultaneously  with  a  great 
reduction  in  the  consumption  of  spirits, 
notably  in  Bombay.  I  may  also  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
same  result,  though  in  a  less  remark- 
able degree,  has  taken  place  in  Cal- 
cutta. I  have  only  the  return  for  two 
successive  years,  1886-87  and  1887*88. 
The  consumption  in  the  first  year  was 
200,000  gallons,  and  the  revenue 
669,000  rupees ;  and  in  the  second  year 
the  consumption  had  fallen  to  180,000 
gallons,  while  the  revenue  had  gone  up 
to  748,000  rupees.  It  has  been  shown 
that  the  Government  of  Bengal  are 
amending  the  system  of  outstills — the 
system  which  alone  would  justify  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire. The  District  Revenue  Officers 
have  jealously  objected  to  an  increase  of 
the  drink  shops,  and  there  is  an  earnest 
desire  on  their  part  to  raise  the  moral 
and  material  condition  of  the  people  in 
every  particular.  In  face  of  these  facts, 
ought  the  House  to  pass  the  vote  of 
censure  on  the  Gt)vernment  of  India 
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which  is  contained  in  the  resolution  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  would 
not  further  a  good  cause  by  ignoring 
4dl  the  good  intentions  and  effects  ex- 
hibited in  recent  years.  I  think  the 
House  will  see  it  would  do  a  great 
injustice  by  passing  the  resolution,  and, 
instead  of  thus  condemning  the  Govern- 
ment, would  it  not  be  worthier  to  give 
It  encouragement  and  support  in  the 
performance  of  its  difficult  and  respon- 
dsible  duties  ? 

The    House    divided: — Ayes,    113; 
Noes,  103.— (Division  List,  No.  89). 

Resolved,  That,  in  the  opfnion  of  this  House, 
Ihe  fiscal  system  of  the  Goyemment  of  India 
leads  to  the  establishment  of  spirit  distilleries, 
liquor  and  opium  shops  in  large  numbers  of 
places  where  till  recently  they  never  existed, 
in  defiance  of  Native  opinion  and  the  protests 
of  the  inhabitants,  and  that  such  increased 
facilities  for  drinking  produce  a  steadilj  in- 
creasing consumption,  and  spread  misery 
and  ruin  among  the  industrial  classes  of  India, 
calling  for  immediate  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  India  with  a  view  to  their 
abatement. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY—CIVIL  SERVICES. 
Hesolutions  ['i9th  April]  reported. 

Class  II. 

(1.)  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £48.751  be 
rgranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
>come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  in  the  Department  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury,  and  in  the  Office  of 
the  Parliamentary  Counsel,  and  also  the  Ex- 
penses,of  the  Statute  Law  and  State  Trials 
Reports  Committees.'* 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

(2.)  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £79,668,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  pa3rment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1880,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Her  Majesty's 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department . 
and  Subordinate  Offices." 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  House 
<lo  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said 
Hesolution.'' 

♦Mr.  B.  COLERIDGE  (Sheffield, 
Attercliffe) :  In  consequence  of  my  not 
moving  my  amendment  on  this  Vote 
yesterday,  the  House  was  enabled  tu 
pass  the  Vote, and  practically  some  time 
was  saved.  I  now  desire  to  move  the 
4imendment,  and  I  would  appeal  to  the 
sight  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Home  Secre- 


tary (Mr.  Matthews),  as  it  is  a  matter 
that  must  take  some  time,  and  as  we 
were  not  aware  what  would  be  the  result 
of  the  motion  moved  to-day  with  re- 
ference to  the  taking  of  report  of 
supply  after  twelve  o'clock,  to  allow  the 
Vote  to  be  postponed.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  indicate  his 
views  on  the  subject,  I  must  move  the 
Amendment  that  stands  in  my  name — 
namely,  to  reduce  the  salary  of  the 
Inspector  under  the  Vivisection  Act 
of  1876  by  the  sum  of  £50.  The  Act 
of  1876,  which  was  passed  in  con- 
sequence of  a  feeling  that  some  restriction 
should  be  placed  on  operations  on 
living  animals,  was  really  a  compro* 
mise,  and  did  not  meet  the  views  of. 
either  one  side  or  the  other  on  the 
question  of  vivisection.  The  object  of 
the  opponents  of  vivisection  is  that  the 
Act  should  be  thoroughly  efficient,  and 
in  order  to  do  that,  we  maintain  that 
the  Inspector  should  be  a  man  who  hus 
a  real  desire  to  limit  as  far  as  the  Act 
permits  operations  upon  living  animals. 
The  present  Inspector  is  not  such  a 
person.  Under  any  circumstances  the 
reports  which  he  submits  must  be 
entirely  framed  on  the  reports  of  the 
persons  who  perform  the  operations. 
Since  this  gentleman  has  been  ap- 
pointed, the  object  and  aim  has  ob- 
viously been  to  accept  those  reports  as 
gospel  truth,  without  inquiry  and 
investigation  as  to  whether  or  not  they 
can  be  depended  upon.  When  Sir 
Erasmus  Wilson  left  a  handsome 
bequest  for  the  furtherance  of  science,  a 
number  of  gentlemen  signed  a  round 
robin  to  the  Hoyal  College  of  Surgeons, 
who  were  intrusted  with  the  disposal 
of  the  money,  desiring  that  the  money 
should  be  devoted  to  the  purpose  df 
providing  a  national  physiological 
laboratory,  and  one  of  the  clauses  of 
this  round  robin  contained  this  re- 
mark:— 

'*It  is  a  national  discredit  that  we  have 
nothing  in  London  like  the  splendid  labora- 
tories which  exist  not  only  in  the  capital  cities 
of£urope,  but  in  comparatively  small  towns 
such  as  Bonn,  Strasburg,  and  Leipsic.'* 

I  will  give  the  House  some  indications  of 
the  character  of  laboratories  which  these 
gentlemen  thinks  it  a  national  dis- 
credit we  do  not  possess.  This  is  the 
sort  of  thing  which  the  Inspector  under 
the  Act  is  anxious  to  see  repeated  in 
this  country.  I  quote  a  document 
which  describes   what  is  going  on  in 
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Strasburg.  In  that  town  there  lives  a 
Professor  Goltz,  and  I  find  he 

**  introduced  a  new  method  by  which  larger 
portions  of  the  brain  were  torn  away  and 
washed  out  by  means  of  heated  spring  water , 
after  the  skull  had  been  pierced  in  several 
places.  The  crater-shaped  cavities  thus 
formed  were  washed  out.  A  dog  with  five  holes 
bored  in  the  head,  and  with  the  loss  of  nearly 
half  a  brain  lived  from  February  14th  to 
March  16th.  Only  young  dogs  are  suitable  for 
these  experiments,  and  he  say6  '  No  one  has 
succeeded  in  destroying  the  brain  so  extensively 
and  handling  it  so  roughly,  while  still  preserv- 
ing the  creature's  life  as  myself.  In  the  case 
Df  several  mutilated  dogs,  I  decided  to  put  out 
the  left  sound  eye,  in  order  to  estimate 
correctly  the  functions  of  the  eye  maimed  by 
the  loss  of  the  brain.'  On  the  8th  November, 
1875,  two  holes  bored  in  the  head  of  a  bull  dog, 
and  the  brain  washed  away.  The  animal 
becomes  blind  with  the  right  eye.  On  Decem- 
ber nth,  I  took  the  left  eye-ball  out.  Fresh 
disturbance  of  the  brain  on  the  5th  of  February, 
this  time  on  the  right  side  ;  dies  on  February 
15th." 

Then  we  have  an  account  of 

"  a  very  clever,  lively,young  female  dog  which 
had  learnt  to  shake  hands  with  both  fore 
paws," 

and  which 

"had  the  left  side  of  the  brain  washed  out 
through  two  holes  on  the  1st  of  December, 
1875." 

Here  is  Professor  Goltz  again : — 

**  After  I  had  laid  bare  the  bone  behind  the 
ear  of  the  pigeon.  I  bored  out  bit  by  bit,  with 
the  help  of  a  sharp  hollow  chisel,  the  ear  laby- 
rinths on  both  sides  of  the  head.  In  those 
cases  where  I  endeavoured  to  destroy  entirely 
both  labyrinths,  the  birds  died  soon  after  the 
operation,  with  violent  rolling  movements  or 
somersaults." 

Describing  another  operation  on  a  dog, 
he  says  : — 

^ "  The  sanguinary  part  of  the  operation  be- 
gins with  the  insertion  of  tht  cannula  to  supply 
artificial  respiration." 

The  insertion  of  the  cannula  proves 
that  the  drug  curare,  which  destroys  all 
movement,  while  leaving  sensation 
absolutely  unimpaired,  was  adminis- 
tered. 

"ITien  the  right  carotid  artery  is   dissected 
out.     Afterwards,  while  artificial  respiration  is 
being  set  up,  a  square  opening  is  made  in  the 
left  wall  of  the  chest  with  a  knife  and  the  bone  j 
scissors.     The  opening  is  extended  far  into  the  { 
light  pleural  cavity,  and  widened  downwards,  \ 
till  it  reaches  the  diaphragm,  which  is  severed 
from  the  ribs.     After  this  the  catheter  is  intro- 
duced from  the  right  carotis  into  the  aorta,  and 
from  thence  to  the  left  ventricle  of  the  heart. 
We  have  repeated  this  experiment  six  times." 

This  is  the  class  of  experiments  that  goes 
on  in  Strasburg.  The  operations  at 
Leipsic  are  still  more  horrible.     I   find 
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that  the  spinal  cords  of  two  dogs  were 
severed,    and    after   some  weeks   they 
were  scalded.      The    animals    survived 
the  scalding  for  six  or  ten  days,  and  thei^ 
after  a  continual  fall  of  temperature  died 
from  putrefaction.      Three    other  dogs^ 
whose  spinal  cords  had  been  cut  through, 
survived  the  subsequent  scalding  three^ 
days,  one  week,  and  three  weeks  respec- 
tively.    A  large  sheep  dog  succumbed 
36  hours  after  having  its  hind  quarters 
immersed  three  times  in  scalding  water. 
A  young,   active,  and  very  lively  dog, 
which  had  survived  the  infusion  of  blood 
from  a  scalded  dog  3 1   days  previously, 
was  scalded  for  45  seconds  in  water  at 
1 00  degrees  centigrade  (boiling  point)^ 
up  to  the  middle  of  its  body.     Experi- 
ment 21 — rabbit  scalded.      The  animal 
groans.     Is  bled  to  death  after  one  hour 
and    ten  minutes.     Experiment    31 — a 
dog  burnt    for   30    seconds  in  boiling 
water.     On  the  next  day  morose,  very 
dejected,  no  appetite.      Died  44   hours, 
after  the  burning.     Then    we    have    a 
young,  active  dog,    subjected    to  trans- 
fusion   of    the    blood     of     a     scalded 
dog.       Four   days    afterwards    it    was- 
much     exhausted,     staggered    on    its 
feet,    perhaps  from   hunger,    and    was 
killed.     Violent  scalding  of  a  dog.     It 
died  after  eight  hours.     Toung  active 
dog  killed  on  the  fourth  day  after  the 
injection   of  overheated  blood.     These 
are  only  instances  of  numberless  cases 
of  the  same  character.     Well,   Sir,  we 
say  that  any   man   who   says  it  is  a. 
national   discredit  that   England  does- 
not  possess  laboratories  similar  to  those 
at  Strasburg  and  Leipsic,  is  absolutely 
unfit  to  be  an  Inspector  under  an  Aot^ 
the  object  of  whicti  is  to  prevent  cruelty 
to  animals.     Now,  Sir,  will  it  be  be- 
lieved that  this  Gentleman  who  has  been 
appointed  to  be  not  a  partizan  but  a- 
judge,  is  an  old  vivise'^tor  himself?     He 
was  one  of  the  Koyal  Commission,  and 
no  one  who  reads  his  evidence  can  fail 
to  see  that  his  whole  object  was  to   re- 
examine from  the  point  of  view  of  the. 
vivi sectors  all  the   witnesses  who   had. 
been  pulled  to  pieces  in  cross-examina- 
tion.    I   find  that  in   connection    withx 
Dr.  Sharping  the  Inspector  conducted 
some  experiments  regarding  asphyxia — 
which  means  seeing  how  long  animals- 
will  live   before  they  they  are   finally 
choked.     I  am  aware  that  it  is  exceed- 
ingly difficult  to  find  out  whether  the 
reports  of  experiments  are  or  are  not. 
to  be  believed.     We  have  been  refused 
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permission  by  the  Home  Office  to 
see  who  does  and  who  does  not 
hold  licences  under  the  Act.  We  have 
asked  to  be  allowed  to  inspect  the  places 
that  are  licensed  under  the  Act  for  the 

Eerformance  of    experiments,   and   we 
ave  again  been  refused.    Lately  the 
gentlemen  who  make  these  experiments 
have  ingeniously  refrained  from  giving 
the  dates,  nor  do  they  as  a  rule  give  the 
places.     I  take  the  report  of  the  In- 
spector for  1 888,  and  I  find  that  Dr.  John 
A.  Mc William  is  put  down  as  having 
operated  uponT^  animals.     He  holds 
a  simple  licence.    He  has  only  operated 
in  this  last  year  because  this  is  the  only 
year  in  which  he  has  held  a  license.    In 
the  Journal  of  PhyBiology  of  this  year — 
Vol.  IX. — I  find  a  report  given  by  this 
ffentleman  of  his  operations.    He  begins 
Dy  saying:  **The  following  investiga- 
tion   was  conducted  on   the  hearts  of 
various  mammals — cats,  dogs,  rabbits, 
hedgehogs,  guinea-pigs,  and  rats."    He 
says  the  experiments  were  performed 
"partly   on    the   excised   heart"    and 
**  partly  on  the  heart  in  »ituV     Any 
experiments  on  the  heart  in  »itu  must 
be  conducted  while  the  animal  is  alive. 
Then  he  say  *'  artificial  respiration  was 
employed.''    This  speaks  volumes  to  us, 
because  artificial  respiration  is  only  ne- 
cessary where  the  drug  curare  is  em- 
ployee.    This  drug,  as  I  have  already 
said,  does  not  destroy  sensation  though 
it  takes  away  all  motive  power.  What  we 
say  is  that  curare,  when  employed  with 
any  other  drug,  renders  the  anaesthetio 
absolutely  valueless.     It  is  impossible 
to  say  when  the  effect  of  the  anassthetic 
has  passed.     What  these  gentlemen  do 
is  to  strap  the  animal  down,  s^ve  it  a 
whiff    of    chloroform    and     aa minister 
curare,  after  which  it  remains  motion- 
less till  the  end  of  the  operation.    Well, 
he  says:    ''The  chest  was  laid  open; 
in  some  cases  the  pericardial  sac  was 
left    intact,     but     in     most     of     my 
experiments   it    was  opened    and    the 
heart  fully  exposed."     Then,  he  says  : 
"As  the  result  of  a  large  number  of 
experiments  on  the  mammalian  heart, 
I  find,"   so  and  so.     Another   of  his 
statements  is :  "In  the  second  series  of 
experiments  the  heart  was  examined  in 
iitu,  with  the  normal  circulation  going 
on ;  "  and  another :    "  My  observations 
on  the  action  of  the  mammalian  heart  as 
seen  after  the  thorax  has  been  opened 
lead  me  to  conclude,"  &c.     Then,  he 
says :  "  In  mammals  (oat  and  rabbit)  I 


have  made  a  considerable  number  of 
experiments  on  this  point."    The  House* 
may  take  it  from  me  that  in  that  case 
the  heart  was   in  titu.    Speaking    of 
another  experiment,  he  says  :  "I  have 
on    several  occasions  peHbrmed    such 
experiments."     Well,   I    say   that  no 
reasonable  man  could  read  all  this  and 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  repre- 
sent experiments  upon   12  animals  and 
12    animals    only.     Sir,   these   experi- 
ments involve  practically  the  turning  of 
animals  inside  out.     And  in  view  of  the 
facts  which  I  have  quoted  to  the  Com- 
mittee, I  venture  to  submit  that  unless 
you  have  an  Inspector,  who  is,  so  to 
speak,  a  suspicious  Inspector,  and  who 
will  not  take  these  gentlemen's  reports 
as  prima  facie  evidence  without  investi- 
gation, you  are  not  doing  your  duty 
and  carrying  out  the  spirit  of  the  Act. 
I  have  gone  carefully  into  this  matter^ 
and  I  believe  that  at  present  the  Act  is 
doing  more  harm  than  good,  because  it 
has  lulled  public  suspicion,  and    pre- 
vented people  from  believing  the  things 
which  are  going  on.     You  have  made  , 
them   think' that  these   things    do  not 
occur.     I  have  very  nearly  come  to  an 
end  of  what  I  have  to  say,  but  there 
are  just  one  or   two   matters   further, 
which   I  should  like   to    touch   upon. 
I    must   again    refer    to    this   Report. 
It  is  an  extraordinary  document,  and  I 
ask  the  attention  of  the  Home  Secretary 
to  it  with  a  view  to  explaining  its  terms. 
In  the  first  place,  it  divides  the  certifi- 
cates held  by  each  licencee  under  five 
heads,  which  are  numbered  respectively, 
1,  2,  3,  4,  and  8.     But  in  another  part  of 
the  report  you  have  six  divisions  headed 
respectively,  a,  b,  c,  d,  e,  and  f,  and  1 
have  tried  to  find  out  what  f  is  supposed 
to    represent.     It    does    seem    to    me 
most   curious  that   having  divided  one 
part  of  the  Report  under   five  heads 
represented  by  numerals,  you  should  in 
another  part  have  six  heads  represented 
by  letters.     But  now.  Sir,  I  come  to 
the  language  of  the  Report  itself.     This 
gentleman  has  been  an  inspector  who 
does  not  inspect,  although  usually  the 
first  function  of  an  inspector  is  to  in- 
spect.    Well  he  has  this  year,  and  I 
hope  not  for  the  last  time,  although  it 
is  the  firat,  inspected.     But  there  is  not 
much  use  in  his  inspecting  a  laboratory  if 
it  is  known  beforehand  that  he  intends 
to  do  so,  and  still  less  is  it  of  any  use  to- 
inspect  it  when  there  is  nothing  going 
on,  because  a  mere  inspection  of  the^ 
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place  of  experimenting,  and  of  the 
elaborate  and  carefully  prepared  instru- 
ments which  are  devised  with  the  horrid 
ingenuity  of  man  for  the  carrying  out  of 
these  experiments  is  not  what  was  con- 
•templated  by  the  Act.     He  says : 

**  In  table  1  will  be  found  the  list  of  places 
registered  in  different  buildings,  and  all  these 
places  have  been  visited  by  me  during  the  past 
year  and  found  to  be  well  adapted  for  the 
purpose  for  which  they  were  licensed." 

Does  he  mean  they  are  airy,  light,  or 
what?  Does  he  mean  that  the  instru- 
ments are  efficient  and  the  knives  sharp, 
and  that  they  were  well  adapted  for  the 
purpose  of  the  licencee  ?  And  then  he 
adds : 

J*  The  arrangements  for  the  comfort  of  the 
animals  were  in  every  way  satisfactory." 

Did  any  one  ever  hear  such  language  ? 
Does  he  mean  that  the  animals  are 
comfortable  when  being  operated  upon  ? 
Does  he  mean  that  they  are  comfort- 
able before  dying  or  after  the 
operation  ?  That  they  are  comfortable 
before  the  operation  is  not  at  all  unsual, 
l>ecause  one  of  the  leading  lights  in  the 
•vivisection  world  has  vecommended 
vivisectors  to  carefully  prepare  their 
patients,  to  take  young  and  active 
animals  and  feed  them  well  before  they 
are  operated  upon,  because  the  more 
lively  and  vigorous  they  are  at  the  time 
of  the  operation,  the  better  the  scientific 
result.  Therefore,  no  doubt,  these 
gentlemen  treat  the  animals  well  before 
they  op  rate  upon  them.  I  do  ask  any 
fair  minded  man  whether  such  a  state- 
ment in  what  is  supposed  to  be  an 
unbiassed  Report  is  not  a  public  outrage 
and  a  matter  calling  for  comment  on 
Hhe  spirit  which  actuates  an  official  who 
is  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  pev  en- 
ding cruelty  to  these  animals.  Now  thb 
inspector  continues  in  his  report :  — 

*'  One  of  the  main  objects  of  the  Act  was  to 
^cure  the  avoidance  of  pain  being  inflicted  on 
living  animals  that  were  the  subject  of  experi- 
ment, and  my  attention  has  been  especially 
directed  to  the  efficient  carrying  out  of  this 
provision  of  the  Act." 

'8ir,  I  wish  to  ask  in  what  way  has  the 
attention  of  the  inspector  been  specially 
directed  to  this  matter.     He  says  : — 

**  It  is  important  to  observe  that  compara- 
tively few  vivisections  properly  so-called,  that 
is  to  say  experiments  involving  a  distinct 
surgical  operation  on  a  living  animal,  have  been 
practised  during  the  past  year." 

Now,  Sir,  we  say  that  we  have  good 
reason  to  doubt  the  correctness  of  this 
part  of  the  Report.    The  Report  should 
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be  unbiassed,  and  the  man  who  is  an 
inspector  under  the  Act  ought,  if  any- 
thing, to  sympathize  with  the  animals 
whom  he  is  placed  there  to 
guard'  and  see  that  they  are  not 
in  any  way  unnecessarily  operated  upon. 
I  do  not  propose  now.  Sir,  to  enter 
into  the  main  question  of  vivisection. 
It  is  not  material  to  this  debate.  I 
have  only  directed  attention  to  facts 
connected  with  this  Report,  and  I  think 
that  the  facts  which  I  have  laid  before 
this  House  justify  me  in  saying  that 
we  ought  now  to  take  a  stand  and 
insist  that  the  Act  shall  be  properly 
carried  out.  We  believe  that  the  only 
safeguard — the  only  way  in  which  it 
can  be  properly  carried  into  effect,  is  by 
having  as  an  inspector,  a  man  who  is 
not  the  creature  and  the  chosen  in- 
spector of  those  whom  he  is  appointed 
to  inspect.  He  ought  to  be,  rather,  out 
of  harmony  with  their  desires,  and  in 
harmony  with  those  who  take  the  part 
of  the  animals.  My  point  is  that  he  is 
not  the  right  man  for  the  post,  because 
at  heart  he  is  a  friend  of  vivisectors. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
••  £79,C68 "  in  order  to  insert 
"  £79,618."— (Ifr.-fftfmarrf  Coleridge.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  '£79,668  * 
stand  part  of  the  Resolution." 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  East) :  I  have 
rarely  heard  the  privileges  of  the  House 
more  entirely  abused  than  by  the  per- 
sonal attack  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  thought  fit  to  make  upon  a 
scientific  man  of  great  eminence  who  has 
for  ten  or  twelve  years  discharged  his 
duties  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  succes- 
sive Secretaries  of  State.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  based  his  attack 
as  far  as  I  can  gather  on  a  statement  by 
the  inspector  that  he  thinks  a  labora- 
tory of  vivisection  in  this  country  would 
assist  in  scientific  research,  and  there- 
fore be  a  desirable  thing,  and  in  order 
to  give  venom  to  that  charge  he 
referred  to  a  number  of  things  which 
Professor  Erichsen  has  no  more  to  do 
with  than  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
himself.  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
Professor  is  no  more  connected  with  the 
experiments  which  have  been  conducted 
at  Strasbourg  than  is  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  He  has  had  nothing 
to  do  with  those  cruel  and  unjustifiable 
experiments.    The    hon.    and    learned 
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Member  has  suppressed  entirely  the 
fact  that,  under  the  Vmsection  Act, 
the  things  he  mentioned  are  impossible 
in  this  country.  He  did  not  tell  the 
House  that  curare  is  not  allowed  as  an 
ansesthetio  in  this  country,  and  he 
describes  experiments  which  are  abso- 
lutely prohibited  in  this  conntry. 

♦Mr.  B.  COLERIDGE  :  They  are  not. 
Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  Home  Office 
never  gprants  certificates  for  experiments 
on  cats  and  dogs  except  certain  certifi- 
cates of  fitness  are  forthcoming,  and 
the  Act  declares  that  curare  shall  not  be 
an  anaesthetic.  Therefore,  these  experi- 
ments are  illegal  and  may  be  followed 
by  penal  consequences,  and  I  assure  the 
hon.  Member  I  should  not  hesitate  to 
prosecute  any  man  detected  in  carrying 
them  out  in  this  country.  The  hon.  ana 
learned  Member  will  find  that  Dr.  J.  A. 
Mc William  does  not  hold  Certificate  E, 
and  therefore  he  could  not  have  per- 
formed these  experiments  in  this 
country. 

♦Mr.  B.  COLERIDGE:  Dr.  Mo  Wil- 
liam tells  us  himself  that  these  experi- 
ments were  made  in  the  University  of 
Aberdeen. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Yes  the  twelve 
were,  but  the  hon.  Member  himself 
read  from  the  article  accounts  that 
apparently  related  to  many  more  than 
twelve  experiments.  Dr.  Mc  William 
only  went  by  Certificate  C,  which  does 
not  enable  a  man  to  perform  an  experi- 
ment on  a  dog  or  a  cat.  In  England, 
imder  the  Vivisection  Act,  a  man  cannot 
perform  such  an  experiment  without 
having  Certificate  E,  and  if  he  does  so 
he  does  an  illegal  act,  and  undoubtedly 
would  be  prosecuted. 

♦Mr.  B.  COLERIDGE :  I  am  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  pardon  me. 
Any  man  who  holds  a  simple  license  can 
vivisect  a  dog  or  cat  under  an  anaes- 
thetic. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  But  the  licenses 
are  not  g^ven  by  the  Home  Office,  ex- 
cept upon  the  production  of  the  certifi- 
cate required  by  the  Statute.  That  is 
the  invariable  practice.  I  never  g^ve 
Certificate  E.  which  licenses  an  experi- 
ment on  a  dog  or  a  cat,  unless  it  is  accom- 
panied by  Certificate  B,  which  states 
that  insensibility  cannot  be  brought 
about  without  necessarily  frustrating 
the  object  of  experiment.  Therefore  it 
really  seems  to  me  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  charge  is  based  upon 


foundations     that    have    given     way. 
The  hon.   and  learned.  Member  finds 
fault     with     Professor    Erichsen    be- 
cause in  his  Report  he  refers  to  the 
condition  of  the  places  where  the  ex- 
periments are  performed.     I  may    say 
that  of  his  own  motive  Professor  Erichsen 
has    introduced  improvements   in    the 
system.      He  has  advised  me  against 
licensing  private  houses  for   the  per- 
formance of  these  experiments,  and  as 
a  result  of  his  advice  the  places  where 
they  are  now  performed  are  public  insti- 
tutions where  a  certain  publicity  attaches 
to  them,  and  where  persons  are  present 
who  understand  the  subject,  and  can 
see  that  the  thing  is  done  in  accordance 
with  the  law.     This  I  belive  to  be  one 
of  the  greatest  and  most  valuable  checks 
and  safeguards  that  could  be  introduced. 
Of  course,  if  an  experiment  is  performed 
in  a  private  house  or  private  room,  it 
is  liable  to  abuse,  but  in  public  places 
such  as  the  Brown  Institution,   Owen's 
College,  the  University  of  Aberdeen, 
and  so  on,  there  is  always  an  intelli- 
gent and  enlightened  audience  at  hand, 
able  and  ready  to  check  anything  like 
abuse.     It  is  part  of  the   Inspector's 
duty   to   report  on  these  places.     Pro- 
fessor   Ericbsen,      who     is     certainly 
about    as     eminent   a    scientific   man 
as   we  have    in   this  country,    as    far 
as  he   possibly  can  superintends   and 
is     present    at    the    experiments    per- 
formed.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man says  Professor  Erichsen   has  not 
time  to  inspect  enough.     It  is  no  doubt' 
impossible  for  him  to  inspect  all  these 
places,  and  to  view  all  the  experiments, 
and,  therefore,  I  obtained,  this  year,  the 
sanction  of  the  Treasury  to   give  him 
an    assistant    who    shall    be    present 
while    these    experiments    are    being 
performed,  and  judge  whether  the  con- 
ditions   on    which    the    licenses    are 
granted     are    properly     carried    out. 
In  consequence  of  the  curious  reticence 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the 
House  may  not  be  aware  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  are  express,  that  ex- 
periments likely  to  cause  pain  must  be 
performed  under    the    influence  of  an 
anaesthetic,  and  that  when  the  influence 
of    the    anaesthetic    is    exhausted    the 
animal    must  be  killed  to  prevent  its 
suffering  pain.     In  order  to  obtain  ex- 
emption from  these  very  stringent  con- 
ditions, certificates    must    be  obtained 
from    very    eminent    persons     in    the 
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country,  the  President  of  the  Eoyal 
Society,  for  instance,  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  aneesthetics  must  be  used 
and  that  the  animal  must  be  killed  the 
moment  the  effect  of  the  anaethetic  has 
worn  off.  It  is,  of  course,  impossible 
that  these  experiments  in  vivisection 
can  always  be  conducted  without  pain, 
according  to  the  testimony  of  medical 
men.  I  am  not  myself  enamoured  of 
this  system  of  physical  research.  The 
whole  of  my  instincts  are  opposed  to  it. 
But  Parliament  has  sanctioned  it,  and 
what  we  have  to  do  is  to  see  that  the  ex- 
periments are  conducted  in  the  best  way 
possible  upon  the  conditions  prescribed 
Dy  the  Act.  As  far  as  I  have  had  an 
opportunity  of,  observing  Professor 
Ibrichsen's  conduct,  he  does  most  con- 
scientiously and  jealously  endeavour  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  At 
his  instance  many  prosecutions  have 
been  initiated,  and  in  some  cases  we 
have  proceeded  to  great  lengths.  Certain 
experiments  or  operations  were  under- 
taken in  Cheshire  and  in  the  Welsh 
counties  with  a  view  to  discovering  a 
cure  for  foot  and  mouth  disease  or 
pleuro-pneumonia.  I  myself  was  of 
opinion  that  they  ought  not  to  be  re- 
garded as  experiments  that  came  under 
the  Vivisection  Act,  but  Professor 
Erichsen  took  a  more  stringent  view  and 
prosecutions  were  instituted,  I  own  a 
little  to  my  regret,  against  a  gentleman 
who  has  since,  I  believe,  established  a 
means  of  curing  these  dangerous  and 
fatal  diseases  among  cattle  by  what  he 
called  the  experiments  he  conducted,  but 
which  I  regarded  as  an  experimental 
method  of  treatment.  I  believe  Pro- 
fessor Erichsen  is  not  only  a  humane 
man  but  a  man  of  considerable  eminence 
in  his  walk  of  life,  and  that  he  dis- 
charges his  duty  in  a  manner  worthy  of 
the  commendation  and  not  of  the  blame 
of  the  House.  I  trust  the  amendment 
will  be  negatived. 

*Mk.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
diffe  Div.) :  I  regret  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  accede  at  once  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  B.  Ooleridge)  that  the  matter 
should  be  postponed.  We  are  now 
witnessing  ore  of  the  evil  effects  of  the 
new  rule  passed  this  afternoon.  It  cer- 
tainly was  never  was  intended  that  we 
should  be  kept  here  after  one  o'clock 
discussing  a  matter  of  great  interest  to 
a    large   number    of    Members.      The 
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promise  o±  tJae  Board  of  Trade  was 
specifical^  *that  the  rule  would  only  be 
rarely  put  in  force.  I  therefore  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  The 
almost  hysterical  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Matthews)  has 
in  no  way  disposed  of  the  calm  and 
well  reasoned  address  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  The  question  has  come 
suddenly  upon  most  of  us,  and  I  hope 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
consent  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made  and  Question  pro- 
posed ^^  That  the  debate  be  now 
adjourned  ''—{Mr.  E,  J.  Ellis), 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Of  course  I  had  not 
forgotten  the  conversation  which  took 
place  when  the  new  rule  was  discussed, 
this  afternoon,  when  a  feeling  was  ex- 
pressed on  our  own  side  of  the  House 
as  well  as  on  the  opposite  side,  that  no 
great  strain  should  be  put  upon  hon. 
Members  in  consequence  of  the  passing 
of  the  Besolution.  When  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Coleridge)  rose, 
I  did  not  observe  that  any  objection  was 
expressed  in  any  part  of  the  House  ta 
going  on,  and  I  certainly  did  not  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
going  to  raise  the  whole  Question  of 
vivisection.  I  regret  exceedingly  that 
so  lengthy  a  discussion  should  have 
taken  place,  because  it' is  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  have  pro- 
longed sittings  at  this  period  of  the 
Session.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
cannot  resist  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 


SELECTION  (STANDING   COMMIITEE). 

Sir  JOHN  MoWBRAY  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection  :  That 
they  had  discharged  the  following  Mem- 
ber from  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Trade  (including  Agriculture  and  Fish- 
ing;, Shipping,  and  Manufactures,  viz., 
Mr.  Firth;  and  had  appointed  in  suh-- 
stitution,  Mr.  Lawson. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minat«» 
after  One  o'clock. 
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LEASEHOLDS    ENFRANCHISEMENT 
BILL.— (No.  11.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

♦Mk.  H.  W.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancrae, 
W.) :  In  asking  the  House  to  read  this 
Bill  a  second  time,  I  wish  to  point  out 
how  entirely   the   circumstances    have 
changed  since  this  subject  was  last  dis- 
cussed   with    a    view     to    legislation. 
Opinion  outside  and  inside  this  House 
was  then  unformed  ;  facts  and  informa- 
tion of  a  definite  kind  were  wanting; 
and  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Nottingham,  rather  laid  down  the 
lines  on  which  a  measure  might  be  based 
than  provided  the  machinery  necessary 
for  carrying  it  out.     We  do  not  claim 
for  this  Bill  any  perfection  of  drafts- 
manship, but  it  is  so  far  complete  that  if 
it  pass  through  Parliament,  we  believe 
it   would  be  smooth,  just  and  reliable 
in  its   working.     The   principle,  how- 
ever, is  now  exactly  what  it  has  always 
been,  viz.,  the  gprant    to  ur^an  lease- 
holders, with  a  substantial  interest  in 
their  holdings,  of  the  power  to  purchase 
the  fee  simple   on  fair  and  equitable 
terms.     The  case  is  not  only  stronger 
than  it  was  in  1884,  but  it  retts  upon 
erounds  as  rich  and  full  as  any  that  can 
be  made  out    for    legislative    change. 
There  is  first  of  all  the  Supplementary 
Beport     of     the     Boyal     Commission 
on     the    Housing    of    the     Working 
Classes,  quoted    in   the  Memorandum. 
For  more  than  a  year  they  inquired  into 
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the  whole  of  those  conditions  which  sur- 
round the  dwelling  places  of  our  indus- 
trial population.  The  majority,  includ- 
ing all  the  expert  opinion  on  the  Com- 
mission, reported  that — 

'  *  The  system  of  buildiog  on  leasehold  land 
is  a  great  cause  of  the  many  evils  connected 
with  overcrowding,  insanitary  buildings,  and 
excessive  rents.  This  appears  to  be  conclu- 
sively proved  by  the  evidence  of  Lord  William 
Compton,  Mr.  Boodle,  the  agent  of  the  Marquis 
of  Northampton,  Mr.  Vivian  of  Camboume, 
and  by  the  incidental  evidence  of  other  wit- 
nesses. The  evidence  of  the  two  former 
witnesses  contains  a  strong  condemnation  of  the 
whole  system  of  building  on  leasehold  tenure. 
Those  of  your  Majesty *s  Commissioners  whose 
signatures  are  appended  to  this  supplementary 
report  are  of  opinion  that  the  prevailing  system 
of  building  leases  is  conducive  to  bad  building, 
to  deterioration  of  property  towards  the 
close  of  the  lease,  and  to  a  want  of  interest  on 
the  part  of  the  occupier  in  the  house  he  inhabits; 
and  that  lepslation  favourable  to  the  acquisi- 
tion on  equitable  terms  of  the  freehold  interest 
on  the  part  of  the  leaseholder  would  conduce 
greatly  to  the  improvement  of  the  dwellings  of 
the  people  of  this  country.*' 

This  report  was  a  protest,  not  against 
leasehold  generally,  but  that  particular 
form  which  had  come  before  the  Com- 
mission, the  London  system  of  99  years 
and  under.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
opinion  thus  expressed  was  not  justifiable 
or  borne  out  by  the  evidence ;  but  I 
hardly  think  that  those  who  make  the 
assertion  can  have  read  it  with  any  care, 
for  it  teems  with  facts  which  lead  up 
to  the  conclusion  that  I  have  read  out. 
It  should  be  remembered  that,  too, 
the  Chairman  of  that  Commission,  al- 
though he  was  unable  to  sign  any  but 
the  main  report,  has  since  expressed 
his  full  concurrence  with  this  view.  In 
1884  there  was  also  obtained  a  series  of 
reports,  numbering  to  22  in  all,  from 
our  representatives  abroad,  as  to  the 
tenure  of  dwelling  houses  in  the  different 
countries  of  Europe.     I  am  not  going 
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through  that  long  list,  but  without  ex- 
ception everywhere  freehold  is  the 
prevailing  tenure,  and  houses  are  hardly 
ever  built  on  any  other  terms  than  out 
and  out  ownership  of  the  land.  This 
system,  as  tried  by  experience,  seems 
to  give  general  satisfaction,  and  no 
difficulty  has  been  found  in.  preserving 
the  features  of  a  town  by  the  legal  en- 
forcement of  salutary  covenants. 

"For  instance,"  says  Sir  John  Walsham, 
writing  in  respect  to  France,  "  if  a  Frenchman 
shall  have  covenanted  or  agreed  to  use  a  house 
as  a  private  dwelling  house  only,  and  shall 
subsequently  turn  it  into  a  shop,  the  Tribunals 
would,  on  application  from  one  or  more  of  the 
neighbours,  at  once  summarily  order  the  shop 
to  be  closed,  and  damage  to  be  paid  in  case  any 
detriment  had  been  caused  through  the  in- 
fringement of  the  covenant.*' 

Not  only  abroad,  however,  is  the  London 
system    of    terminable  leasehold   con- 
demned by  its  absence.     It  is  exactly  the 
same  thing  in  this  country.    Nothing  has 
been  more  clearly  proved  by  the  long 
inquiry  of  the  Town    Holdings  Com- 
mittee than  that  the   system  of   short 
leasehold  is  limited  in  its  operation  to 
comparatively  few   towns  and   certain 
districts     outside    the    Metropolis,    on 
account  of  the  general  refusal  in  nearly 
all  parts  of  the  country  but  London,  to 
build  houses  on  any  other  system  than 
the  freehold  or  its  equivalent,  the  per- 
petual,  or  long  leasehold.     Liverpool, 
Manchester,  Bristol,  Leeds,  and  New- 
castle will  have  none  of  it.     The  Com- 
munities of  most  of  the  industrial  centres 
of  population   have  rejected  the  short 
terminable,   in  spite    of  the    repeated 
efforts  of  the  owners  and  trustees  of 
settled  estates  and  corporate   property 
to  thrust  it  down  their  throats.     Of  the 
population  of  England  and  Wales  out- 
side the  Metropolis  something  like  60 
per  cent  live  in  exclusively  freehold  or 
perpetual    leasehold     towns,    and    the 
same   proportion    of   their  houses   are 
built  upon   those   tenures,  and    9   per 
cent  live  in  towns  mainly  freehold  with 
a  similar  proportion   of  houses.     Only 
1 1    Parliamentary  Boroughs,    most    of 
them  in   Wales,  and  19  towns  with  a 
population  of  from  20,000  to  7,000,  live 
outside    London     under    the    London 
system.     In   Scotland,   as    a    Glasgow 
lawyer  says,  in  the  returns  forwarded 
to  us,    '*  the   building  lease  is   almost 
unknown.''     Instead  of  it  the  land  is 
taken    upon  feu,    which  is,    ''for    all 
practical  purposes,  a  perpetual  lease." 

Mr,  H,  W,  Lai 


The  Society  of  Solicitors  in  Scotland  say 
that  where  a  feu  has  been  made   im- 
possible by  entail,  several  large  towns- 
have  been  built  upon  99  years*  leases. 
Huddersfield  is  a  good  example  of  the 
failure  of  the  owner  of  a  settled  estate  ta 
force  short  leasehold  upon  a  community 
when  the  necessities  of  space  were  less- 
pressing  than  in  the  Metropolis.     The- 
power  of  leasing  land  there  was  limited 
at  first  to  21  years,  but  this  restriction  wa» 
in  practice  evaded,  and  so  powers  for  the^ 
term  of  90  years  were  obtained  by  Act 
of    Parliament.     This,    however,    was- 
found    to   be   insufficient,    and   on    the- 
ground  that  other  owners  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood   were    leasing  land   for   99^ 
years,   and  that  the   Bamsden    Estate- 
was  prejudiced  in  value  by  not  bein^ 
in  the  same  position  as  ''  the  progress- 
of  buildings  and  improvements"  mightr 
be  diverted,  the  leasing  power  for  99^ 
years  was  at  last  obtained  and  has  be- 
come the  universal  tenure.     So  it  has- 
been    elsewhere,    and    in    many  cases- 
the    Ecclesiastical   Commissioners,   the 
greatest  of  the  London  landlords,  have- 
pursued    the    same    policy,   and    have- 
had  either  to  enfranchise  as  at  Yoi^,  or 
to  grant   '^  three  nines "    as  at  Man- 
chester.    In  these  parts  of  the  country 
there  has  been   the  free   and  healthy 
competition   of  rival  systems  and  the- 
worst  has  been  driven  to  the  wall.     For 
this    purpose    settlements    have    been 
waived  and  Acts  of  Parliament  modi- 
fied.    In  the  Metropolis  there  has  been 
nothing  in  the  nature  of  free  choice. 
As  Mr.  Castle,  the  land  agent  of  th» 
Oxford  Colleges,  said  in  evidence  before^ 
the  Town  Holdings  Committee : — 

^'  The  people  make  the  heat  of  the  circum- 
stances, and  put  up  with  the  monopoly  wliezi< 
they  cannot  do  better.'* 

When  our  Metropolitan  population  got 
too  big  for  the   City  of  London,  and 
required    housing     outside,    the    land, 
available  was  fettered  by  every  sort  or 
legal  disability  by  charters,  restraining 
statutes,    and  family  settlements,    and 
much   of   it    was  incapable    of    being- 
leased    for   a  longer   time   than   forty 
years.  *  *  There  was  outside  old  London/'* 
says    Mr.    Harrison,    '^  the   Bishop    of 
London,  the  manor  of  Stepney  at  one^ 
end,  and  his  manor  of  Paddington  and 
Westbourne  at  the  other  end,  and  an 
intermediate  mass  of  prebendal  manors 
attached  to  the   different  prebends  of 
St.  Paul,  and  generally  from  fiiiitiknejr 
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on  the  one  side,  to  Paddington  on  the 
other."  There  was  a  belt  of  land  round 
London,  which  was  occupied  by  settled 
estate  owners,  and  their  gpreat  Ohurch 
holdings.  The  limitations  and  disabilities 
of  Church  property  were  made  general  by 
some  300  or  400  private  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  voluntary  settlement.  This 
legislation  was  obtained  without  any 
reference  to  public  policy  by  the 
owners  of  settled  estates.  Our  London 
system  of  leasehold  is  statute  made,  and 
it  has  been  maintained  from  the  first  by 
private  Acts  framed  on  the  lines  of 
ecclesiastical  custom  and  family  settle- 
ment for  the  benefit  of  the  owners  of  the 
soil.  I  doubt  its  advantage  even  to 
them  in  the  long  run,  but  the  great 
point  harped  upon  by  their  agents 
Defore  the  Committee  has  been  that 
their  property  has  been  kept  together 
and  they  have  thus  evaded  the  law  of 
the  Thelusson  case  against  accumula- 
tions. To-  day  others  are  imitatin g  their 
example,  and  all  over  London  there  are 
persons  ready  to  buy  freehold  ground 
rents  of  contiguous  houses  in  order  that 
they,  too,  may  build  up  their  pile  of  real 
property  which  may  in  time  bring  in 
a  rich  harvest  to  them.  What  is  the 
other  side  to  this  picture  of  isolated  and 
exceptional  riches?  The  other  side 
shows  you  the  evils  of  ill-housing,  over- 
renting, and  over-crowding  inflicted 
upon  the  greatest  town  population  in 
the  world  as  upon  others  living  under 
the  same  or  similar  conditions.  Short 
leasehold  has  led  to  bad  building, 
because  the  house  instead  of  being 
made  as  solid  and  substantial  as  the 
owner's  means  will  allow  is  built  to  last 
the  term  of  the  lease  and  no  longer. 
The  average  lease  for  building  or  re- 
building is  gradually  diminishing  in 
in  length  until  the  99  years'  term  has 
generidly  shrunk  to  80,  70,  60,  and,  in 
some  cases  I  know  of,  even  42  years' 
duration.  A  competent  witness  gave 
the  Town  Holdings  Committee  his 
opinion  that  ''old  freehold  houses  are 
as  a  rule  very  much  better  built  than 
old  leasehold  houses."  Mr.  Stockhall, 
the  representative  witness  of  the 
Friendly  Societies,  said : 

*'  The  usual  practice  is  for  an  estate  to  be 
laid  out  for  building,  and  then  the  speculative 
builder  runs  up  a  certain  number  of  houses 
which  he  immediately  endeavours  to  sell  to 
those  who  wish  to  occupy  them.  His  object  is 
to  get  rid  of  his  property  as  quickly  as  possible. 
He  Uien  loses  aU  responsibility  with  regard 


to  it ;  but  if  the  builder  had  the  hope  that  he 
could  purchase  the  freehold  at  some  future 
time,  I  take  it  that  he  would  put  up  a  very 
different  class  of  house,  since  he  would  be  sac- 
rificing his  own  future  interests  if  he  built 
them  as  they  are  now  jerry  built." 

An  intelligent  artizan  who  spoke  in  th^ 
same  sense,  comparing  building  on  free- 
hold and  short  leasehold,  said  that  '*one 
is  built,  the  other  is  only  a  pretence  at 
building."  Rather  than  to  any  par- 
ticular evidence,  I  appeal  to  the  general 
knowledge  that  in  Scotland  and  the 
North  of  England,  the  houses  for  the 
occupation  of  the  trading  and  working 
classes  are  sounder  and  better  than 
those  lath-and-plaster  fabrics  run  up 
in  rows  by  what  we  call  in  London 
the  **  jerry  builder,"  what  they  call 
in  Lancashire  the  "brick-on-edge  man," 
when  it  is  said  that  if  you  drive  a  nail 
into  the  wall  of  one  house  it  causes  the 
whole  terrace  to  vibrate  with  anguish. 
That  some  supervision  of  buildings  is 
necessary  none  will  dispute,  but  the 
supervision  of  the  ground  landlord  in 
the  outer  districts  and  skirts  of  the  Me- 
tropolis, when  translated  in  action,  has 
amounted  to  no  more  than  the  endeavour 
to  get  his  land  covered  as  quickly  as 
possible  at  the  highest  ground  rent  ob- 
tainable in  the  market.  As  for  the 
speculative  builders,  if  a  few  have  pros- 
pered on  a  large  scale  of  operations,  the 
failure  of  the  many  has  convinced  them 
that  when  short  leasehold  is  general  they 
labour  under  a  weight  which  puts  them 
at  a  great  disadvantage  as  compared 
with  their  fellows  in  such  a  town  as 
Leeds.  Their's  is  a  risky  and  unsatisfac- 
tory business.  All  of  them  who  gave 
evidence  before  that  Committee  were  in 
favour  of  enfranchisement,  for  I  firmly 
believe  that  they  would  sooner  work 
soundly  and  honestly  to  house  the  popu- 
lation if  they  had  the  chance,  and  that 
this  short  leasehold  system  is  mainly  re- 
sponsible for  the  jerry  builders'  existence. 
As  it  is  with  construction  in  the  first 
place,  so  it  is  afterwards  with  mainten- 
ance and  repair.  After  a  few  years  of  a 
short  lease  has  run  out  the  market  value 
becomes  quickly,  if  not  beautifully 
less,  and  the  lessee  refuses  to 
carry  out  any  improvements  or  to  make 
any  additions  that  are  not  rendered  ab- 
solutely necessary  by  the  conditions  of 
his  life.  He  will  often  put  aaide  com- 
fort and  convenience,  because  ho  knows 
that  part  of  the  value  he  thus  creates 
remains  unexhausted  at  the  end  of  hia 
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Welsh  people  with  the  leasehold  system 
are  growing  day  by  day.     It  is  not  only 
the  case  with  shops  and  houses.     It  is 
the  same  with  chapels.  Finesare  charged 
and  rents  are  raised  on  the  renewal  of 
leases  for  the  sites  of  places  of  religious 
worship.     The  Mayor  of  Sheffield  gave 
an   example  from  the  Norfolk  estate, 
where  within  10  years  of  the  expiring  of 
a    lease,  in    order    to    obtain   a  short 
renewal,    the    lessees    of  a    Wesley  an 
Chapel,  in  a  district  where  it  was  much 
needed,  had  to  surrender  the  rest  of  the 
term  and  pay  a  rent  of  £100,  instead  of 
£8    16s.     In  one  instance,  in   London, 
£1,000  was  charged  as  a  fine  and  the 
rent  raised.     Thus,  in  all  these  cases  the 
occupiers,     whatever     their    necessity, 
must  accept  the  terms  offered  them  or 
sacrifice  the  results  of  their  expenditure 
of  capital  and  labour,   which  may  be 
sold  over  their  heads.  Short  leases  have 
taxed  the    goodwill    and    expenditure 
of    traders    of     every    kind     for     the 
benefit      of      the      ground      landlord. 
They   have  led    to  bad   and    unsound 
building ;  they  have  imposed  vexatious 
and  harassingcovenants  on  lessees,  which 
have  checked   beneficial  improvements 
and  made  them  pay  exorbitant  fees  and 
costs  at  every  turn.     They  have  brought 
property  in  an  unsanitary  and  dilapi- 
dated  condition  and  have  fettered  the 
hands    of   the    local     authority.      By 
separating    ownership    and    occupancy 
they  have  called  into  being  a  number  of 
intermediate  interests  of  middlemen  and 
ultimately  of  house  jobbers,  and  inflated 
the    rack  rents    both    of    lessees    and 
occupiers.     They    have  hampered    the 
excellent     work     of    co-operation,     of 
friendly  and  of  building  societies,  which 
have  done  so  much  to  raise  the  standard 
and  increase  the  means  of  living  of  the 
poorer  classes.     More  important   than 
any  one  side  of  the    question  is  the 
general  effect  of  leasehold  tenure  upon 
the  condition  and  characterof  our  urban 
population.     I  believe  it  to  have  been 
most  hostile  to  the  spirit  of  thrift  and 
self  help  among  those  classes  that  most 
need  its  development,  and  fatal  to  the 
civic  character  of  those  whom  we  wish 
to  interest  and  occupy  in   the  public 
affairs  of  their    own    locality.     **  The 
present  system,**  said  one  witness — 

"is  distinctly  demoralizing  to  the  workman. 
It  makes  him  ready  to  go  if  he  once  begins 
shifting  about.  They  ought  to  have  an  induce- 
ment to  settle  in  one  locality." 

Mr.  jff.  W,  Lawson 


The  condemnation  of  leasehold  tenure 
has  been   pronounced  most    effectively 
by  two  of  the    agents    of    the    great 
London    properties.     **  Wherever    you 
have  the  poor,"  s^id  Mr.  Bourne,  agent 
to    the  Duke    of    Bedford,   **you  jget 
decadence,  rottenness,  and  decay."  ''  The 
working  man,"  said  Mr.   Hunt,  agent 
to  Lord  Portman,  '^  occupies  a  tenement 
for  an  average  term    of   ten   weeks.*' 
They  contemplate    under  the    present 
system  an  ideal  state  for  ever,  continued 
in  which,  the  working  men  are  to  live  for 
an  endless  series  of  ten-week  terms  in 
a  bottomless  sink  of  *^  decadence,  rotten- 
ness,  and  decay."     The    evidence   we 
have    heard    clearly    proves    that    the 
greater    the    security    of    tenure,    the 
greater   has    been   the    desire   of  the 
working  class  to   become   possessed  of 
their  own  dwellings,  and  when  possessed 
of  them,  to  keep  them  in  good  repair. 
The  opportunity  of  purchasing  the  free- 
hold of  their  houses  at  a  fair  price  is 
more    likely    to    lead    to    providence 
than  anv  other  chance   of  investment. 
They    not   only   save    for    themselves, 
but    they    create    a    property    around 
which  to  accumulate  their  recollections 
and   affections  to  leave  to   their  chil- 
dren   who    are    to    come    after    them. 
The  man    thus  bound    by    the    sense 
of     property     and     responsibility     is 
surely    likely    to    show    more    public 
virtue  and   energy   than    the    weekly 
tenant  or  the  short  leaseholder,  whose 
civic    aspirations    are    limited    to    the 
term  of  their  occupation.    I  have  tried, 
I  fear   at   too    great  length,  to   show 
cause   and    reason  for    this   Bill.    Its 
proposals  and  provisions  are  plain  and 
straightforward.     All  lessees  of  houses, 
shops,    chapels,    or    other    buildings, 
having  a  term  of  twenty  years  unex- 
pired may  acquire  the  reversion  of  their 
property    by    purchase.      The    figure 
twenty  has  no  magical  potency,,  but  it 
represents  a  permanent  and  substantial 
interest  in  the  holding.    As  a  matter  of 
fact  the  notices  and  forms  are  prescribed, 
and  it  is  our  hope  that  most  transac- 
tions  arising   under  this  Bill  will  be 
settled   out    of    court    by    agreement. 
Where  this  cannot  be  done  the  reference 
is  in  England  to  the  County  Court,  as 
being  an  accessible  and  cheap  ttibunal 
for  the  purpose,  and  in  other  parts  of 
the     kingdom    to    courtH    holding    an 
analogous   position    to   County  Courts. 
The    purchase    money    is    assessed  at 
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"what  in  the  opinion  of  the  court  is  the 
▼alue  of  the  present  interests  plus  the 
reversions.      It   has  been    urged    that 
the  cost    of    investigating    and  prove- 
ing   title    would    in     many    cases    be 
prohibitive    to    men    of    small    means 
wishing  to  take  advantage  of  the  pro- 
posed power  of  enfranchisement.    How- 
ever this  objection  might  have  applied 
to  former  Bills,  it  does  not  apply  here, 
for  by  Clauses  13  and  21  this  is  regu- 
lated by  Section  2  of  the  Vendor  and 
Purchaser  Act,  1874,  according  to  which 
actual  receipt  of  the  rent  for  12  years  is 
-deemed  sufficient,   and  held  to  be  evi- 
dence of  title  for  purposes  of  conveyance, 
-and  the  difficulties  which  have  arisen 
under  the  Settled  Land  Act  are  avoided 
by  providing  that  only  one  set  of  costs 
■are  to  be  paid  by  the  lessee,  on  a  fixed 
«cale  of  30s.  per  £100  when  the  pur- 
chase money  does  not  exceed  £1,000. 
More  important  still  is  the  provision  of 
Clause  14  with  regard  to  the  observance 
of    restrictive    covenants,    which    does 
away  with   what  has  been  called  the 
Belgrave  Square  argument.     A  distinc- 
tion is  drawn    between    salutarv  and 
necessary  covenants  on   the  one  hand 
and  frivolous  and  vexatious  covenants 
on  the  other.     Those  that  are  included 
in  the  former  class  will  attach  to  the 
freehold  just   as  effectually  as   to   the 
leasehold,  and  will  be  enforceable  either 
by  the  vendor  or  by  the  local  authority. 
In  addition  to  this  the  local  authority 
is  given  the  general  power  of  restraining 
^he  purchaser  from  doing  or  omitting  to 
-do   any  act  that    would    prejudicially 
affect  adjoining  owners.     Many  fears 
have  been  expressed  that  it  will  be  im- 
possible to  preserve  the  amenities  of 
property  without  the  supervision  of  the 
ground  landlord.  The  example  of  South- 
port  shows  that  under  leasehold  restric- 
tions covenants  are  used  as  an  instrument 
for  increasing  rent  rather  than  for  the 
protection  of  the  neighbourhood.      On 
^wo  estates  there  it  was  proved  that  a 
<K)nsiderable  sum  had  been  exacted  by 
way  of  fines  for  raising  covenants,  and 
the  Town  Clerk  said  : — 

*'  When  covenants  are  dispensed  with,  in 
nearly  every  case  an  increased  g^und  rent  is 
demanded,  and  very  heavy  costs  are  imposed 
upon  the  lessees,  which  they  regard  as  a  most 
serious  tax  upon  their  industries." 

I  believe  that  the  local  authority 
would  act  in  a  very  different  manner 
towards   the   community  it  niles  and 


represents,     guided     by    the      expert 
opinion    of    its   surveyors.     As  to  the 
legal  validity  of    the    course  we   pro- 
pose,   restrictive  covenants  have  been 
and  are  being  attached  to  land  by  many 
private  Acts  governing  the  disposition 
of  estates,  and,  at  the  present  moment, 
our  plan  has  been  already  treated  with 
the    most    satisfactory  results    in    the 
working  of  a  scheme  of  enfranchisement 
that  is  being  carried  out  at  Torquay. 
I  hope  these  provisions  will  relieve  the 
minds  of  those  who  believe  that  in  the 
case  of   enfranchised    households    the 
qualified  independence  of   the   house- 
holder   would    have     a    worse    result 
that    the    freehold    system    has     pro- 
duced in  the  great  centre  of  industry 
and  population.     A  new  and  important 
point  in  this  Bill  is  that  by  agreement 
between  the  reversioner  and  the  lessee, 
a  perpetual  or  terminable  rent  charge 
may  be  substituted  for  a  capital  pay- 
ment.    Leases  for  lives  are  only  treated 
differently  in  so  far  as  all  limitation  time 
is  absent.     What  has  been  called  the 
*^  flesh  and  blood  lottery  in  human  lives '' 
is  now  so  generally  condemned  that  it 
needs  no  treatment  at  my  hands.     The 
hardship  inflicted  where  the  population 
is  migratory  and  the  trade  fluctuating  by 
the  expense  and  difficulty  of  insurance 
against  the  reversion  of  the    property 
into  the  hands  of  the  ground  landlord  is 
well   known.     In    G-reat    Malvern  the 
existence  of  the  lives  have  to  be  proved 
by  bringing  the  persons  to  the  landlord's 
house,    and   those    who   have  left  the 
neighbourhood   have  to  be  advertised 
for.     As  to  the  constant  injustice  of  the 
system,  I  have  only  to  quote  one  case  at 
Devonport.     The  father  and  mot  her  of 
children  died  within  twelve  months  of 
each   other,  leaving  four  orphans  un- 
provided for  except  by  the  provision  of 
a  house  held  on  lives.     Within  the  next 
year  the  two  persons  died  whose  lives 
were  nominatea  in  the  house,   and  not 
only  did  the  house  fall  in  hand,  but  two 
heriots  with  the  conventionary  rent  were 
demanded  which  was  equal  to  five  times 
the  annual  ground  rent  in  one  year.    In 
some  places  the  landlords  have  ceased  to 
grant  these  leases,    but  in  others  the 
system  is  still  continued.     It  is  clear 
that  a  tenure  which  is  universally  con- 
demned ought,  as  soon  as  possible,  to  be 
put  an  end  to,  and  that  is  the  reason  that 
it  is  exceptionally  treated  in  this  Bill. 
This  is  a  sKetch  of  the  Bill.     One  great 


911 


Leaseholds 


{COMMONS}         JSnfranchisement  Bill.         912 


the  Peabody  dwellings^  the  Trustees 
have  passed  a  rule  which  enables  a 
working  man  living  in  a  Peabody  build- 
ing in  one  part  of  London  to  break  his 
occupation  in  that  particular  dwelling  in 
the  middle  of  a  week  and  remove  to  a 
similar  dwelling  in  another  part  of 
London  and  finish  his  week  without 
loss  of  rent.  But  suppose  that  the 
cases  of  Leeds  and  London  are  on  all 
fours,  which  clearly  they  are  not,  what 
was  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Fatkin,  the 
manager  of  the  Leeds  Building  Society  ? 
He  stated : — 

"We  have  plenty  of  land  speculators  in 
Leeds  who  have  built  and  do  build  scores  of 
houses  on  freehold  land." 

That  is  to  say,  that  he  himself  shows 
that  leasehold  enfranchisement  would 
not  put  a  stop  to  the  middle  man  rack- 
renting  a  class  poorer  than  himself. 
Mr.  Fatkin  says  further  : — 

"Many  members  of  the  Leeds  Building 
Society  own  as  many  as  four  or  five  houses 
besides  their  own  houses  which  they  occupy." 

What  does  this  show  ?  I  do  not  con- 
demn the  inembers  of  the  Society  who 
own  these  houses;  I  hate  the  practice 
of  looking  on  men  of  property  with 
suspicion  and  distrust.  But  Mr.  Fatkin 
himself  in  his  own  statement  has  shown 
that  members  of  the  Society,  not  only 
own  the  houses  in  which  they  live  but 
other  house  property,  which  no  doubt 
they  can  let  to  a  poorer  class  at  rents 
equal  to  those  fixed  by  the  great  land- 
lords. And  now  I  come  to  the  question, 
''Will  leasehold  enfranchisement  benefit 
the  traders.'^  It  has  been  asserted  by 
advocates  of  leasehold  enfranchisement 
that  the  great  body  of  London  shop- 
keepers desire  this  Bill.  Well,  I  can 
find  no  justification  for  that  statement  in 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Committee. 
Mr.  Martin  of  the  firm  of  Thurgood 
and  Martin  gave  three  instances  of 
people  in  a  manufacturing  business 
convertiug  their  freehold  into  leasehold, 
and  Mr.  Vigers,  a  man  of  considerable 
experieuce,  gave  us  some  very  dramatic 
evidence  with  regard  to  Holborn 
Viaduct.  The  shops  there  were  at  one 
time  all  freehold,  the  people  who  put 
up  the  buildings  bought  the  land,  but 
every  single  one  of  these  shops  on 
Holborn  Viaduct  originally  freehold  has 
been  since  converted  into  leasehold,  and 
the  Crown  has  bought  the  ground  rents. 
The  fact  is  aud  it  does  not  require  a 
great  deal  of  obstruse  erudition  to  dis- 

Vtscount  Lymingion 


cover  it,  that  traders  cannot  afford  to 
lock  up  their  money  in  freeholds.     A 
trader  does  not  want  to  lock  up  his  capital 
at  4  per  cent,  he  wants  to  have  it    free 
and  to  put  as  much  of  it  as  possible- 
into  his  business;  that  is  an  explanation 
full,    complete     and    satisfactory    and 
based  on  common   sense  of  why  shop' 
keepers  do   not   desire  to    own    their 
shops.     But  much  stress  has  been  laid 
on  another  point,  and  it  has  been  urged 
again  with  practically  no  tittle   of  evi- 
dcDce  that  the  landlord  is  in  the  habit 
on  the  expiration  of  the  lease  of  raising 
the  rent  on  the  basis  of  the  goodwill 
value  above  that  of  similar  property  in 
the  neighbourhood,  and  that  the  said 
landlord  is  able  to  enforce  that  rise  in 
the  rent  by  the  loss  which  the  trader 
would  suffer  if  he  ventured  to  remove 
his  business.     The  hon.    Member  has 
given  us  no  instance  in  facts  and  figures 
where  this  has  occurred. 

*Mr.  LAWSON  :  Yes,  the  evidence 
as  to  the  case  of  the  Co-operative  Stores 
at  Woolwich. 

*VisoouNT    LYMINGTON:    That  is^ 
the  only  case  the  hon.  Member  can  give, 
and  to  justify  this  Bill  it  is  necessary 
to  prove,  not  an  isolated  case,  but    a 
general  practice.     I  do  not  say  there 
might   not  be  such   cases.    However, 
I   am  now  dealing  with  the  question 
of  goodwill,  and  the  first  we  have  Uy 
consider      is     the    goodwill     due    ta 
the  position  of  the  shop  or  is  it  due  to 
the  ability  and  efforts  of  the  particular 
shopkeeper  ?    If  the  goodwill  is  due  to- 
the  position    and  the    neighbourhood, 
then  it  is  the  foresight  of  the  landlord 
in  putting  the  shop  there  that  has  created 
the  goodwill  not  the  shopkeeper.     If 
the    shopkeeper    has    developed      the^ 
business,   not    through   his    own  fore- 
sight, but  owing  to  the  development  of 
the  neighbourhood,  I  say  distinctly  it  ia 
the  foresight  of  the  landlord  that  has 
made   the    shop,   and  the  shopkeeper 
derives  during  the  term  of  his  lease  the^ 
whole  of  the  unearned  increment.     But 
if  the  goodwill   has   been  due   to   the 
ability  of   the    shopkeeper,   I    do  not 
believe  it  is  taking  a  likely  view  of  the 
interest  of  the  landlord  to  say  he  will 
impose  unfair  terms  upon  his  tenant. 
I  do  not  say  but  that  possibly  one  or  two 
eases  might  be  trumped  up,  but  are  there 
any  number  of  cases  to  establish  this  as 
a  hardship  ?    It  is  not  the  interest  of 
the  landlord  to  deal  unfairly  with  hia 
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tenant  the  shopkeeper  for  this  reason  ; 
'first,  the  co-operative  stores  and  general 
purposes  shops  have  offered  to  owners 
of  shop  property  as  well  as  shopkeepers 
in  London  very  severe  competition ; 
4tnd  in  the  second  place  there  are 
few  properties  that  are  so  large  that 
a  shopkeeper  cannot  move  from  one 
«hop  to  another  without  leaving  the 
clistrict.  But  let  us  take  the  firm  un- 
answerable ground  that  is  afforded  in 
Mr.  Charles  Harrison's  evidence.  This 
gentleman  sent  a  series  of  questions  to 
solicitors  in  every  town  of  any  size  in 
England  and  Wales,  for  the  purpose  of 
eliciting  evidence  to  show  that  rent  is 
raised  on  goodwill.  The  result  of  this 
inquiry  was  that  in  110  towns  rent  is 
not  raised  on  goodwill.  There  are  14 
towns  in  which  rent  was  raised  on 
goodwill,  and  of  these  14  towns 
«even  are  freehold;  Jthree,  including 
Southampton,  999  years'  towns;  and 
four  only  including  Swansea,  and 
Devonport,  and,  I  presume,  these  are 
the  exceptions  which  are  urged  in  sup- 
port of  this  extraordinary  Bill — four 
only,  including  Swansea  and  Devonport, 
are  leasehold.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
leasehold  enfranchisement  can  and 
would  offer  no  protection  to  the  shop- 
keeper in  regard  to  goodwill ;  to  do 
that  you  would  not  require  leasehold 
onfranchisement  but  tenant  enfranchise- 
ment. The  mass  of  shopkeepers  are 
not  tenants  who  hold  under-leases  having 
20  years  unexpired,  they  are  shop- 
keepers holding  under  occupation  leases 
from  middlemen,  and  these  are  leases 
the  hon.  Member  cannot  and  does 
not  propose  to  touch  under  this  Bill.  It 
is  really  absurd  to  suppose  that  shop- 
keepers, twenty  years  before  the  expira- 
tion of  the  lease,  would  become  anxious 
to  preserve  the  goodwill,  which,  at  the 
•expiration  of  that  period,  might  be 
worth  nothing ;  it  is  ridiculous.  I  can 
use  no  other  term.  And  now  I  come  to 
the  question  of  ground  rents.  The  in- 
vestors in  ground  rents  are  a  very  large 
«nd  very  meritorious  class,  they  are  a 
class  of  investors  satisfied  with  a  small 
interest  in  return  for  large  reversions. 
As  to  the  number  and  extent  of  the 
persons  who  invest  in  ground  rents,  I 
may  mention  that  during  the  years  1884 
and  1 885,  despite  a  time  of  depression, 
ground  rents  to  the  value  of  £900.000 
were  sold  at  the  Mart.  Now  leasehold 
^enfranchisement  would  destroy  these  in- 


vestments, made,  not  only  by  trustees  of 
large  estates,  but  by  small  investors 
and  small  shopkeepers.  This  Bill 
proposes  to  establish  a  sort  of  roving 
commission,  to  allow  the  lessee  to  buy 
out  his  ground  rent  at  any  time,  when- 
ever he  likes,  and  the  injustice  of  this 
is  obvious,  for  he  would  buy 
out  at  a  time  when  money  is 
cheapest,  and  you  would  have  to 
re-invest  at  a  dead  loss.  Secondly, 
the  investor  not  only  loses  all  the 
future  increase  in  the  value  of  his  in- 
vestment, not  only  loses  the  value  of 
his  reversion,  but  absolutely  has  no 
market  for  his  security  except  the  lessee, 
for  who  will  invest  in  ground  rents  if 
he  is  liable  to  be  bought  out  at  any 
time?  Practically  the  only  market  is 
the  man  who  owns  the  house.  There  is 
another  point  that  has  not  been  con- 
sidered in  this  very  crude  Bill,  and  that 
is  the  question  of  severance.  If  a  house 
bears  a  separate  apportionment,  and  in  a 
great  many  cases  it  is  an  assessment  of 
the  block  of  buildings,  not  of  each 
house,  then  the  owner  of  the  ground 
rent  has  to  be  paid  off  in  driblets.  You 
cannot  compel  a  mortgagee  to  have 
say  £5,000  paid  off  in  driblets  of  £1,000 
or  £500  at  a  time.  If  the  house  does 
not  bear  a  separate  appointment  you 
deprive  the  owner  of  the  ground  rents 
of  that  special  commercial  value  which 
arises  from  their  being  held  in  blocks. 
It  is  obvious  why  these  are  more  valu- 
able. In  the  first  place  they  are  easier 
of  collection,  and  secondly,  when  the 
property  is  under  a  single  landowner  it 
has  been  proved  by  evidence  that  such 
land  owner  is  anxious  to  give  to  the 
lessee  the  beneficial  interest  in  his  lease, 
so  as  to  prevent  the  possibility  o  f  the  house 
being  thrown  on  his  hands  in  case  of 
bankruptcy.  For  these  reasons  ground 
rents  held  on  blocks  are  more  valu* 
able.  The  supporters  of  the  Bill 
say  they  purpose  to  compensate 
owners  of  groimd  rents  for  their  re« 
versionary  interest.  It  is  exceed- 
ingly difficult  to  arrive  at  the  value 
of  reversions.  It  is  easy  enough 
to  work  out  a  rule  of  the  theory  on 
paper,  but  experience  has  shown  that 
it  is  excessively  difficult  to  get  at  the 
actual  value  of  reversionary  interests, 
especially  where  the  reversions  are 
distant.  I  may  remind  the  House  of 
a  matter  that  occurred  in  1857.  At 
that   time  a    Bill    was    introduced  to 
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enable  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to 
sell  the  reversion  of  some  property  at 
Finsbury,  and  this  is  alluded  to  by  Mr. 
Matthews  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Town  Holdings'  Committee.  An  able 
body  of  surveyors  estimated  the  rever- 
sionary value  at  £12,000  a  year.  The 
Bill  was  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  the  House  of 
Lords — ^it  is  one  of  the  many  grounds 
on  which  gratitude  is  due  to  them  from 
the  community — threw  out  the  Bill. 
And  how  were  they  justified?  The 
leases  were  allowed  to  expire,  and  the 
value  of  the  reversion  which  had  been 
valued  at  £12,000  turned  out  to  be 
£36,000  a  year.  The  difference  of 
£24,0(0  would  in  no  way  have  gone 
to  the  advantage  of  the  community,  it 
would  simply  have  gone  into  the 
pockets  of  the  individual  lessees.  On 
this  point,  the  extreme  difficulty  of 
assessing  the  value  of  distant  reversions, 
I  will  not  dwell  further,  but  I  may  give 
hon.  Members  a  reference  that  may  be 
useful  if  they  should  wish  to  follow 
the  point  further  in  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Smith,  May  10,  1868.  before 
the  Lords'  Committee  on  the  ^*  Means 
of  Divine  Worship  in  Populous 
Districts,"  and  of  the  Report  thereon 
contained  in  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  signed 
by  Lords  Eversley  and  Chichester. 
Now  I  come  to  another  point  at  issue — 
the  observance  of  restrictive  covenants, 
as  to  which  there  is  some  scheme  in  this 
Bill.  In  the  first  place  Mr.  Boodle  and 
other  experts  say  that  they  do  not  know 
any  instance  where  the  local  authority 
has  power  to  enforce  or  has  ever  enforced 
any  of  these  covenants  of  amenity,  and 
that  the  neighbours  would  be  in  a  worse 
position  if  they  had  to  move  the  local 
authority  than  if  they  had  to  go  in  the 
usual  way  to  the  landlord  or  his  agent. 
This  will  be  found  in  the  reply  to  the 
questions  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
Der  for  Somerset  (Mr.  Elton)  6729  and 
30.  Well,  then,  when  we  are  told  that 
the  local  Authorities  are  to  enforce  these 
restrictions,  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that 
the  landlord  would  have  so  little  interest 
in  the  property  if  this  became  law  that 
it  is  childish  to  imagine  that  he  would 
go  to  the  expense  of  enforcing  covenants 
of  amenity,  and  we  must  look  for  the 
enforcement  of  these  amenities  to  the 
enlightenment  of  London  Vestries. 
That  I  think  will  be  leaning  on  a  very 
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weak  reed  indeed.     I  was  reading  only 
a  few  days  ago  an  able  book  edited  by 
Mr.  Charles  Booth  on  the  East  End  of 
London,  and  this  is  what  is  there  given 
as  the  result  of  very  careful  observation. 
Speaking  of  the  very  worst  street  that 
came   under  notice  **of  property  very 
old  and  with  inhabitants  devoid  of  aU 
ideas  of  decency,"  of  property  absolutely 
rotten   and    bad,   the   reason   assigned 
why  no  sanitary  regulations  were  en- 
forced was  that  the  collector  of  the  rents* 
'*  happened   to   be  the  brother  of   the 
sanitary  inspector."  What  would  be  the 
consequence  of  leaning  on  the  intervea  - 
tion  of  the  local  authorities?    Middle- 
men would  get  on  the  vestries.     I  do- 
not  see  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for    Cocker  mouth     (Sir    W.    Lawson} 
in  his  place  ;  but  I  should  like  to  know^ 
what    would   be  his  view    as  regards 
the  influence  brewers  would  exercise. 
Brewers  would  at  once  enfranchise  the 
leases  of  the  public- houses,  and  at  the- 
present  moment,  with  an  utter  absence- 
of  courage   on    the    part  of  licensing- 
authorities  to  refuse  licenses,  and    an 
utter  absence  on  the  part  of  ratepayers 
of  any  control  over  the  liquor  traffic, 
we  should  have  all  these  gin  palaces — 
aptly  called    dens    of   iniquity  —  per- 
petuated.    Can  you  trust  your  London^ 
Vestries   and  local   authorities  in  this 
matter?    Do   you  suppose  those  who- 
have  been  guilty  of  laxity  in  enforcing^ 
the   simplest  sanitary   regulations  are 
going  suddenly  to  be  seized  with  eager- 
ness to  deal  adequately  with  far  more- 
difficult  matters.     I  am  not  a  lawyer — 
and  I  speak  in  the  presence  of  the  Soli- 
citor  G-eneral,  who  will  correct  me  if  T 
am  wrong — but  having  had  experience 
of  the  common  law  both  as  an  owner  oF 
property  and  as  a  trustee,  I  believe  that 
a  main  principle  in  Common  Law  is  that 
covenants  restricting  usage  do  not,  ae- 
on leasehold  laud,  bind  persons  in  pos- 
session of  freehold  land  unless  those 
persons  come  into  possession  of  the  land, 
with  a  notice  of  the  existence  of  such 
covenants.     In  other  words,  the  burden 
of  restrictive  covenants  does  not  run 
with  leasehold  land  as    it  does   with 
freehold  land.    You  would  have  under- 
this  proposal  an  immense  deal  of  col- 
lusion.     The  leaseholder  who  wanted 
to    sell    his    leasehold    for    a    Public 
House    or    for    some    noxious    trade^ 
would  take  very  good  care,  and  the  man. 
who  bought  it  and  gave  him  a  good. 
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price  for  it,  would  take  good  care  that 
ne— the    purchaser — had  no  notice    of 
theee  covenants.     But  take  the  case  of 
a  bond  fide  purchaser.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has    referred  to    a  section  of  the 
Vendor  and  Purchaser  Act  of  1884.  but 
I  will  refer  to  another  section.     There 
is  one  which  says  that  40  years  is  the 
longest  title  that  a  purchaser  may  de- 
mand, and  that  means  that  if  a  cove- 
nant  were  contained  in  the   document 
anterior  to  this  40  years,  the  bond  fide 
purchaser    could    and    very    probably 
would  come  into  possession  of  the  land 
without  discovering   this  on  the    title. 
Now,  I  cannot  refrain  from  alluding  to 
the  effect  this   Bill   would  have  upon 
public  property — on  the  property  of  the 
great  corporations,  of  the  universities, 
and  the  great  educational  and  charitable 
institutions  of  the  country.     Take,  for 
example.    King    Edward's    School    on 
which,  according  to  Mr.  Matthews,  de- 
pends the  entire  endowment  of  educa- 
tion in  Birmingham.     The    income    of 
that  school  is  almost  entirely  derived 
from  ground  rents.     These  rents   rose 
from   £11,000   iu   1863   to   £27,000  in 
1885,    due    to     lettings    on     building 
lease    at   increased  value.     [A  laugh.] 
The    hon.    Member    laughs     at    that 
but  the  money — the  natural  increment 
of  this  property   goes   to    public  pur- 
poses.    Mr.    Matthews    estimates   that 
the  loss  to  income  which  would  result 
if  this   proposal     were    carried  would 
amount  to  over  £9,000  per  annum,  and 
the  loss  upon  capital  to  a  quarter  of  a 
million,  and  he  protests,  and  rightly  pro- 
tests, against  the  increase  in  land  values 
being  taken  away  from  the  community 
in  order  to  benefit  a  few  individuals. 
Take  the  case  of  the  Mason   Science 
scheme.     The    possession  of    the    site 
was  obtained  gradually,  as  the  leases 
in  several  cases  had  20  years  to  run. 
What  would  be  the  effect  of  the  Bill 
of  the    hon.    Gentleman?      Why,     it 
would  have   rendered  such   a    scheme 
as  that  absolutely  impossible,   because 
every  single  owner  of  a  lease  having  20 
years  unexpired    would    have    turned 
round     and   demanded    a  most    exor- 
bitant   price — blackmail,    in   fact — for 
his  lana.     The  Corporation  of  Birming- 
ham have  spent  one  and  a  half  millions 
in  purchasing  an  insanitary  area  in  the 
centre  of  the   town  and  in  making  a 
street  through  it,  on  the  faith  of  their 
being  allowed  to  run  out  75  year  leases, 


and  to  obtain  the  ultimate  increment 
of    value    at    re- valuation.      Let     me 
give     the     House     one     more     casn.. 
Take     the    case  of    Harper's    Charity 
with  a  large  property  in  Ijondon  and  its 
school  at  Bedford.  Mr.  Bourne  says  as  to 
that  property  that  its  present  income  is^ 
£20,000  a  year,  derived  almost  exclu- 
sively from  ground  rents.     If  this  Billl 
were  passed,  that  income  would    drop 
within  five  or  10  years   from  £20,000 
to  £15,000    a   year;    and    into  whose* 
pocket   would  the    £5,000  a  year  go? 
Why,  into  the  pocket  of  the  people  who 
might  hold  the  sub-lease  at  the  fag  end^ 
of  the  term.     It  would  be  a  monstrous- 
thing   to   disorganize  in  this   way  the- 
great  educational  and  charitable  institu- 
tions of  the  country — to  set  at  nought 
these   schemes    of    education   and  im- 
provement.    Then   as  to  the  effect  of 
leasehold  enfranchisement  on  the  artizan 
class.     It  is  a  common  practice  now  for 
gentlemen  to  ride  their  hobbies  on  the- 
shoulders  of  the  working  classes,  but  I 
would  ask  what  good  could    this  Bill 
possibly  do  to  the  working  classes   of' 
London  ?    The  poorer  classes  do  not  and 
cannot   live    in    houses ;     they  live  iik 
rooms.      The    managers  of    the    three 
largest  dwelling  companies  all  object  to- 
leasehold  enfranchisement,  and  all  agree 
that  artizan  dwellings  can  not  be  built  in 
central   London     to    pay  a  reasonable 
interest  on  money  unless  the   land    is 
sold   or  leased  for  the  purpose  at  less 
than  the  market  value.     Landlords  will 
lease  the  land,  but  will  not  sell  the  free- 
hold   below    the    market    price.     The 
hon.     Member    for     St.    Pancras    has- 
referred    to    the   case    of    Lord    Port- 
man  and  the  great   London  landlords. 
Well,   I  must  say  that  in  the  evidence 
we  have  received  in  regard  to  the  land 
owners  of  London  these  great  landlords^ 
have  come  out  in   a  most  satisfactory 
manner.     According    to    Mr.    Boodle's, 
evidence  the  Duke  of  Westminster  has 
granted  various  sites  to  artizans'  dwel- 
lings companies  at  less  than  the  market 
price ;  so  has  Lord  Northampton   and 
tx>rd  Portman.     Leasehold  enfranchise- 
ment would  buy  out  the  great  landlords^ 
who  are  now  doing  their  duty  to  the 
public,  granting — giving  us,  in  fact — 
in  some  cases,  land  at  2d.  per  superficial 
foot  when  the  market  value  is,  in  point 
of  fact,  5d.  or  fid.  a  foot,  and  enabling 
us  in  such  places  as  Lisson  Grove  to  let 
rooms,  on  an  average,  at  2s.  3d.  per 
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beeper.  It  would  rob  the  sanns  dassea 
who  invest  ia  ground-rente.  It  woold 
etrike  at  the  root  of  munioipal  enter- 
prize,  Buoh  as  has  changed  the  whole 
face  of  Birmingham  and  such  as  thig 
House  ought  to  encourage;  it  would 
plunder  the  educational  and  charitable 
institutionB  of  the  country,  and  it  woald 
convert  London  into  a  city  of  small  and 
needy  house  owners  beyond  the  reach 
of  public  opinion,  utterly  destitute  of 
public  spirit,  and  whose  avidity  nad 
rapacity  would  render  any  dealing  witb 
land  for  public  purposea,  whether  on 
the  part  of  public  authorities  like  the 
London  Council  or  private  companies 
for  public  purposes  like  the  ^Arti^aiu' 
Oompauiee  so  expensive  ae  to  be  im- 
possible. Nobody  and  nothing  would 
benefit,  and  the  whole  of  the  plunder 
would  go  into  the  pockets  of  some  specu- 
lative middle-men  or  wealthy  Radicals 
who  want  to  enfranchise  their  houses 
in  Qrosvenor- square.  All  I  oan  say  is 
that  if  we,  the  landowners,  are  to  be 
robbed,  we  should  at  least  ask  Parlia- 
ment that  the  plunder  should  go  into 
the  pockets  of  a  more  deserving  class. 
Amendment  proposed, 
"To  leave  out'froin  the  word'That'  to  the 
end  of  tbe  QuestioQ,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'this  House  declmes  to  conmder  the  qaestioD 
of  Leaseholds  Enfranchisemeot  until  it  has  had 
an  oppottnnity  of  conaideriiig  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
Bubjeot  of  Town  Holdings.'"— ( Fiwewnf 
Lymington.) 
Instead  therof 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  Deleft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

*Mb.  LEWIS  FET  (Bristol,  N.) :  Id 
rising  to  second  the  Amendment,  I  would 
venture  to  submit  to  the  House  that  the 
course  taken  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  St.  Pancraa  in  moving  the 
Second  Beading  of  this  Bill  at  the 
present  time  is  an  extremely  unusual 
one.  The  question  of  leasehold 
enfranchisement  has  been  for  a  long 
time  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Town  Holdings  Committee-  That  Com- 
mittee has  sat  during  three  Sessions,  has 
examined  a  large  number  of  witnesses, 
and  last  year  produced  a  Blue  Book  so 
bulky  that  very  few  hon.  Members  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  bring  it  within  these 
walls.     There  has  been  no  diSerence  of 


room.  By  leasehold  enfranchisement 
you  would  rob  these  great  landlords, 
and  we  should  have  to  deal  with  a  lot  of 
small  owners  in  buying  land  for  artizans' 
dwellings.  I  ask  if  the  great  London 
landlords  acting  an  a  sense  of  duty — 
and,  if  you  like,  inspired  also  by  a  sense 
that  they  are  on  their  trial — give  to 
bodies  acting  for  the  public  advantage 
special  terms  to  enable  them  to  deal  with 
land,  why  should  Parliament  step  in 
and  interfere  with  them  and  impose  on 
the  public  i.be  alternative  of  having  to 
erect  buildings  at  the  cost  of  tbe  rate- 
payers, a  thing  which  would  operate 
very  hardly  on  the  poorer  ratepayers  P 
To  sum  up ;  this  Bill  cannot  be  defended 
on  any  ground  of  principle  or  expedi- 
ency. Suppose  that  the  landlords  are 
the  enemies  of  the  human  race.  Suppose 
that  they  ajways  act  from  the  meanest 
and  most  despicable  motives,  there  is 
evidence  that  without  the  intrusion  of 
this  meddlesome  and  vexatious  Bill  they 
are  obliged  to  deal  with  their  land  in 
different  ways  and  on  different  building 
tenures  to  suit  the  wants  of  various 
localities.  Lord  and  Lady  Northboume 
let  their  land  on  a  99  years'  building 
lease  at  Yarrow,  and  sell  it  out  and  out 
at  Qateehead.  Lord  Derbv  leases  for 
75  years  in  Liverpool,  and  for  999  years 
at  Bury.  Tbe  Duke  of  Devonshire 
leases  for  90  years  with  the  option  of 
purchase  at  Eastbourne,  and  grants 
leases  for  200  years  at  Carlisle,  and  sells 
or  grants  freehold  rentcharge  at  Buxton. 
That  is  quite  sufficient  to  show  that  the 
ground  landlords  are  obliged  as  it  is  to 
deal  with  these  building  tenures  to  suit 
the  wants  and  wishes  of  the  various 
localities.  But  on  the  ground  of  principle, 
what  can  be  more  monstrous  or  unjust 
than  this  Bill?  Under  it  we  should 
arbitrarily  and  without  one  sixpence  of 
compensation  override  the  sole  condition 
upon  which  the  landlord  in  a  town 
would  ever  have  agreed  to  surrender  the 
use  of  his  land.  We  should  rob  him 
and  bis  heir  of  the  reversion  which  the 
leasee  distinctly  undertook  to  surrender, 
and  in  return  for  which  he  has  received 
value.  The  injustice  is  gross,  glaring, 
naked,  and  not  palliated  by  a  single 
advantage  to  the  community.  The  Bill 
would  benefit  no  part  of  the  community 
worthy  of  the  slightest  consideration. 
It  would  disorganize  the  building  trade. 


It   is   not    wanted    by    the   trader;    it  |  opinion    in    tbe    Committee    as  to  the 


could  afibrd  no  protection 
Vucount  Lymingti 
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of   their  proceedings.     No  one 
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lias  suggested  that  the  Committee  has 
occupied  an  undue  length  of  time  in 
-considering  the  important  questions  sub- 
mitted to  them ;  and  the  Committee  did 
not  bring  to  a  conclusion  until  the  end 
of  last  Session  the  evidence  which  was 
taken  on  the  subject  of  leasehold  enfran- 
chisement. The  hon.  Member  for  8t. 
Paneras,  speaking  of  my  noble  Friend's 
Motion,  has  said  that  it  is  a  Motion  of  an 
insincere  character,  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  proceeding  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  in  moving  the  Bill  is 
open  to  the  observation  of  being  most 
unusual.  The  question  of  leasehold 
enfranchisement  was  referred  to  the 
<3ommittee  in  the  most  general  terms, 
and  the  House  will  be  surprised  to 
hear  that  it  was  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  himself  that  this 
question  was  referred  to  the  Committee. 
Therefore  the  Committee,  as  far  as  this 
question  is  concerned,  is  the  Committee 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  Yet  my  hon.  Friend 
now  moves  -the  Second  Heading  of  a 
Bill  which,  if  carried,  would  cut  short 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  and 
render  it  of  no  use.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  said  that  all  the  information  which 
is  before  the  Committee  is  also  at  the 
disposal  of  the  House.  That  is  no  doubt 
true,  but  what  a  mass  of  evidence  the 
Committee  has  at  various  times  laid 
before  the  House.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
referred  to  certain  publications  in  which 
the  evidence  is  discussed.  All  those 
pubb'cations  are  more  or  less  of  a 
partizan  character,  and  in  no  way  take 
the  place  -  of  a  report  which  in  the 
•ordinary  way  a  Committee  would  lay 
before  the  House.  The  Committee  has 
not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
its  report.  Three  draft  reports  have 
been  laid  before  the  Committee.  One 
of  those  reports  expresses  the  view  of 
the  Member  for  St.  Paneras  himself, 
and  that  has  only  been  in  the  hands  of 
the  Committee  during  the  last  few  days. 

*Mr.  LAWSON  :  A  fortnight. 

♦Mr.  L.  FRY :  A  fortnight  at  a 
period  of  the  Session  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers are  generally  engaged  in  other 
pursuits  than  that  of  studying  the  ques- 
tion of  leasehold  enfranchisement  ! 
liow,  what  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
House  agreeing  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  on  the  present  occasion  r 
Does  my  hon.  Friend  suppose  that  if 
his  Motion  is  agreed  to,  the  Committee 
^ill  spend  the  time  necessary  to  perfect 

VOL  OGOXXXV.      [THERD  SKUEi.J 


a  Report?    It  seems  to  me  absurd  to 
ask  the  Committee  to  continue  its  pffi- 
ceedings  and  to  report  to  the  House,  if 
the  House  to-day  decide  the  question  by 
passing  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 
1  do  not  at  all  propose  to  follow  the 
noble  Lord  into  the  numerous  questions 
he  has  raised  in  the  very  able  speech  he 
addressed  to  the  House,  but  I  will  en- 
deavour to  lay  before   the  House  the 
great  importance  of  the  questions  which 
are  involved  in  this  Bill.     First  of  all, 
there  is  no  precedent,  in  English  legis- 
lation at  any  rate,  for  a  measure  of  this 
kind,  and  if  it  is  passed  into  law  it  will 
be  a  new  departure  in  the  way  of  legis- 
lation.    Reference   has   been  made  by 
various    witnesses     to    the    legislation 
which  is  supposed  to  form  a  precedent. 
The  Bills  authorising  railways  and  other 
public  undertakings  have  been  referred 
to,  but  there  is  no  similarity  whatever 
between    them    and    this   Bill.      The ' 
compulsory  taking    of    land   for    rail- 
ways has  been  authorised  because  Par- 
liament has  found  it  to  be  beneficial  to 
the  public.     It  is  for  a  definite  purpose, 
and  the  power  to  take  land  is  confined 
to  a  limited   and  definite  time.      But 
the   time  during  which   a    leaseholder 
has    the    option    under    this    Bill     of 
purchasing      the      reversion     is     un- 
limited    in     extent,    and     instead    of 
being  for  a  purpose  which  is  directly 
beneficial  to  the  public,  it  is,  on  the 
contrary,    only    directly    beneficial     to 
individual    leaseholders.     The   nearest 
analogy  to   what  is   proposed    by  this 
Bill  is  the  enfranchisement  of  copyhold 
property  ;  but  in  that  case  the  powers 
are  mutual,  and  the  lord  of  the  manor 
has  the  option  equally  with  the  tenant 
of  putting  the  law  into  force.    In  the  case 
of  Copyholds,  too,  the  powers  conferred 
were  limited  to  those  cases  in  which  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  is  of  a  terminable 
character.     Attention  should  be  directed 
to  the  enormous  scope  of  the  Bill ;   it 
applies  to  all  leasehold  land  that    han 
any  kind   of  building  upon   it,  and   it 
touches  a  most  enormous  amount  of  pro- 
perty.     The  rateable  value  of  the  lease- 
hold property  belonging  to  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Liverpool  is  £656,000  per  annum. 
A  competent  witness  estimates  the  capital 
value    of    leasehold    property   in    Bir- 
mingham at  25  millions.     In  London  the 
estimate  of  property,  the  greatest  part  of 
which  is  leasehold,  is  630  millions.     Th» 
leasehold  property  of  the   Universities 
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of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  brings  in 
£150,000  per  annum.  These  figures 
show  that  the  House  should  be  cautious 
in  dealing  with  property,  of  which 
so  large  a  proportion  belongs  to  charities 
and  corporations.  When  the  Bill  is 
put  forward  in  the  interest  of  the  com- 
munity, account  must  be  taken  of  the 
injury  that  may  be  done  to  public 
bodies.  I  do  not  say  that  the  considera- 
tions urged  are  altogether  fatal  to  any 
legislation,  but.  at  all  events,  they 
amount  to  a  reason  why  the  House 
should  allow  the  Committee  that  is 
sitting  to  formulate  its  opinion 
before  any  action  is  taken  by  the  House 
itself.  I  much  doubt  whether  the 
working  classes  of  the  Metropolis  as  a 
whole  will  benefit  by  the  operation  of 
the  Bill,  the  advantages  of  which  will 
rather  fall  into  the  hands  of  those  who 
stand  between  the  ground  landlords  and 
the  occupiers,  and  I  fail  to  see  what 
benefit  the  community  will  gain  from 
converting  these  persons  from  lease- 
liolders  into  freeholders.  The  evidence 
as  to  the  desire  of  leaseholders  to  pur- 
chase is  not  at  all  conclusive,  for  where 
they  have  had  the  opportunity  they  have 
not  shown  any  great  disposition  to  do 
it.  It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  when 
freehold  ground*rent8  are  advertised  for 
pale  they  are  not  as  a  rule  purchased  by 
the  occupying  leaseholders,  but  they  are 
bought  by  others  merely  as  a  form  of 
investment.  Of  the  leasehold  system 
I  perhaps  take  a  less  favourable  view 
than  my  noble  Friend.  I  represent 
a  town  in  which  the  freehold  system 
prevails,  and  on  the  whole  I  think 
it  is  the  better  system.  But  I  am 
not  on  that  account  prepared  to  lay  a 
rude  hand  upon  the  leasehold  system 
and  to  do  injustice  to  individuals.  The 
circumstances  of  different  places  differ 
widely,  and  my  own  idea  is  that  legis- 
lation should  first  be  in  the  form  of  a 
measure  applicable  to  places  in  which 
there  is  a  felt  grievance  that  ought 
to  be  remedied  in  the  interests  of  the 
community.  In  certain  localities  may 
be  found  leaseholders,  a  large  pro- 
portion of  whom  are  occupiers,  who  may 
desire  facilities  of  purchase,  and  in  such 
a  case  an  experiment  might  be  advan- 
tageously tried.  But  I  altogether  object 
to  the  machinery  of  this  Bill,  by  which 
individual  leaseholders  will  be  em- 
powered to  acquire  the  property  of  those 
who  are  joint  owners  with  them.  Where 
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a  large  number  of  the  leaseholders  are 
occupiers,  and  desirous  and  able  to  pur- 
chase the  freeholds,  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  local  bodies  might  very  properly  be 
empowered  on  public  grounds  to  acquire 
the  interests  of  reversioners  by  agree- 
ment or,  if  necessary,  by  compulsion.  In 
such  cases  there  would  be  little  or  no 
difficulty  as  to  compensation  for  sever- 
ance, which  cannot  in  the  interests  of 
j  ustice  be  overlooked.  It  would  rest  with 
the  local  body  to  purchase  the  property 
as  a  whole.  In  this  way  the  difficultiee 
in  the  way  of  an  unlimited  and  indis- 
criminate application  of  the  scheme  to 
the  whole  country  would  be  avoided.  It 
may  be  assumed  that  a  local  body  would 
not  do  anything  to  injure  a  community 
by  interfering  with  the  property  of  a 
charity  or  a  corporation.  These  and 
other  aspects  of  the  *question  deserve 
consideration  in  the  light  of  the  report 
that  has  yet  to  be  presented  by  the  Com- 
mittee, and  therefore  I  beg  to  second  the 
amendment. 

♦Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire)  r 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  prefaced  his  remarks  by  saying 
that  this  Bill  is  without  precedent  in 
the  legislation  of  any  country.  I  am 
quite  willing  to  admit  that  that  is  so ;: 
but  let  me  remind  him  that  outside  the 
United  Kingdom  there  is  no  country  in 
which  such  a  system  as  prevails  here 
would  be  allowed  to  exist  at  all,  and 
although  I  join  in  admiration  of  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  yet  I  mast 
point  out  that  he  altogether  omitted  to 
deal  with  some  of  the  most  glaring^ 
instances  of  what  we  consider  to  be  the 
unfairness  which  has  been  exposed 
before  the  Town  Holdings  Committee^ 
I  cannot  here  enter  into  the  varioua 
arguments  for  and  against  leaseholds 
enfranchisement  in  London.  That  is  a 
question  which  will,  I  think,  admit  of 
much  argument,  and  the  noble  Lord  haa 
shown  that  it  is  beset  by  many  difficulties. 
Even  in  London  itself  I  believe  the  mis- 
chiefs of  the  short  leasehold  system 
have  been  many,  and  in  some  casea 
intolerable,  but  however  numerous  and 
however  intolerable  they  are  in  London^ 
I  think  that  they  are  hardly  to  be 
compared  with  the  grievances  and 
injustice  which  have  been  suffered  by 
working  men  and  tradesmen  in  Walea 
and  in  the  mining  districts  of  Cornwall. 
I  believe  that  there  is  a  broad  distinc- 
tion between  the  case  of  London  and 
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Wales.     In  London  the  housing  of  the 
people  has  been  undertaken  chiefly  by 
speculative   builders,    and    I   dare  say 
that  legislation    ought    to    be    passed 
to  meet  their  case ;  but  in  Wales,  and 
especially   in    quarry   districts  and    in 
all  districts  where  localised  industries 
prevail,  the  housing  of  the  community 
nas  been  undertaken  by  the  working 
men  themselves  and  not  by  speculative 
builders.  Take,  for  iDstance,  the  quarry 
districts  of  North  Wales.     I  know  some 
of  those  districts  very  well.     Now,  we 
are  sometimes  told  that  this  system  is 
an  optional  system,  and  that  the  people 
in  any  district  can  practically  have  the 
choice  between  leaseholds  and  freeholds. 
Some  of  the   witnesses   who   appeared 
before  the  Town  Holdings  Committee, 
tried  to  prove  that,  but  in  Wales,  with- 
out   one    single    exception   in   all   the 
quarry    districts,    as  .well   as  in   such 
places  as  Pembroke    Dock  and  Holy- 
nead,  there  has  been  no  choice  or  alter- 
native whatever  for  the  working  men. 
They   have  simply  been   compelled  to 
build  houses,  shops,  banks,  co  operative 
stores,      chapels,      and      British     and 
Board   schools   on  the  short  leasehold 
system.     A  great  ^eal  of  property  has 
been  built  on  leases  of  thirty  years,  and 
others    on    leases    for   lives,    and   the 
majority  of  the  houses  and  of  the  public 
buildings  throughout  the  whole  of  Wales 
have  had  to  be  built  on  short  leases. 
Let  us  take  the  case  of  the  Festiniog 
district,  in  which  some  hoo.  Members 
have  opened  quarries,  and  which   has 
been  visited  by  many  more  of  the  Mem 
hers  of  this  House.     Now,  to  this  high 
mountainous  district,  working  men  came 
from  various  parts  of  Wales ;  they  found 
no  houses  there ;  there  was  only  rough 
mountainous    land,    practically    of   no 
agricultural  value,    and  at   first    they 
experienced  great  difficulty  in  getting 
land  on  which  to   build  their  houses. 
They   had  to  take  it  at  first  on  the 
very  ridge  of  the  rocks  that  overhang 
the   town.     They    were    put    to   great 
trouble  and  expense  in  clearing  the  land. 
They  had  actually  to  scoop  the  founda- 
tions £rom  the  rocks,  and  then  they  had 
to    build    their    houses,    not    through 
speculative  builders,  but  by  their  own 
enterprise  and  judgment.      I  think  it 
is  almost  touching  to  read  the  evidence 
giyen   by   gentlemen    acquainted  with 
this  district  as  to  the  care  and  trouble 
these  working  men  took  in  building 


their  houses.     A  question  was  put  to 
one  of  the  witnesses — **  Did  they  work 
much  for  themselves  on  these  houses?" 
'*  Yes,"  replied  the  witness,  "  they  gave 
an   hour  or  two  every  night  after  they 
came  from  the  quarries,  especially   in 
the  summer  time,  in  order  to  blast  the 
stone  and  ^et  out  the  foundation  and  to 
do   the  heavy  work    which  quarry  men 
can  do,  so  that  their  houses  might  be 
built  as  cheaply  as  possible.     Many  a 
time  they  could   be  heard  blasting  the 
rocks   as   late  as  10  or    11    o'clock    at 
night   in    the  summer  time,  and    after 
the  foundations  had  been  cleared,  they 
obtained    working   men,    masons    and 
carpenters  to  finish  the  hoiiHCs  for  them." 
In  order  to  accomplish  this,  they  were 
compelled  to  borrow  from  £150  to  £300 
from  a   building  society.      Their  lease 
as   a  rule    was    for  60  years ;    it  took 
them  from  35  to  40  years  to  clear  off 
this    debt,    and    then  they  only  did  it 
by  great  sacrifice  and  continued  thrift. 
Aye,  with  more  than  thrift,  with'  stint- 
ing themselves  and  their  families — and 
then,  having  cleared  off  the  debt,  the 
lease     had     a    few     years     to    run, 
and,     at     its     expiration,     the     pro- 
perty   which     they    had     themselves 
created,  passed  out  of  their  hands  into 
the  hands  of  the  ground  landlord,  who 
is    generally    an    absentee ;    who   has 
never  spent  one  single  penny  in  quarry 
enterprise,   or  in  the  public  improve- 
ments of  the  place,  and  who  will  not 
allow    chapels,   or    board    schools,    or 
British  schools,  or  banks,  or  co- operative 
stores,  or  any  other  public  buildings  to 
be  put  up  on  any  other  tenure  than  a 
forty-five   or  sixty  years'  lease.      Pro- 
perty to  the  value  of  £450,000  has  in 
this  place  been  created  by  working  men 
and    tradesman,   and    at    the    end    of 
sixty  years,  all  this  house  and  public 
property,  and  all  the  improvements  in 
the  town  will  pass  away  from    their 
hands  into  the  hands  of  a  few  land- 
owners, the  majority  of  whom  live  away, 
and  one  of  whom  certainly  has  never 
set  foot  in  Festiniog,  or  seen  one  of  the 
houses  that  the  quarrymen  have  built. 
This  is  only  a  type  of  what  happens  in 
all  the  quarry  districts  in  Wales.     That 
is  not  all,  for  the  quarrymen  instead  of 
being  independent  as  they  were  while 
their  houses  were  their  own,  become 
weekly  and    monthly  tenants    of    the 
landlords,  who  in  Bethesda  and  Llanberia 
I  are    their    employers.     This   becomea 
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a      moral      and      economic     question, 
because     we     know    that    the     owner 
and  employer  is  diametrically  opposed 
to    the     mass    of    working    men    and 
tradesmen    in    politics,     religion,    and 
social  sympathies.     I  say  it  is  necessary 
in  the  interest  of  the  community  that  the 
working  men  should  haye  some  inde- 
pendence, some  power  to  grapple  with 
the  employer   and   landlord  on   some- 
thing like  fair  and  equal  terms.     The 
present  leasehold    system   renders  that 
absolutely  impossible,  because  it  places 
the  men  at  the  mercy  absolutely  of  the 
employer,  where  he  is  the  owner  of  the 
houses.     Moreover  they  cannot  get  the 
houses   which   they    have   built  them- 
selves,   except    at    exaggerated     rents. 
Let    me    cite    a    typical    case    of    the 
result   of  the    present   system,    quoted 
in  evidence.     A  quarryman  at  NantUe 
has    built   his   house,    which    is   worth 
£250,     and    has    to    pay     a     ground 
rent  of    ten   shillings   per  year.     The 
house  was  built  on  one  of  these  rocky 
foundations,   where  the   land  is  of  no 
agricultural  value.     The  lease  falls  in, 
and  the  man  has   to   pay  forthwith  a 
rent  of  £4  10s.  per  year.     In  another 
case     where     the     ground     rent     was 
£1,    a    house    was    built    which    was 
worth   £400,   and    the   rent    was    im- 
mediately on  the  expiration  of  the  lease, 
raised     to    £9.      Now    if    I    am     not 
wearying  the  House,    I  will  give  one 
other  instance.  A  field  near  the  Penrhyn 
quarries  was,  in  1856,  taken  on  a  lease 
for  sixty  years,  at  a  ground  rent  of  £6. 
By  means   of   a  building  society    the 
quarrymen  built  1 00  houses  on  the  pro- 
perty, together  with  a  chapel.     When 
the  lease  falls   in  the  rental  of  these 
houses  will  be  £400  a  year,  and   the 
annual  value  of  the  field  will  have  in- 
creased in  sixty  years  from  £6  to  £400, 
without  any  outlay  whatever  on  the  part 
of    the    ground    landlord    into    whose 
hands   all  the  100  houses  will  revert. 
It  is  on  land  taken  on  these  terms  that 
chapels  and  public  buildings  have  to  be 
built,  and  so  strong  was  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee  from  all  parts  of 
Wales  on    this  point,    that  only  two 
land    agents    ventured    to    come    for- 
ward and  give  evidence.     And  it  must 
be  admitted  that  the  evidence  which  was 
^ven  on   behalf  of  the  quarrymen  or 
working    men  was  not   shaken  in  the 
slightest  degree  by  the  testimony  of  the 
two  witnesses  on  behalf  of  the  landlords. 

Mr.  71  E.  Eiht 


One    of    them,    the    agent    for    Lord 
Penrhyn.  was  asked  with  regard  to  the 
City  of  Bangor,  what  was  the  extent  of 
cottap:e  property  built  on  leases  held  by 
his  Lordship  ?     He  replied  that  a  large 
number  of  leases  for  lives  had  ezpirea, 
and  that  the  property  was  occupied  by 
monthly  tenants  at  from  £3  to  £6  per 
year.      These    monthly    tenants     were 
in  many  cases  the  people   who   them- 
selves     had      built     the    houses.      I 
should    like    to   give   a   few   instances 
of  the  injury  which   occurs  to   trades- 
men    owing     to     this     system,     and 
here   again    I   will    take  the   case  of 
Festiniog.     One  tradesman  there  spent 
£27')   upon  his  house;    another  spent 
£sK2,  and  still  another  £800,  yet  when 
they  applied  for  a  renewal  of  the  leases, 
they  were  absolutely  refused.     I  could 
multiply  these  cases  many  times  over, 
but  I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the 
Noble  Lord  who  leads  the  Opposition  to 
this  Bill,  as  well  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bristol,  has  not  made  the  slightest 
effort  to  deal  with  this  part  of  the  case. 
I  quite  admit  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol,    who   ably    presided    over  the 
Committee,    referred    vaguely   to    cer- 
tain localities  where   something  ought 
to    be    done   to    reniove    the  injustice 
caused  by  the  leasehold  system,    but 
I  venture  to  say  it  is  difficult  to  calcu- 
late the  extent  of  injustice  which  arises 
from  it.     And    now  let  me  refer    for 
a  few  minutes  to  the  question  of  the 
chapels  in  Wales.    It  will  not  be  denied 
that  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
working  men    and    middle    classes   in 
Wales    are    opposed    in    religion   and 
politics  to  the  handful  of  men  who  own 
the  land  in  Wales.     [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
No,  no.]     I  hear  sounds  of  denial  from 
the  other  side,  but  I  should  like  hon. 
Members  who  dispute  it  to  look  through 
their  Yachers  or  their  Dods   and  find 
out  who  represent  the  Welsh  people  in 
this  House,  and  on   what  side  they  sit. 
It  will  be  interesting  to-day  to  notice 
how  the  three   or  four  Welsh  Members 
who  sit  on  that  side  of  the  House  will 
vote.     Unless  I  am  very  much  mistaken 
the    same    thing    will  happen  as   has 
happened  in  regard  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Devonport,  who,  though 
he  is  a  most  loyal  supporter  of  Ministers, 
feels  bound  on  this  question  to  leave  his 
friends    and    walk    with    us   into  the 
Radical  lobby  in  support  of  a  BQl  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  piled  epithets 
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over  and  over  again,  speaking  of  the 
promoters  as  plunderers  and  robbers, 
and  using  all  the  denunciatory  words 
which  hA  could  pick  out  of  a  dictionary. 
It  will  be  interesting  to  notice  how  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bangor 
will  vote  on  this  question;  and  how 
the  representative  for  the  Newport 
Boroughs  will  vote.  I  anticipate  that 
they  will  find  themselves  forced  to  go 
into  the  Lobby  with  us  in  support  of 
this  Bill.  I  should  like  to  know  how 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Pembroke 
Boroughs  will  vote,  seeing  that  one  of  the 
witnesses  who  came  before  the  Select 
Committee  was  the  treasurer  of  the 
local  Tory  Association,  who  said  that 
among  the  working  men  and  tradesmen 
of  Pembroke  Dock,  without  the  slightest 
distinction  of  party,  there  was  a  univer- 
sal demand  for  the  enfranchisement  of 
leaseholds.  I  believe  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  will  not  dare  to-day  to 
vote  against  this  Bill.  But  let  me 
return  to  the  question  of  chapels  on  the 
Penrhyn  estate.  On  this  estate  there 
are  26  chapels,  of  which  20  have  been 
built  on  land  held  on  a  30  years'  lease, 
and  they  cost,  as  a  rule,  between  £2,000 
and  £3,000.  In  every  one  of  these 
leases  there  is  a  clause  prohibiting  the 
holding  on  the  premises  of  any  but 
religious  meetings.  Now  in  this 
district  the  landlords  will  not  allow 
any  buildingR,  except  Churches  and 
National  Schools,  to  be  built  on 
freeholds ;  and  as  there  are  no 
town  or  public  halls  in  many  of  the 
mountainous  and  quarry  districts,  the 
only  place  where  working  men  can  hold 
their  literary  and  political  meetings  are 
the  chapels  and  schools.  Yet  Lord 
Penrhyn  puts  a  clause  in  the  lease  that 
none  but  religious  meetings  shall  be 
held,  and  when  the  lease  is  nearly 
expired,  and  the  people  become  anxious 
for  a  renewal,  they  are  obliged  to  be 
careful  how  they  express  their  political 
opinions ;  and  the  ministers  and  deacons, 
as  well  as  the  trustees  of  the  chapel, 
really  cannot  exercise  their  civil  and 
political  rights  as  citizens,  because  they 
fear  that  Lord  Penrhyn  or  his  agent  will 
refuse  a  renewal  of  lease.  Evidence 
was  given  from  Festiniog  that  there  were 
chapels  for  which — as  soon  as  the  leases 
had  run  out — the  congregations  were 
called  upon  to  pay  rent  from  year  to 
year  for  buildings  which  they  had  them- 
selves built.     Now,  this  is  not  a  finan- 


cial question — it  is  a  moral  and  reli- 
gious question,  and  the  feeling  through- 
out the  whole  of  Wales,  as  well  as  in 
many  parts  of  England,  is  very  deep 
and  very  bittei^;  and  it  is  significant 
that  in  a  volume  which  the  landlords' 
Committee  have  published,  they  have 
deemed  it  necessary  to  deliver  a  sort  of 
lecture  or  sermon  to  Welsh  landowners, 
reminding  them  that  it  would  be  much 
better,  in  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity and  of  religious  equality,  not  to 
do  such  foolish  or  unfair  things  as  thesO; 
but  to  allow  the  chapels  to  be  built  on 
freehold,  instead  of  leasehold  tenure. 
There  is  another  feature  in  this  question 
of  the  chapel  leases  which  adds  to  the 
bitterness.  The  Church  of  England  in 
Wales  and  in  all  its  industrial  districts 
is,  comparatively,  the  Church  of  the 
rich,  yet — as  compared  with  the  Non- 
conformists —  it  is  extremely  weak. 
The  landowner  gives  freehold  land  to 
the  Church  of  England,  on  which  to 
build  churches  and  schools,  and  often 
he  builds  the  church  himself;  whereas, 
for  the  majority  of  Nonconformist  places 
of  worship,  he  will  only  grant  leases,  and 
even  then  he  often  insists  on  hard  terms. 
In  order  to  compare  the  working  of  the 
two  systems,  take  one  instance  from 
Holyhead,  which  is  instructive  as  show- 
ing the  difference  between  the  leasehold 
and  freehold  system.  The  School  Board 
there  had  a  surplus  piece  of  land  at  their 
disposal.  They  sold  it  by  auction  for 
£383,  and  there  was  sufficient  ground 
for  building  23  houses.  The  plots  were 
bought  by  working  men,  each  one  pay- 
ing £i6  1 3s.  Id.,  and  each  purchaser 
proceeded  to  build  a  substantial  house. 
Now,  if  the  land  bad  been  leasehold, 
the  rent  charge— taking  the  average 
charge  on  adjoining  property — would 
have  amounted  to  £46  a  year  for  the 
whole  field,  and  in  60  years  ground  rents 
would  have  been  paid  to  the  amount  of 
£2,700,  whereas  the  men  who  built  the 
houses  on  the  freehold  were  enabled  by 
thrift  and  self-sacrifice  to  wipe  off  the 
debt  which  they  incurred  with  the  build- 
ing society  in  30  or  40  years ;  the 
property  then  became  absolutely  their 
own,  and  they  would  not  at  the  end  of 
60  years  have  to  hand  it  over  to  the 
ground  landlord,  as  most  men  have  to  do 
in  that  district  and  then  have  to  pay  a 
heavy  rent  for  that  which  they  have 
themselves  created.  To  describe  this 
Bill  in  face  of  these  facts  as  plunder  and 
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robbery,  and  to  shower  other  epithets 
on  it  as  the  noble  Lord  has  done  is  gro- 
tesque. The  boot  is  on  the  other  leg ; 
it  is  actually  the  working  men  and  the 
tradesmen  who  are  robbed  of  the  pro- 
perty which  they  have  created — of  the 
houses  which  they  have  built,  in  which 
.  they  have  brought  up  their  families,  and 
which  consequently  have  very  dear  and 
tender  associations  for  them.  Here  you 
have  a  clear  case  of  injustice,  and  if  hon. 
Members  opposite  will  only  read  the 
evidence  given  from  Wales  on  this 
question,  I  feel  sure  they  will  support 
this  Bill  which  will  put  an  end  to  a 
system  of  injustice  and  oppression. 
Whether  the  argument  for  London  will 
stand  or  not,  there  is  a  clear  case  of  in- 
justice in  Wales.  By  the  Bill  before  the 
House  no  one  who  has  not  20  years  of 
a  lease  to  run  can  enfranchise.  What- 
ever may  be  the  merits  of  the  limitation 
for  London,  that  limitation  should  not 
apply  in  the  cases  of  the  houses  built  by 
working  men  and  tradesmen  in  Wales. 
The  terms  of  their  leases  are  generally 
short,  and  30  or  40  years  are  required  to 
pay  off  the  debt  incurred  by  building,  so 
that  it  would  be  grossly  unfair  that 
persons  who  had  6,  10,  or  12  years  of 
their  lease  to  run,  should  be  excluded 
from  the  benefits  of  the  Bill.  As  to  the 
enfranchisement  of  long  leases  under 
great  municipal  corporations,  after  read- 
ing the  evidence  from  various  parts  of 
the  country,  I  should  hardly  support 
such  a  proposition.  On  the  contrary,  I 
think  it  will  be  found  advisable  to  give 
power  to  municipalities  to  enfranchise 
leaseholds  first,  and  then  to  deal  with 
the  various  leaseholders.  I  ask  the 
House  to  consider  the  facts  which  I 
have  brought  forward  and  the  whole 
evidence  as  it  affects  Wales,  because 
then  they  will  agree  with  me  that  by 
the  passing  of  this  or  some  similar  Bill 
it  will  be  possible  to  prevent  working 
men  from  losing  the  fruits  of  self- 
sacrifioe  and  of  long- continued  thrift, 
and  to  secure  to  them  and  their  families 
the  independence  which  they  lose  under 
the  leasehold  system.  You  would  per- 
form to  these  men  in  Wales  and  in  many 
districts  in  England  an  act  of  justice  and 
of  fairness  which  this  House  has  seldom 
an  opportunity  of  doing. 
*Mr.  GEEALD  W.  BALFOUR 
(Leeds,  Central) :  The  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  spoken  addressed  his  argu- 
ments entirely  to  the  general  question, 

Mr.  T.  E.  £U%8 


I  and  not  at  all  to  the  Amendment  moTed 
by  the  noble  Lord.  But  after  the 
remarks  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bristol,  and  after  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord,  I  think  that  probably 
few  Members  of  this  House  will  doubt 
the  propriety  of  that  Amendment.  It  is 
true  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  St.  Pancras  has  attempted,  by 
anticipation,  to  meet  the  arguments 
brought  forward  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  to  induce  the  House  not 
to  entertain  this  Bill,  but  I  think  that 
if  we  examine  the  character  of  the  con- 
tentions of  the  hon.  Member  we  shall 
not  consider  them  of  any  special  value. 
If  I  understood  him  rightly  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  is  not  at  all  necessary 
to  wait  for  the  report  of  the  Committee, 
as  the  evidence  is  already  before  the 
House  and  hon.  Members  could  make 
themselves  masters  of  it.  Well,  if  any 
hon.  Members  not  on  the  Committee 
have  undergone  the  task  of  wading 
through  these  bulky  volumes,  they  are 
to  be  congratulated  on  their  industry. 
The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that 
it  would  be  a  positive  advantage  to  the 
Committee  if  they  had  a  vote  of  this 
House  before  they  reported,  and  that 
such  a  vote  would  brace  them  up  to 
report  in  a  sense  favourable  to  the 
hon.  Member's  views.  This  sug- 
gestion reminds  me  of  that  kind  of 
justice  which  hang^  a  man  first, 
and  then  inquires  into  his  guilt  or 
innocence.  If  we  were  to  adopt  this 
principle  I  do  not  see  what  would  be  the 
value  of  the  reports  of  Special  Com- 
mittees. I  suppose  that  under  the 
circumstances  the  hon.  Member  hardly 
expects  that  his  Bill  will  be  read  a 
second  time.  But  he  has  been  for- 
tunate in  getting  the  first  place  on 
a  Wednesday,  and  we  have  no  right  to 
complain  of  his  taking  this  opportunity 
of  laying  his  views  before  the  House 
and  the  country.  In  one  respeot  he 
may  be  regarded  as  singularly  for- 
tunate, inasmuch  as  he  has  been  able 
to  quote  in  the  Memorandum  prefijEod 
to  his  Bill  a  passage  from  the  report 
of  a  Eoyal  Commission.  It  is  true 
that  it  was  only  a  supplemental  re- 
port, and  that  it  was  only  signed 
by  a  certain  number  of  the  Members. 

*Mr.  LAW«0N  :  By  the  majority. 

*Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUE  :  Yes,  by  the 
majority,  but  I  think  that  in  these  cases 
we   are  entitled   to  weigh   not   merely 
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numbers,  but  also  names.  If  you  look 
at  the  names  you  will  find  that  the 
weightier  names  are  included  in  the 
minority.  Among  the  names  is  that 
of  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  the  Chairman  of 
the  Commission. 

♦Mr.  LAWSON  :  He  could  not  sign. 

♦Mb.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  At  any  rate 
be  did  not.    This  Commission,  however, 
was  not  really  appointed  to  examine  into 
the  question  of  tenure  at  all,  and  the 
evidence  before  it  on  that  subject  was  of 
a   very   superficial  kind.     So  long  as 
the  report  is  not  superseded  it  will  how- 
ever carry  with  it  a  certain  amount  of 
authority;   but   in   a  very  short   time 
it  will  be  superseded  by  another  report; 
and  although   the    hon.    Member   has 
endeavoured  to  a  certain  extent  to  dis- 
credit   that     report     before  hand,    by 
assuring  the  House  that  the  witnesses 
who  gave  evidence   on  the  other  side 
were  men  personally  interested  in  the 
matter,  I  do  not  think  the  House  will 
altogether  accept  his  view.     Now  I  hold 
that  the  conclusion  arrived   at  by  the 
Royal  Commission,  that  the  leasehold 
system  leads  to  bad  building,  bad  repair, 
and   high  rents,  was  supported  by  an 
amount  of  evidence   almost  childishly 
in8u£B.cient.     They  investigated  an  in- 
sanitary area,  and  they  discovered  that 
those  particular  evils  were  exemplified 
on  that  area;  forthwith    they  put  the 
two   things  together  and  came  to  the 
conclusion   that   because    certain   evils 
existed  on  that  area    under  leasehold 
tenure,  therefore  leasehold  tenure  was 
responsible  for  the  evils.     It  is  just  as 
though  some  one   was  to  argue  that, 
because  the  House  of  Commons    has 
been  suffering  from  the  prevalence  of 
bad  smells,  and  it  is  national  property, 
therefore    all   national    propiarty   must 
euffer  from  the  prevalence  of  bad  smells. 
I  think  the  reasonable  view  to  take  is 
that  leasehold  tenure  does  not,  to  any 
very  large  extent,  really  affect  either  the 
character  of  the  houses  that  are  built, 
or  the  state  of  repair  in  which  they  are 
maintained.      I  except,  of  course,    the 
case  of  short  leaseholds,  which  are  very 
-detrimental  to  the  public  interest.     It 
would,  indeed,  be  a  desirable  thing  to 
bring  short  leaseholds  to  an  end.     It 
may  be  granted,  also,  that  when  a  man 
owns  the  land  and  builds  upon  it  for 
his  own  occupation,  the  probability  is 
that  he  will  build  a  more  substantial 
structure.      The  hon.    Member   cheers 


that  view,  but  how  many  such  cases  ar^ 
there  ? 

♦Mr.  BROADHUEST  (Nottingham) : 
Hundreds.  

♦Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  Very  likely ; 
but  how  many  houses  are  there ;   what 
is  the  proportion  ?    That  is  the  impor- 
tant question.     I  say  that,  of  all  the 
town    houses   that  are  built,   perhaps 
there  is  only  one  in  a  hundred  that  is 
built  by  the  freeholder   for  his    own 
occupation;    and  in  such  a  case  it  is 
important  that^we  should  not  legislate 
for  exceptional  instances.     It  seems  to 
me    that    one    of    the    great    evils    of 
legislative    proposals    made    in    recent 
times   has  been  the   application  of   a 
universal  remedy  to  meet  solitary  oases 
of  grievance.     That  is  not  good ;    it  is 
bad  legislation,  and  the  final  result  of 
such  legislation  often  is  to  bring  about 
the  very  opposite  of  the  objects  sought 
tj  be  attained.      Excluding  the  short 
leaseholds  and  the  instance  in  which  a 
freeholder  builds  for  his  own  occupation, 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  evidence  of 
a   convincing  kind    to   show   that  the 
property    built  on  leasehold  tenure  is 
worse  than  that  built  on  freehold  tenure. 
The  hon.  Member  in   this   connection 
referred  to  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Select  Committee  by  builders,  and  said 
it  was  a  significant  fact  that  all  of  them 
were  in  favour  of  leasehold  enfranchise- 
ment.    But  let  me  point  out  an  equally 
significant  fact,  and  that  is,  that  two  out 
of  the  three  builders  who  were  examined 
stated  that  they  built  exactly  the  same 
class  of  house  on  leasehold  as  they  did 
on  freehold  land.     The  third  built  only 
on  leasehold,  and  he  complained  of  the 
stringency  with  which  the  requirements 
of  the  landlord  were  enforced,  in  conser 
quence  of  the  close  supervision  of  the 
landlord's  surveyor.    And  now  I  pass 
to  the  question  of  bad  repair.     Here, 
again,  the  evidence  is  most  inconclusive. 
It  is  argued  that  as  the  freeholder  would 
have  a  grater  interest  in  the  property 
than  the  leaseholder,  he  would  be  hkely 
to  keep  it  in  better  repair.     But  over 
the  leaseholder  there  is  a  landlord  who 
has  interests  to  be  protected.    The  great 
argument  for  supposing  that  leasehold 
tenure  leads  to  dilapidation,  is  that  the 
tenant  avoids  executing  repairs  at  the 
fag  end  of  the  lease.     As  against  this, 
however,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
on  the  best  leasehold  estates  the  houses 
are  completely  rebuilt  at  the  expiration 
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of  the  lease.  It  is  a  singular  fact 
that,  80  far  as  the  evidence  goes,  I 
doubt  whether  there  is  one  case  in  which 
the  powers  of  clearance  possessed  by 
local  authorities  have  been  carried  out  on 
leasehold  property,  whereas  there  are 
several  cases  in  which  these  powers 
have  been  carried  out  as  against  free- 
hold property.  That  is  a  strong  argu- 
ment for  believing  that  where  property 
gets  into  a  bad  state  on  freehold  land  it 
is  likely  to  go  from  bad  to  worse; 
whereas  on  leaseholds  there  is  a  term 
put  to  the  deterioration,  and  houses 
are,  in  the  natural  course  of  things, 
pulled  down  and  rebuilt.  With 
regard  to  the  allegation  that  the 
leasehold  system  causes  high  rents, 
the  evidence  distinctly  goes  to  disprove 
that  proposition,  and  many  of  the 
witnesses  examined  before  the  Oom- 
mission  maintained  that  estates  were 
more  easily  developed  on  the  leasehold 
than  on  the  freehold  system.  If,  as 
is  alleged,  the  system  in  question  by 
depriving  working  men  of  the  power  of 
building  their  own  houses  takes  away  a 
powerful  inducement  to  thrift,  that 
would  certainly  be  an  argument  for 
some  change  if  other  interests  were  not 
materially  injured  by  it.  But  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  benefits  to 
the  working  classes  arising  from  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  would  be  illusory, 
and  that  the  only  result  would  be  loss, 
injury,  and  annoyance  to  other  classes. 
No  doubt,  it  is  a  fascinating  picture 
that  is  presented  to  us  of  the  working 
man  owning  his  house  and  sitting  under 
his  vine,  but  surely  it  cannot  be 
seriously  contended  that  the  leasehold 
system  constitutes  the  obstacle  to  the 
attainment  of  that  ideal.  It  appears  to 
me  to  be  perfectly  ludicrous  to  make 
any  such  proposition.  Nor  would  this 
Bill  help  the  working  man  to  become  a 
freeholder,  except  in  the  most  trifling 
number  of  cases.  It  operates  by 
enabling  leaseholders,  whose  leases  have 
twenty  years  or  more  to  run,  to  buy  up 
the  freeholder's  interest.  But  how 
many  working  men  own  leases  of  twenty 
years,  or  indeed  leases  at  all?  It  is 
evident  the  working  classes  will  not  be 
converted  into  owners  by  this  Bill ;  who 
then  will  gain  by  it?  Sir,  the  real 
gainer  under  this  measure  will  be  not 
the  occupier,  but  the  middleman,  the 
holder  between  the  freeholder  and  the 
tenant;  and  what  in  Heaven's  name 

Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 


has  the  middleman  done  that  he  should 
be  treated  with  special  tenderness  hj 
Parliament  ?  For  the  sake  of  conTort- 
ing  a  certain  number  of  the  wealthier 
class  of  leaseholders  into  freeholders  and 
for  the  sake  of  enabling  the  middleznaii 
to  obtain  the  freehold  of  leasehold  pro* 
perty  what  are  you  going  to  give  up? 
In  the  first  place  you  are  going  to  adopt 
legislation  for  which  there  is  no  prece- 
dent whatever.  The  hon.  Member  cited 
one  or  two  Acts  which  he  seemed  to 
consider  were  precedents  for  his  BUI.. 
He  mentioned  the  Irish  Land  Act  and 
says  that  that  gives  a  precedent  for  th& 
breaking  of  contracts.  Now,  I  am  not 
myself  a  great  admirer  of  the  Irish 
Land  Act,  but  let  me  point  out  that 
the  contracts  which  it  interferes  with 
differ  greatly  from  those  which  this  Bill 
will  interfere  with.  Then  the  hon.. 
Member  referred  to  the  Copyholds  Act. 
But  this  only  applies  to  those  cases> 
where  there  is  no  reversion  because- 
tenants  have  got  perpetuity  of  tenure, 
and  it  therefore  positively  constitutes  a. 
precedent  against  the  Bill  because  it. 
shows  where  the  legislature  at  that 
time  thought  it  necessary  to  stop  in 
dealing  with  the  contracts.  Further, 
the  Bill  would  seriously  injure  those 
who  now  have  a  stake  in  ground  renta 
and  would  be  most  unjust  in  its  opera- 
tions, for  it  provides  no  compensatioik 
for  severance,  nor  for  forced  sale, 
neither  does  it  provide  on  an  adequate- 
scale  for  the  payment  of  costs.  The 
Bill  would  inflict  a  gross  injustice,  not 
only  on  the  large  landlords,  but  on  the 
owners  of  ground-rents,  who  Jire  by 
no  means  a  small  body  easy  to  attack  like 
the  landlords,  and  whose  interest  the 
House  is  bound  to  consider  far  more 
than  the  interests  of  the  middleman.. 
I  have  given  the  House  some  of  the 
reasons,  but  by  no  means  all  the  reasons,, 
that  induce  me  to  oppose  this  BilL  I. 
submit  that  if  it  were  passed  the  publie 
in  general  would  suffer,  while  a  limited 
number  of  individuals  would  gain.  I 
reg^d  it  as  not  only  a  bad  Bill,  but  a 
recklessly  bad  Bill,  because,  while  it 
betrays  a  complete  disregard  of  prin- 
ciple, it  fails  to  display  a  single  sign 
of  statesmanlike  perception  or  insight 
on  the  part  of  those  who  are  responsible 
for  it.  They  do  not  seem  to  have 
thought  out  the  result  of  their  own  pro* 
posals.  It  is  not  for  me  to  anticipate 
what  the  report  of  the  Select  Committee 
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may  be ;  but  I  cannot  help  hoping  that 
when  it  does  appear,  not  only  will  the 
refusal  of  the  House  to  entertain  this 
Bill  be  justified  by  that  report,  but  its 
effect  will  be  to  save  the  House  the 
trouble  of  considering  such  crude  pro- 
posals for  the  future. 

♦Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham) : 

I  do  not  propose  to  devote  much  time 

to    the  task  of   following  the  speech 

of    the    hon.    Member    who    has   just 

aat  down.     I  may,  however,   say  that 

although     I     have     heard     a     good 

many    speeches    directed   against    this 

proposal    I    did    not    hear    anything 

particularly  new  in  the  •speech  of  the 

hon.    Gentleman.      He    declared    that 

people  entered  into  the  contracts  imder 

the  leasehold  system    with  their   eyes 

open,  and  that,  no  doubt,    is  true ;  but 

it  is  equally  true  that  the  leaseholders 

enter  into   those   contracts   with    their 

hands  tied,   the  land   owner  having  a 

monopoly  of  a  property  of  which  the 

leaseholder  is  bound  to  possess  himself 

under   some    condition    or    other,    the 

reeult  being  that  he  has  to  comply  with 

the  conditions  laid  down  by   the  only 

person  from  whom  he  can  obtain  what 

he  requires.    The  other  point  of  the  hon. 

Member's  speech  seemed  to  be  that  the 

whole  of  the  improvements  of  the  land 

are  due  to  the  wonderful  action  of  the 

leasehold  system  and  of  the  landlords 

who  are  the  authors  of  it.     Well,  Sir, 

we  on  this  side  of  the  House  do   not 

believe  that  that  is  the  case ;   on  the 

oontrary,   we  think  that    most  of  the 

evils  connected  with  the  housing  of  the 
population  are  due  to  the  leasehold  sys- 
tem and  not  to  the  freehold  system.  The 
hon.  G-entleman  made  a  great  admission 
when  he  said  the  houses  of  the  best 
class  were  usually  built  on  the  freehold 
aystem. 

♦Mr.  Q.  W.  BALFOUR  :    The  hon. 

Oentleman  somewhat  misrepresents  what 

I  stated.     What  I  said  was  that  where 

the  owner  of  the  land  built  for  his  own 
oocupation,  houses  of  that  class  would 


probably  be  more  substantially  built 
than  others. 

♦Mr.  BROADHURST;    But  we  are 

anticipating  that  the  system  of  freehold 

plots  for  the  erection  of  cottages  will 
take  the  place  of  the  leasehold  system. 

♦  Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  I  said  that 

the  best  houses  were  those  built  by  the- 

freeholder  for  his  own  occupation,  but 
that  in  99  cases  out  of  100  the  houses 
were  built  by  speculative  builders. 

♦Mr.  BROADHURST  :  Precisely  so  ;. 
there  is  no  divergence  of  statement 
there.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  an  hon. 
Member  who  represents  a  Welsh  con- 
stituency he  would  have  heard  of  the- 
substantial  erections  which  are  placed 
by  the  Welsh  workmen  even  on  lease- 
hold property ;  and  I  put  it  to  the 
House  what  would  be  the  case  if  the 
property  were  freehold  instead  of  lease- 
hold ?  That,  in  point  of  fact,  involves 
the  whole  case.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  the  witnesses  before  the 
Committee  upstairs  did  not  admit  that 
they  put  up  a  worse  class  of  house 
on  leasehold  property  than  they  erected 
on  freehold  property.  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  imagine  that  that  class  of' 
men  are  so  innocent  that  they  will  ad- 
mit they  are  doing  their  utmost  to  scamp 
all  the  work  they  do  on  leasehold  land  ? 
The  idea  is  perfectly  absurd.     They  will 

admit  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  should 
like  to  say  a  word  or  two — and  I  do  it- 
with  the  greatest  diffidence — with  regard 
to  the  speech  we*  have  heard  this  after- 
noon from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  South  Molton  Division  of  Devon- 
shire (Lord  Lymington).  I  am  afraid 
that  I  must  object  to  the  arguments 
used  by  the  noble  Lord  and  the  conclu- 
sions at  which  he  arrived;  but  what 
I  have  specially  in  mind  is  the 
noble  Lord's  reference  to  the  Re- 
port of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
the  Housing  of  the  Poor.  The  noble 
Lord,  in  his  lofty  and  eloquent  looking- 
down-upon-us  position  said  ''  the* 
recommendation  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
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flion — what  is  it?  Who  baa  ugfned' 
that  Tecommendadon  7  No  one  of  any 
consequence." 
*LoHD  LYMINGTON:  I  hope  I  may 
be  allowed  to  state  that  I  did  not  say 
anything  discourteous  of  the  gentlemen 
who  did  sign ;  what  I  said  was  that 
the  names  of  those  who  did  not  sign 
would  carry  more  weight  than  the 
names  of  those  who  did,  and  that  there 


*Me.  BKOADHUaST :  But  the  evi- 
dence is  altogether  another  matter. 
I  am  referriog  to  the  noble  Lord's 
declaration  that  the  recommendation  of 
the  Eoyal  (jommisBion  was  signed  by  a 
body  of  persons  of  no  consequence 
whatever,  or,  at  any  rate,  of  "  n( 
influence,"  that,  I  believe,  being  thi 
phrase  used  by  the  noble  Lord,  0 
course  the  meaning  was  that  all  thi 
gentleman  ofiaduence  abstained  from 
signing. 

*LoKD  LYMINGTON :  That  is  not  bo. 

*Mh.  BEOADHURST:  I  took  down 
the  words  used  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  I 
must  ask  the  noble  Lord  to  allow  me  to 
maintain  my  position. 

*LoKD  LYMINGTON:  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Gentleman  but  I 
-certainly  never  said  what  he  has  attri- 


Mb.  BEOADHTJEST  :  If  the  noble 
Lord  disclaims  the  statement,  I  am,  ol 
course,  bound  to  accept  his  explanation, 
but  ae  to  the  accuracy  of  my  quotadon, 
I  still  maintain  that  I  heard  him  say, 
and  I  heard  it  with  great  surprise,  that 
the  Eoyal  Commission  was  divided  into 
seotioDS — that  is  to  say,  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  body  were  weighed  out 
into  parcels  by  the  noble  \x>tA,  the  divi' 
sion  being  as  to  those  who  were  of  ooQ' 
sequence,  and  those  who  were  of  no 
consequence.  It  is  a  long  time  since  I 
bave  listened  to  such  an  argument. 
Now,  let  me  for  a  moment  refer  to  the 
uames  of  those  who  signed  the  recom' 
onendation.  One  of  the  firat  signaturoi 
Mr.  Broadhurit 
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waa  that  of  Cardinal  Manning,  thea 
oomea  that  of  Lord  Garrington,  a  nobler 
man  who  waa  held  to  be  a  proper 
person  to  send  out  as  Governor  of  one  of 
OUT  important  Colonies.  There  wen 
also  the  Lord  Provost  of  Edinburgh,  Mr. 
LyulphStanley,Mr.DwyerGrey,attdMr. 
Torrens,  and  then  comes  the  name  of  a 
gentleman  at  whose  feet  the  noble  Lord 
is  delighted  to  bend  and  pay  homage^ 
I  refer  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Bordesley  division  of  Birminf^ 
ham  (Mr.  Jesse  Collin  gs).  Beyond 
these  the  recommendations  was  signed 
by  another  gentleman,  wbo  ie  wdl 
known,  and  iPbose  worth  is  greatly  ap- 
predated— Mr.  Godwin,  and  a  further 
signatory  was  the  late  Mr.  Samael 
Morley.  There  were  10  signatures,  out 
of  17  forming  the  majority  of  the  Oom- 
miesiou  to  the  recommendation,  and 
yet  the  noble  Lord  taunta  us  with  not 
having  the  signature  of  the  Chairman, 
knowing,  aa  he  doeaperfectly  well,  that 
under  the  circumstance^  the  Chairman  of 
the  Commission  could  not  sign  the  Eeport. 
However,  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
sion did  something  else.  He  assured  va 
that  his  sympathies  were  entirely  with 
that  recommendation,  and  immediately 
after  he  obtained  his  freedom  from  the 
responsibility  of  his  Chairmanship  he 
delivered  an  address  to  bis  constituents 
entirely  approving  of  leasehold  enfran- 
ohisement,  and  after  that  he  published 
a  pamphlet  eudorsing  the  whole  of  the 
proposals  put  forward  in  that  direction. 
What,  then,  becomes  of  the  taunt  of  the 
noble  Lord  as  to  the  absence  of  the 
signature  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee?  There  waa  one  name  that  waa 
not  attached  to  the  document,  and  it 
was  that  of  the  present  Prime  Minister. 
Well,  we  did  not  expect  that  be  wonld 
bave  signed  the  recommendation.  It  ia 
enough  for  us  that  the  majority  signed 
it,  and  had  circumstances  been  other- 
wise I  have  no  doubt  that  some  of  thoae 
whose  names  are  not  attached  to  the 
document  would  have  signed  it.  The 
noble  Lord  went  on  to  point  out  to  the 
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House  the  great  Dational  education 
disaster  that  would  follow  the  paming 
of  this  Bill,  espeoiall;  with  regard  to 
Birmingham.  It  is  remarkable  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  have  selected 
Birmingham  as  the  only  place  in  this 
country  tbatdeserred  notice  in  eloquent 
speech  ;  and  this  is  specially  noticeable 
after  he  had  placed  his  Friend  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bordesley  in  the  category 
of  those  who  are  of  no  oonaequence  and 
who  hold  no  position  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. But.  Sir,  we  do  not  propose,  as  has 
been  alleged,  to  rob  Corpiirationa  of  their 
funds— as  anyone  who  has  listened  to 
the  noble  Lord  would  imagine  was  our 
intention — without  purchase  or  com- 
Densation.  I  think  I  heard  au  hon. 
Member  opposite  say  "  hear,  hear " 
when  I  apoKe  of  our  being  charged  with 
the  intention  of  seiziug  property  without 
oompensdtiou  or  purchase. 

Sin  W.  MARRIOTT  (Brighton): 
Without  proper  compensation. 
*Mb.  BROADHUBST:  I  challenge 
anyone  in  this  House  to  say  there  is  a 
wigle  sentence  or  line  in  this  Bill  from 
title  page  to  finish,  showing  the  least 
indication  of  a  desire  to  act  otherwise 
than  perfectly  and  legitimately  and 
fairly  towards  the  owners  of  property 
which  we  merely  seek  to  transfer  on  a 
well  advised  system  and  under  equitable 
conditions.  I  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  way  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
put  forward  King  Edward's  School  and 
the  Mason's  College  at  Birmingham  as 
subjects  for  the  sympathy  and  protection 
■of  the  House  was,  in  point  of  fact,  a 
mode  of  using  those  institutions  as  a 
sort  of  armour-plate  for  the  protection 
of  the  great  landlords  in  other 
parts  of  the  country.  But  happily  the 
great  landlords  and  institutions  of  the 
countiy  are  in  no  danger  from  this  pro- 
posal. The  greatest  amount  of  danger 
in  that  direction  arises  from  speeches 
such  as  that  to  which  we  have  listened 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
O.  W.  Balfour),  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  South  Molton  Division 
of  Devonshire  (Lord  Lymington).    The 


1,  1889}  &Jratuhii«nuta  Sill  942 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  will  be  more 
popular  with  the  extreme  reformers  of 
this  country  than  with  the  more  moder- 
ate land  reforming  section  of  the  com- 
munity. The  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson)  said  he  would  be 
condemned  by  the  Socialists  and  those  in 
favour  of  the  nationalization  of  land  for 
making  proposals  that  would  iDevitably 
create  a  larger  number  of  landowners, 
and  thereby  make  the  work  of  land 
nationalisation  more  difficult  than  it 
otherwise  would  be.  The  noble  Lord 
has  said  we  are  promoting  a  measure 
that  will  benefit  no  class  of  the  com- 
munity worthy  of  consideration.  I  ask 
the  noble  Lord  whether  he  still  adheres 
to  that  opinion  after  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Merionethshire  (Mr.  Ellis}? 

•LoKD  LYMINGTON  t  I  do. 

•Mb.  BROADHHHST  :  Then  I  invito 
the  House  to  notice  that  the  noble  Lord 
still  maintains  the  opinion  that  the  Bill 
would  benefit  no  class  of  the  community 
worthy  of  consideration.  I  regret  beyond 
measure  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
hold  to  that  declaration  after  what  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merionethshire  with  regard  to  the  Welsh 
workmen.  If  the  noble  Lord  would  go 
into  North  Wales  and  South  Wales,  and 
also  through  nearly  the  whole  of  Oom- 
wall,  some  parts  of  his  own  county, 
Devonshire,  and  a  good  portion  of  the 
north  of  England,  especially  what  is 
known  as  the  Tyneside ;  if  he  would 
also  extend  hia  researches  to  Worcester- 
shire he  would  find  thousands  of  honent 
workmen  who  have  petitioned  the  House 
pass  their  measure  which,  neverthe- 
is,  he  says  will  benefit  no  class  of  the 
community  worthy  of  consideration.  I 
ask  the  House  is  not  the  class  I  have 
named  that  very  class  which  it  ought  to  . 
consider.  Are  not  the  thrifty  workmen 
of  Wales  and  Oornwall  a  class  whose  in* 
tereststhis  Houseought  to  regard,  and  to 
whom  it  should  be  ever  ready  to  give 
aid,  guidance,  and  encouragement?  This 
measure  has  been  spoken  of  from  the 
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religious    point    of   view.     I  think   it    with  regard  to  chapels.     I  admit  that 
worthy  of  our  consideration  if  it  merely    with  regard  to  chapels  a  grieyance  has 

existed,   but  from  the    evidence  given 


dealt  with  the  question  of  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  places  of  worship ;  because  I 
can  conceive  of  nothing  more  cruel, 
oppressive  and  intolerant  than  the 
possession  by  the  Landlords  of  such 
a  monopoly  of  the  earth's  surface 
as  to  enable  them  to  dictate 
whether  the  religious  communities 
around  them  shall  have  a  covering  for 
their  heads  during  the  performance  of 
worship.  I  am  here  reminded  of  what 
has  taken  place  at  Hatfield,  where  a 
nonconforming  body  have  had  to  wor- 
ship in  a  shed  adjoining  the  roadside 
because  the  noble  Marquess  owning  the 
property  would  neither  sell  nor  lease 
suitable  land  to  build  a  chapel  upon,  the 
only  concession  he  would  make  was  to 
offer  a  site  upon  a  sewage  farm.  As 
I  had  charge  of  and  prepared  this  Bill 
six  years  ago,  and  invited  the  House  to 
discuss  it  then,  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  testifying  my  satisfaction 
and  that  of  the  friends  with  whom  I 
have  been  working  on  this  subject,  at 
the  enormous  progress  this  question  has 
made,  the  only  doubt  in  our  minds  now 
is  whether  the  Bill  before  the  House 
is  sufficiently  far-reaching  to  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  time.  If  by  delay  we 
should  be  able  to  obtain  a  greater 
measure,  we  shall  be  indebted  for  that 
result,  not  to  our  own  poor  services, 
not  to  the  insignificant  persons  whose 
names  are  of  no  value  and  of  no  conse- 
quence— and  who  have  no  influence 
when  they  sign  reports  and  recom- 
mendations— but  rather  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Leeds  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  South 
Molton  Division  of  Devonshire. 

Sir  W.  T.  MAEEIOTT  (Brighton) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  some  of  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Members,  and  especially  the  last 
one,  shows  how  very  inconvenient  it  is 
to  have  a  debate  in  this  House  on  a 
subject  which  is  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Committee  appointed  by 
it.  That  Committee  has  to  report,  and 
whatever  report  they  make  it  may  be 
said  that  they  have  been  influenced  by 
the  opinion  expressed  in  this  House  to- 
night. There  is  one  point  to  which  I 
have   been  listening — the  point  raised 
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before  the  Committee  I  do  not  think  the- 
grievance  is  as  great  as  has  been  stated. 
In  my  own  view  a  landlord  is  not  fit  to- 
be  a  landlord  who  on  account  of  his  own 
religious  convictions  will  not  give  any 
body  of  Christians  a  place  upon  which  to 
build  a  chapel.  I  have  certainly  not  the 
slightest  sympathy  with  such  conduct. 
We  have  already  had  three  Eeports 
from  this  Committee,  and  let  me  teU 
hon.  Members — I  believe  I  am  not  really 
disclosing  a  secret,  hon.  Members  or 
Members  of  the  Committee  will  oorrect 
me  if  I  am  wrong — that  in  every  one  of 
those  three  draft  Eeports,  though  of 
course  they  are  not  yet  sanctioned,  it 
is  suggested  that  something  should  be 
done  to  remedy  this  evil  with  regard  to 
chapels.  Therefore,  without  this  dis- 
cussion raised  by  the  Bill  of  the  hon» 
Member  that  evil  would  have  been  reme- 
died. Eeference  has  been  made  to  the 
grievance  in  North  Wales.  There  are 
many  cases  of  grievance  not  only  of 
working  men,  but  other  men  who  have- 
put  money  into  property  and  not  received 
proper  compensation.  I  can  understand 
that  many  people  hold  strongly  the  view 
that  it  would  be  much  better  for  th& 
working  classes  if  many  of  them  were  to 
become  freeholders,  and,  in  fact,  I  quite 
agree  with  what  was  said  by  my  hon.. 
Friend  who  proposed  the  Second  Eead- 
ing  of  this  Bill.  He  says  that  he  is  very 
much  against  the  Socialists  ;  so  are  we» 
He  says  that  this  Bill  would  act  against 
the  Socialists.  I  quite  agree  that  a  large 
number  of  freeholds  would  act  against 
Socialism,  but  it  would  also  act  against 
the  Eadical  Party.  I  believe  we  should 
have  a  good  many  recruits  for  this  sid^ 
of  the  House  from  the  freeholders.  I 
certainly  would  increase  the  number  of 
freeholders  in  thb  country.     But,  Sir^ 

that  is  not  the  question.  Comparing  the 
speech  of  the  hon.   Member  with  the 
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Bill  which  he  has  brought  in,  I  cannot 
help  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  he 
does  not  understand  his  own  Bill  nor 
how  far  it  reaches.  We  are  not  now 
talking  of  the  principle  of  leasehold 
enfranchisement.  I  quite  admit  there 
may  be  a  system  of  leasehold  en- 
franchisement that  may  be  just.  We 
have  a  Bill  before  the  House,  and  I 
•quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  on 
this  point)  that  it  has  been  met  by  a 
side  issue  in  the  Amendment  proposed. 
I  congratulate  the  noble  Lord  who 
moved  the  Amendment  on  his  speech 
in  proposing  it.  It  was  a  most  eloquent 
and  able  speech,  but  it  was  more 
adapted  to  the  straightforward  course 
which  I  propose,  namely,  that  of  throw- 
ing out  the  Bill.  My  objection  is  not  to 
leasehold  enfranchisement,  and  not  to  an 
increase  of  freeholders,  but  to  this  Bill, 
because  it  is  an  absolute  sham.  This 
Bill  is  not  real,  it  is  a  Bill  brought  in 
under  false  pretences.  It  is  brought  in 
under  the  pretence  that  it  will  benefit 
the  poor  man,  but  it  will  benefit  the  rich 
man.  It  is  a  cowardly  Bill,  trying  to  do 
by  a  side  issue  what  the  author  of  it 
apparently  dared  not  and  could  not  do 
openly.  If  he  wants  to  abolish  lease- 
holds, why  does  he  not  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
abolish  that  tenure  in  this  country,  and 
^hen  he  has  abolished  the  tenure,  con- 
sider the  contract  in  regard  to  it  ?  He 
brings  in  a  Bill  which  to  a  great  extent 
would  abolish  it,  but  only  for  a  term  of 
1 9  years  and  a  certain  number  of  days. 
Then,  Sir,  I  shall  show  presently  that 
the  Bill  is  absolutely  unjust,  and 
that,  in  regkrd  to  the  procedure  it 
•proposes,  it  is  absolutely  ludicrous. 
And  I  can  only  say  that  the  result  would 
be  disastrous  to  every  class — to  the  rich 
and  to  the  working  classes.  It  would 
be  disastrous  to  the  thrifty  class, 
^hich  we  ought  to  protect.  I  must 
<cong^tulate  the  hon.  Member  on 
the  effect  of  his  imagination,  which 
was  astonishing.     I  heard  the   noble 
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Lord  speak,  and  I  heard  the  Member 

for  Leith  speak,  and  I  never  heard  any 

of    the     sentiments     which     the    hon. 

Member    attributed     to     them.       He 

wished  to  make  a  little  political  capital 

to  be  able  to  go  to  the  country  and  say 

that  the  noble  Lord — what  a  terrible 

thing  to  be  a  Lord — had  from  his  high 

position   spoken   disrespectfully  of  the 

working  classes.     That  was  his  object ; 

to  stand  here  as  the  champion  of  the 

down-trodden  working   men,   the  poor 

people  in  Wales,  the  men  with  whom 

he   sympathises,    and  to   point   to   the 

noble  Lord,  who  from  the  power  of  his 

noble    position    had    denounced    those 

working  men.      Never    a    more    false 

issue   was  raised   in  debate.     Nobody 

knows  better  than  the  hon.  Member  the 

great  interest  taken    in   the    working 

classes  by  the  noble  Lord  whom  he  has 

chosen  to  denounce.     The  hon.  Member 

reminds  me    of    some    preachers    who 

^aise  an  imaginary  man  of  straw  only  to 

knock  him  down,  calling  him  first  of  all 

after  the  noble  Lord,  and  then  after  the 

Member    for   Leith.     Then    the    hon. 

Member  was  very  much  troubled  about 

what   had   been   said  of  some   of  the 

members  of  the  Boyal  Commission  who 

were  appoiilted  to  act  with  regard  to 

the  Housing  of  the  Poor.     I  would  ask 

some  members  to  look  at  the  preamble 

of  this  Bill,  which  is  very  misleading. 

It  says  that  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to 

carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission.  Now  when  you  speak 
of  the  Royal  Commission  you  speak  of 
the  whole  of  the  members  as  a  body. 
What  did  that  Royal  Commission  do  ? 
There  were  17  members,  and  those 
17  members  made  a  Report  of,  I  think, 
12  pages,  full  of  information  and  full 
of  facts,  and  in  which  there  were  some 
very  valuable  suggestions.  A  supple- 
mentary Report  was  added  of  about  30 
or  40  lines.  Notwithstanding  the 
severe  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Broadhurst)  I  do  think  there  is 
such  a  thing  as  weighing  heads  as  well 
as   oounting    heads.      We  can   weigh 
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them  and  the  hrains  that  are  in  them 
too.     The  hoD.  Member  read  the  names 
of  the  ten,  but  he  did   not  read   the 
names  of   the    seven.     Here    are    the 
names  of  the  seven :  H.E.H.  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  Lord  Salisbury,  Lord  Bram-  ' 
well,  Mr.  Goschen,  Sir  Eichard  Gross, 
the  Bishop  of  Bedford,  and  Sir  Charles 
Dilke,  the  Chairman.   [**  Oh !  *'];  I  will 
not  make  any  uncomplimentary  remarks 
about  the   ten,  but  I   think  the   hon. 
Member  ought  to  admit  the  weight  of 
these    names,   especially    that    of   the 
Chairman.     I  know  the  Chairman  made 
a  speech  in  Chelsea,  but  we  know  what 
people  before  their  constituents  some- 
times  say.     [Cheers.]    As  that  senti- 
ment was  so  much  cheered,  I  will  ask, 
to  whom  do  you  attach  most  weight,  a 
speech  made  to  the  electors  at  Chelsea, 
or  the  Beport  of  the  Koyal  Commission, 
to  which  Sir  Charles  Dilke's  name  is 
attached  ?    Sir   Charles  Dilke    signed 
the  Eeport,  but  he  did   not  sign  the 
supplementary  Report.     He  may  have 
had  pressure  put  upon  him  afterwards. 
This  issue  is  not  raised  by  myself  but 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  last  spoke. 
He  read  out  the  names  of  10  gentlenien, 
against  whom  I  have  nothing  to  say, 
but  as  he  read  out  those  10  names  I  am 
justified    in    reading    my    seven,   and 
the    House    will    say  to    which    they 
attach    most    importance.     It    is    said 
sometimes  that  the  wish  is  father  to  the 
thought,  and  I  think  that  often  in  these 
Committees  pre-conceived  opinions  are 
often  father  to  the  facts  found.     The 
volumes  are  not  here  from  which  the 
hon.  Member  quoted,  in  introducing  the 
Bill,   the  evidence  of  Mr.  Harrison,  a 
solicitor  of  eminence,  but  there  are  any 
number  of   opinions  which    the    hon. 
Member  did  not  quote,  and  in  those 
volumes  you  may  get  opinions  that  will 
support  anything  on  a  variety  of  sub- 
jects, and  if  you  take  only  one  individual 
opinion  you  may  almost  support  any 
position  you   take   up.     But,  in  these 
reports,  what  you  have  got  to  do  is  to 
compare  the  different  opinions,  attaching 
weight  to  some  and  not  to  others.  What 
is  required  is  a  judicial  decision  with 
regard  to  the  result  of  this  evidence, 
and  that  certainly  was  not  given  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  intro- 
duced the  Bill.    Now  there  comes  the 
^question     whether    there    is    a    great 
desire  upon   the  part   of  the  working 
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classes     to    have    freehold    property. 
Some  evidence  was  given  as  to  this  which 
was  not  quoted   by  the    hon.  Member 
for    St.    Pancras — the    evidence    of    a. 
Member  of  this  House,  the  late  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
Heneage),   holding  property   at  Great 
Grimsby.     This  evidence  was  g^ven  as 
to  his  property,  on  which  989  housea 
have  been  built  since  1860  on  99  years'' 
leases.     Of  tliese,  350  are  inhabited  by" 
working  men  at  rents  of  less  than  £,\2 
a  year.     In  1884  the  ground  landlord 
issued  a  notice  to  every  one  of  those- 
men  that  he  was  willing  to  enfranchise- 
them  at  25  years'  purchase,  and  I  think 
everybody  will  admit  that  25  years'  pur- 
chase of  the  ground  rents,  and  no  other 
compensation,    was    a    very    moderate 
amount  to  ask.  But  what  has  happened  ? 
Out  of  the  989  leaseholders  only  32  had, 
up  to  the  time  the  evidence  was  g^ven 
last  year,  applied  for  enfranchisement  ^ 
and  this  is  the  more  remarkable  because 
there   are  in   Great  Grimsby  a  dozen 
building  societies  very  much  like  the- 
one  they  have  at  Leeds.     The  societies 
cannot  live    for    lack    of  money,   and 
several  of  the  witnesses  said,  when  the- 
question  was  put  to  them,  they  could 
have  enfranchised  their  leaseholds,  bat- 
did  not  care  to  do  it.     This  was  the 
effect  of  the  evidence  from  Grimsby — 
that    scarcely     anybody,    either    indi- 
vidually or  as  members  of  a  buildings 
society,  cared  to  enfranchise  their  pro- 
perty.   I  can  understand  that  there  may^ 
be  many  cases  in  which  workmen  might 
like  to  have  freeholds.  I  can  understand 
it  in  mining  districts,  or  in  any  place 
where  there  is  constant  and  fairly  certain 
work,  and  where  a  man  is  likely  to  spend 
the  whole    of    his  life;    and    if    any 
measure  were  brought  into  this  House  to- 
facilitate  the  acquisition  in  such  circum- 
stances of  freeholds  on  equitable  terms^ 
I,   for   one,    should    certainly  support- 
it.     The    more    freeholds    the  better. 
But    I    say     that     this    Bill    would 
not  help  these  men  except  in  very  few 
instances,  and  in  others,  and  those  the 
majority,  would  do  far  more  harm  than 
good.    It    certainly    would     not    help 
working  men  one  bit  in  London,  where- 
they  are  likely  to  have  to  change  and 
shift  about  to  seek  work.    There  are 
instances  easily  conceivable,  indeed,  in. 
which  a  freehold  property  might  be  a 
great  detriment  to  a  man  here.     Suppose 
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he  has  acquired  a  house  near  what  was 
a  flourislung  shipbuilding  yard  some 
years  ag^.  The  yard  is  closed,  and  not 
only  has  the  man  lost  his  work,  but  he 
has  on  his  hands  a  house  which  he  can- 
not leave.  What  is  really  wanted  by 
certain  classes  is,  rather,  increased  facili- 
ties for  leaving  particular  neighbour- 
hoods in  search  of  work.  Therefore  I 
say  that  this  Bill  would  not  affect  a 
single  working  man  in  London.  [An 
hon.  Member:  **  Woolwich."]  Well, 
Woolwich  is  not  in  London.  Wool- 
wich is  just  the  very  place  where  I 
should  expect  that  working  men  would 
wish  to  have  freeholds,  because  per- 
manent employment  is  afforded  by  the 
dockyards.  With  regard  to  London 
proper,  there  is  not  one  working  man 
m  a  hundred  thousand  who  has  a  lease 
of  20  years.  [Anhon.MEMBEB:  **Yes."] 
Well,  there  are  comparatively  very  few, 
and  if  this  Bill  is  passed  I  will  tell  the 
House  who  will  benefit  by  it — it  will  be 
the  rich  people  who  live  at  the  West 
End,  in  Grosvenor  Square  and 
Ghrosvenor  Place,  and  above  all 
the  wealthy  clubs  in  Pall  Mall. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Members  of 
those  wealthy  clubs  think  they  have  a 
friend  in  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Pan- 
oras.  Just  consider  for  a  moment  the 
result  of  the  4th  Clause  of  this  Bill, 
which  states  that  the  measure  is  to  come 
into  force  on  the  Ist  February  next. 
Take  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  West- 
minster. Many  years  ago  he  gave  to 
Mr.  Cubitt  a  lease  of  99  years.  Mr. 
Oubitt  has  built  a  house,  and  has  leased 
it  to  Mr.  Jones  for  60  years.  Mr.  Jones 
has  lived  in  the  house  30  years  and  has 
leased  it  to  Mr.  Eobinson,  who  has  now 
22  years  to  run.  What,  under  this  Bill, 
coold  he  do  ?  He  could  give  notice  to 
Mr.  Jones,  to  Mr.  Cubitt,  and  to  the 
Duke  of  Westminster  in  accordance 
with  this  clause,  and .  the  case  comes, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  says,  before  the 
County  Court,  which  is  intended  for 
small  debtors  and  the  working  classes 
generally,  but  which,  if  this  labour  is 
thrown  upon  it,  will  be  overburdened. 
Well,  Mr.  Eobinson  gives  his  notice 
and,  in  due  course,  becomes  a  free- 
holder. He  gains ;  Mr.  Jones  loses, 
Mr.  Cubitt  loses,  and  the  Duke  of 
Westminster  loses.  They  lose  the  in- 
terest on  the  property  they  had,  and 
they  are  put  to  two  sets  of  costs — they 


are  actually  out  of  pocket  for  the  bene- 
fit of  Mr.  Bobinson,  because  they  have 
to  pay  the  costs  of  the  Court  and  the 
costs  of  reinvestment.  [Mr.  Lawson: 
"There  is  provision  for  costs."]  There 
is,  on  a  very  low  scale,  but  has  the  hon. 
GFentleman  ever  known  taxed  costs  to 
come  up  to  the  whole  amount  ?  If  this 
Bill  is  passed,  I  repeat,  the  Duke  of 
Westminster,  Cubitt,  and  Jones  are  all 
out  of  pocket  by  the  costs,  and  have 
also,  perhaps,  to  pay  the  investment 
securities,  which  will  not  give  so  much 
interest.  The  one  person  who  gains  is 
Bobinson.  The  public  do  not  gain.  I 
can  understand  compulsory  powers 
being  put  forward  when  there  is  a 
public  advantage,  but  in  this  case  the 
public  does  not  benefit  one  iota.  If  this 
bill  became  law,  numbers  of  Members 
in  this  House  would  be  gainers,  and' 
I  should  be  one  among  them.  I  am 
not  speaking  against  the  principle  or 
leasehold  enfranchisement  on  equitable 
terms,  but  against  the  method  by  which 
it    is    proposed   to   give  effect  to    the 

grinciple  in  this  Bill.  What  the  hon. 
[ember  is  really  doing  by  this  Bill  is 
that  he  is  robbing  certain  people  for 
the  benefit,  no  doubt,  of  others.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  hon.  Member  holds 
about  the  law  of  contract.  We  have 
always  held  it  in  this  country  to  be  of 
a  sacred  character  ;  it  is  really  what  has 
made  this  country  flourish  and  become 
what  it  is,  not  only  in  commercial 
matters,  but  in  every  transaction,  and 
in  every  dealing  between  man  and  man. 
I  do  not  know  whether  my  hon.  Friend 
understands  the  difference  between 
leasehold,  freehold,  and  copyhold  pro- 
perty. I  rather  think  he  does  not,  for 
this  reason.  He  has  given  us  an. 
example  of  copyhold.  Now  copyhold  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  leasehold. 
Copyhold  property  is  like  a  fee  simple 
estate,  it  descends  from  father  to  soa 
just  like  the  fee  simple,  but  at  certain 
times,  such  as  deaths,  there  are  fines. 
The  Act  of  1852,  however,  gave  either 
the  landlord  or  the  tenant  the  power  of 
enfranchising  themselves  by  giving  a 
fixed  sum  instead  of  these  fines.  Under 
this  Bill  the  landlord  has  no  power 
to  compel  the  leaseholder  to  enfran- 
chise. It  is  a  Bill  entirely  in  favour 
of  the  man  who  has  got  the  last  lease^ 
for  21  years,  and  it  is  against  all  the- 
others.      I  can  understand    that  some^ 
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contracts  may   be    injurious.      If  they 
are  injurious,  let  law  be  passed  to  abolish 
them,  but  let  it  also  provide  that  those 
people  who  have  honestly  and  openly 
entered    into    those  contracts  shall  be 
fully  and  amply  compensated.    I  repeat 
that  this  Bill  would  be  very  disastrous 
indeed  to  many  classes.      There  is  no 
class    in     the     community    which    de- 
serves more  attention  from  this  House 
than  the  thrifty  and  saving  class,  who 
deny  themselves   during  their  lifetime 
for  the  benefit  of  their  children.     There 
is    evidence    in    the    Heport     of    this 
'Commission     with    regard    to    ground 
rents,    that    numbers   of   people    have 
been    content    for    years   vrith     1,    2, 
and  3  per  cent — in  one  case  less  than 
1  per  cent — so  that  when  the  property 
falls    in,    in    30   years    or   more   their 
children  will  have  the  advantage.    This 
Bill   would  affect   every  lease  for   999 
years  in  Manchester,  where  there   are 
-constantly   leases  for  that  period.     As 
the    law   now    stands     the     value    of 
those  leases  would  be  probably  30  years' 
purchase,  say,  £3,000.  The  moment  this 
Bill  passes,  the  value  would  drop  to  20 
years*  purchase,  £2,000,  and  I  want  to 
Jknow  why  people  who  have  put  their 
money  into  an  investment  of  this  kind 
■are  to  be  robbed  in  this  way  without 
benefit  to  any  public  interest.     Take  a 
stronger  case,  that  of  a  man  who  has 
been  content  with   one  per  cent.     He 
Tjought  the   property  some  nine  years 
ago.     He  bought  the  ground  rent  with 
30  years  to  run.     For  nine  years  he  was 
satisfied    with   less  than  one  per    cent 
because  he  knew  jthat  in   30  years  he 
would  come  into  a  large  property  for 
liis  children.  But  there  is  a  leaseholder 
on  it  who  has  got  it  for  21  years;  and 
if  this  Bill  is  passed,  and  he  enfranchises 
in    February,    the    unfortunate   owner 
does    not    get    any    benefit  whatever. 
There  are  a  great  number  of  investors 
in  these   ground  rents.     Thousands  of 
ground  rents  are  sold  in  London.    They 
£ave  all  been  sold  on  the  faith  of  exist- 
ing law.       Everyone  of  these  people 
would  suffer  by  this  Bill,  and  suffer  for 
'no  benefit  to  the  public.     What  I  say 
with  regard  to  this  Bill  is  that  it  has 
been  brought  in  under  false  pretences. 
Nothing  could  be  more  certain  than  that 
it  will  not  benefit   the   poor.     I   quite 
admit  that  as  population  increa8es,a8  the 
country  grows,  larger  power  will  have 

Mr.  Brondhurst 


to     be     given     to    looal      authorities. 
The  County   Councils   and    Municipal 
Authorities  will  want  more  power ;  and 
those  who  oppose  this  Bill  because  of 
its  unjustness  do  not  do  it  because  they 
do   not    wish    those    bodies    to    have 
greater  powers  in  the  way  of  enabling 
them  to   provide  better  houses  for  the 
working  classes.     Tho  principle  of  oom- 
pulsion  is  well  admitted  in  this  House. 
It  is   admitted  in  the  Allotments  Act 
and   in  many  other  Acts,  and  it    may 
have  to  be  extended.     But  why  I  ask 
you  to  oppose  this  Bill  \a  because  it  is 
practically   a  bogus  Bill,  and  will  not 
benefit  the  working  classes.      It  is  true 
that  it  suits   a  certain  section  of  this 
House  to  say  it  will  benefit  the  working 
classes.     When  they  want  anything  for 
themselves  it  is  always  for  the  benefit 
of  the  working  classes  and  of  the  poor. 
We  look  rather  to  action  than  to  pro- 
fession of  this  kind.     Though  we  hear  a 
great  many  professions  from  Members 
opposite,  the  legislation  with  regard  to 
the  housing  of  the  poor  was  initiated  by 
the  Conservative  Government.     It  was 
Mr.  Disraeli  who  gave  vent  to  the  motto, 
sanitas  sanitatis  omnia  est  sanitaSj  and  it 
was  a  Eadical  Member  who  translated  it 
into  a  **  policy  of  sewage."  The  greater 
part  of  the  legislation  for  the  benefit  of 
the   poorer  classes  has  been  initiated 
upon  this  and  not  upon  that  side  of  the 
House.    The  pretext  here  is  the  good  of 
the  poorer  classes,  but  the  result  will  be 
a  great    advantage    to    the    wealthier 
classes,  many  of  whom  sit  in  this  House. 
I  sincerely  hope  that  this  House  will 
support  the  amendment,  and,  if  it  has 
the  opportunity,  reject  this  BiU. 

♦Mb.  a.  ACLAND  (Yorkshire, 
W.E.,  Eotherham) :  I  think  this  debate 
will  be  most  remarkable  for  the  conces- 
sions that  have  been  made  by  various 
gentlemen  who  have  spoken  against 
the  Bill.  The  only  Member  who  has 
maintained  the  old  point  of  view  is  the 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Lymington)  who 
has  spoken  on  this  side.  He  comes 
under  the  category  which  was  described 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  (Lord  E.  Churchill)  who 
spoke  on  this  subject  four  years  ago. 
The  noble  Lord  said  there  were  still  to 
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be  found  certain  antediluvian  tories — 
the  traces  of  whom  were  to  be  found  by 
the  antiquarian  or  the  archaeologist) 
but  who  did  not  and  need  not  in  the 
least  alarm  any  practical  politician. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  is  not  one  of  these.  He  has 
shown  what  great  progress  this  question 
is  making.  He  charges  us  with  urging 
these  things  on  behalf  of  the  poor  and 
not  meaning  them.  He  himself — and 
I  do  not  charge  him  in  any  sense  by 
way  of  reproach — has  said  he  would 
help  working  men  in  this  matter  if  he 
could.  He  has  told  us  that  if  a  Bill 
was  introduced  that  would  enable  the 
working  men  in  the  quarry  districts  of 
Wales  or  of  Woolwich  to  get  the  owner- 
ship of  their  own  houses  he  would  sup- 
port it.  Let  him  bring  in  a  Bill  of  that 
kind  and  we  shall  be  getting  on  towards 
what  we  want.  Then  he  says  "your 
Bill  is  going  to  relieve  the  rich  man 
too."  The  difficulty  of  legislation  of 
this  kind  is  to  know  how  to  deal  with 
one  class  without  dealing  with  another; 
but  if  we  can  help  the  quarrymeu 
of  Wales  and  the  arsenal  men  of 
Woolwich,  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
not  help  the  hon.  Member  himself,  and 
Mr.  Eobinson,  of  Belgrave  Square, 
of  whom  he  has  spoken.  The  position 
broadly  is  this.  There  are  in  this 
country  three  methods  under  which 
houses  are  dealt  with.  The  first  is  the 
freehold  method,  which  '  is  spread 
largely  over  the  north  and  middle  of 
England  and  to  many  parts  of  the 
south  of  England.  In  the  freehold 
districts  neither  upper,  middle  or  lower 
classes  will  look  at  a  99  years'  lease,  how- 
ever much  you  try  to  press  it  upon 
them.  The  landlords  have  found  that 
out,  and  there  have  been  many  private 
Acts  passed,  beginning  with  recitals  to 
this  effect,    that    whereas  in  a  district 

where  the  landlords  have  been  tied  up 
by  settlements,  the  people  will  not 
practically  look   at  anything  but  free- 
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holds,  the  landlords  should  be  allowed  by 
special  legislation  to  meet  the  people  on 
their  own  lines  and  grant  them  free- 
holds, or  else  they  cannot  develop  their 
estates.  Then  there  is  a  second  system, 
which  is  perfectly  adequate  and  satis- 
factory to  many  people,  namely,  the 
permanent  ground-rent  or  feu  system, 
which  holds  throughout  Scotland,  a  great 
portion  of  Lancashire,  and  some  other 
parts  of  the  kingdom.  We  do  not  find 
that  the  people  under  that  system  make 
any  complaint.  Then  we  come  to  the 
third  or  short  leasehold  system, 
and  we  find  ample  evidence  in  all 
parts  of  England  and  Wales  to 
show  that  the  system  doe?  frequently, 
though  not  always,  impose  burdens 
which  are  grievous  and  difficult  to 
be  borne.  The  question  is,  how  far  in 
the  public  interest  can  we  modify  this 
short  leasehold  system  so  as  to  relieve 
those,  whether  rich  or  poor,  whether 
businessmen  or  working  men,  who  have 
obstacles  placed  in  the  way  of  their 
social  and  moral  progress  in  conse- 
quence of  it.     Now,  can  we  with  equity 

and  justice  relieve  them?  There  is 
ample  evidence  of  a  strong  feeling  on 
this  subject  in  the  country.  Why  has 
the  London  County  Council  already  by 
something  like  two  to  one  practically 
passed  approval  of  schemes  of  this 
kind  ?  It  will  not  be  said  that  the 
London  voters  who  returned  the  London 
Councillors  are  all  of  thom  anxious  to 
fulfil  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lymington),  and  to  come  into  the  cate- 
gory of  people  who  wish  to  commit  **  in- 
justice, gross,  glaring,  naked,  palliated 
by  no  single  advantage."  I  taKe  a  case 
within  my  own  knowledge,  and  I  am 
not  at  all  afraid  of  coming  under  a  kind 
of  sneer  the  noble  Viscount  made  at  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devonport — namely, 
that  he  was  only  supporting  this  Bill 
because  the  leasehold  system  was  felt 
to  be  a  grievance  in  his  own  con- 
stituency. If  it  is  a  grievance,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  supposes  his  con- 
stituents are  right,  it  is  no  shame  to 
him  to  support  the  Bill.  I  have  received, 
without  any  action   of  mine,  from  the 
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pedient ;  because  a  Committee  of  this 
House  which  has  sat  for  three  years  and 
accumulated  a  mass  of  evidence  is  about 
to  report  on  the  evidence.  The  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  L.  Fry),  has 
seconded  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Viscount  Lymington),  and  I  think 
it  would  be  contempt  of  the  Committee 
so  to  speak  to  proceed  to  a  decision  on 
this  Measure  before  we  receive  the 
Report  of  the  Committee.  On  these 
grounds,  we  intend  to  oppose  a  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bill. 

The  House  divided;  Ayes  157,  Noes 
186;  (Div.  List,  No.  90). 

Words  added : 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  declines  .to  con- 
sider the  question  of  Leasehold  Enfranchise- 
ment until  it  has  had  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  Town 
Holdings. 

ADVERTISEMENT  RATING    BILL. 

(No.  36.) 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tuesday  14th  May. 

.  DEEP  SEA  OYSTERS  BILL.    (No.  167.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CRUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  PREVENTION 
BILL.     (No.  87.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  next. 


DRUNKENNESS   (CONVICTIONS) 

(ENGLAND  AND  WALES). 

Address  for — 

"  Return  for  England  and  Wales  of  the  total 
number  of  convictions  in  respect  of  such 
offences  under  the  following  enactments  as  in- 
volve drunkenness,  3  and  4  Vict.  c.  97,  s.  13  ; 
10  and  11  Vic.  c.  89,  ss.  29  and  61 ;  36  and  36 
Vice.  94,  s.  12,  committed  during  the  four 
years  ended  the  3l8t  day  of  December,  1888  (1) 
after  12*30  (noon)  on  Sundays ;  (2)  at  any  other 
^ime,  whether  on  Sundays  before  12*30  (noon), 
or  on  any  week  day,  under  the  following 
heads: — 

Mr.  Matthews 


1885. 

Place. 

Population. 

On  Sundays  12*30  noon  to  midnight. 
At  any  other  time. 
Total. 

1886. 

On  Sundays  12*30  noon  to  midnight. 
At  any  other  time. 
Total. 

1887. 

On  Sundays  12*30  noon  to  midnight. 
At  any  other  time. 
Total. 

1888. 

On  Sundays  12*30  noon  to  midnight. 
At  any  other  time. 
Total." 

•{Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck,) 

MOTION'S. 


MASTEB  AND   SBBYANT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howell,  Bill  to  repeal 
certain  statutes,  relating  to  Master  and  Servants 
in  particular  manufactures,  which  have  ceased 
to  be  put  in  force,  or  have  become  unnecessary 
by  the  enactment  of  subsequent  statutes,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Howell,  Sir  Henry 
James,  Mr.  MundeUa,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Hoyle,  and  Mr. 
Fen  wick. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  205.] 

TEMPOBABY   DWELLINGS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  Registration  and  Regulation  of  Vans 
and  other  Vehicles  used  as  Temporary  Dwel- 
lings, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Burt, 
Mr.  Caine,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  James  Campbell, 
Mr.  £lton,  Mr.  Matthew  Kenny,  Mr.  John 
Kelly,  and  Colonel  Makins. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  206.] 

SCHOOL  BOABD  BLECTOBS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relative  to  the  qualification  of 
Electors  of  School  Boards  in  Scotland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Mr. 
Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  Hozier,  and  Mr.  Angus 
Sutherland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  207.] 


CHAIRMEN'S  PANEL. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  reported 
from  the  Chairmen's  Panel,  that  they 
had  appointed  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  to 
act  as  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade  (including  Agriculture 
and  Fishing),  Shipping  and  Manu- 
factures. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  Ten  Minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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The  Earl  of  Luceq— took  the  Oath. 

LEE-ON-THE.SOLENT   (LIGHT)    BAIL- 

WAY  BILL 
Order  of  the  Day  for  Second  Readisg 
read,  and  discharged.  The  Ohairman 
of  Committees  informed  the  House 
that  the  promoters  do  not  intend  to 
proceed  further  with  the  Bill.  Ordered 
that  the  Bill  be  not  further  proceeded 
with. 

SALB   OF   GOODS  BILL  [nO.   49]. 

A  Bill  for  codifying  the  law  relating  to  the 
sale  of  goods — Wat  presented  by  The  Lord 
Uenchell;  read  1  ■ ;  and  to  be  printed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL    ORDERS    BILL. 

Read  2^  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Oommittee  of  the  whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  PROVI- 
8I0NAL  ORDER  CONFIRMATION 
(ACTON,    &c.)    BILL  [No.  19]. 

House  in  Oommittee  (aooording  to 
Order) ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
m^  at ;  and  to  be  read  3*  to-morrow. 

HORSEFLESH  (SALE  FOR  FOOD)   BILL 

[No.  41]. 
8B00ND  &KADIKO. 

*Eakl  BEAUOHAMP  :  My  Lords,  I 
have  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  give  a 
Second  Beading  to  this  Bill,  which  has 
come  up  from  the  other  House.  The 
title  is  not  a  very  ornamental  one, 
but  the  subject  is  one  which  seriously 


affects  a  large  number  of  people.     The 
object  of  the   Bill  is   to  provide  that 
no  person  shall  buy  horseflesh  under 
any   misconception   as    to    the    nature 
of    what    he    is    purchasing.      It    is 
drawn  on  the  lines  of  the  Act  which 
passed  your   Lordship's    House  some 
vesrs  ago  and  became   law — the  Act 
known  as  the  Margarine  Act.     So  far 
as    it    is    possible    to    legislate    upon 
matters    so    dissimilar    as    horseflesh 
and     margarine,     the     Bill     follows 
on     the     lines     of     the     Margarine 
Act.     Another  portion  of  this  Bill  is 
taken  from  the  unsound  meat  clauses  of 
the  Public  Health  Act,  which  have  been 
found  a  great  protection  to  the  pur- 
chaser, and  have  been  a  very  useful 
means  of  preserving  the  health  of  the 
community.     I  believe  it  is  now  rather 
more  than  forty  years  ago  since  the 
question  was  first  mooted  of  the  con* 
sumption  of  horseflesh  as  an  article  of 
human  food.     In  1847  the  first  steps 
were  taken  in  Berlin  to  bring  horseflesh 
as  an  article  of  food  for  the  community. 
I  am  told  that  horseflesh  is  by  no  means 
unpalatable,  and  that  it  peesesaes  cer- 
tain qualities  which  are  agreeable  to 
the  taste  of  many  persons.     Whether 
that  is  so  or  not,  I  think  your  Lordshipa 
will  agree  that  those  who  intend  to  bur 
what  is  ordinarily  known  as  butcher's 
meat,  ought  not  to  have  palmed  off 
upon  them,  at  the  price  of  butcher's 
meat,  meat  which  is  really  horseflesh. 
I  need  not  go  into  the  chemical  ques- 
tion   as    to    the    component   parts   of 
horseflesh ;  but  I  may  simply  say  this, 
that    whatever    the    peculiarities    of 
taste    may    be    which    makes    horse- 
flesh   differ    from    ordinary    butcher's 
meat,    a    very  simple   test    will   show 
whether    it  is  horseflesh  or    not,   for 
the  specific    gravity    of   the  chemical 
constituents  o?  the  fat  of  horseflesh  it 
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legislate  upon  the  subject^  there  cannot 
be  any  extraordinary  urgency  about 
the  matter;  and  I  therefore  beg  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  the 
Standing  Committee  for  General  Bills. 
♦Eakl  BEAUCHAMP  :  I  will  not 
trouble  your  Lordships  to  divide. 

Bill  committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills. 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL.     (No.  10.) 

Committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Fiye  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o*dock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  2nd  May,  1889. 


Q  U£  8TI0  N  8. 

THE  TOWER  GARDENS. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whiteohapel) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  public  have  largely  availed 
themselves  of  the  recently  conferred 
privilege  of  access  to  the  Tower  Gardens, 
and  that  no  case  of  disorderly  conduct 
has  been  reported;  whether  he  will 
extend  similar  facilities  of  access  to  the 
**  River  Side  Promenade,"  to  which  the 
public  were  formerly  admitted ;  and 
whether  he  will  request  the  Tower 
officials  to  allow  a  Military  band  to  play 
on  Saturdays  in  the  afternoon  during 
the  summer  months,  and  to  provide  that 
two  or  three  '*  beefeaters "  should  act 
as  caretakers,  with  the  view  of  reducing 
the  cost  of  maintaining  order  in  the 
Gardens  and  Promenade  ? 
♦The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to 
answer  the  first  question  in  the  affirma- 
tive.  I  am  afraid,  however,  that  I  must 
adhere  to  the  decision  not  to  extend 
siiuilar  facilities  of  access  to  the  Tower 
Wharf.  There  is  no  band  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Tower  authorities  for  the  purpose 
suggested  in  the  question. 

THE  LIST  OF  GENERALS. 
Sm  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
|;0Wt   Bridgeton)  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 
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Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 
is  now  prepared  to  state  the  arrange- 
ment which  he  is  prepared  to  make  with 
regard  to  the  list  of  Generals  ? 
♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  am  die- 
appointed  at  not  being  yet  able  to  state 
to  the  House  my  proposals  with  regard 
to  the  general  officers'  list.  I  do  not 
think  I  should  be  justified  in  doing  so 
until  Treasury  sanction  has  been  ob- 
tained, and  so  many  details  are  involved 
in  the  draft  Royal  Warrant  that  Its 
technical  preparation  has  taken  longer 
than  I  expected.  But  I  will  oertcdnly 
do  it  as  soon  as  possible. 

POST  OFFICE  OFFICIALS. 

Mb.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  (West- 
meath,  S.)  asked  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral whether  the  following  recommenda- 
tion made  by  the  late  Mr.  Fawcett  to 
the  Treasury,  on  13th  June  1881,  and 
which  was  sanctioned  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  '*  That  payment  as  overtime 
work  be  given  for  all  Sunday  work  per- 
formed by  the  indoor  staff,  whether 
telegraph  or  postal,  which  in  a  month 
of  four  Sundays  may  be  in  excess  of 
eight  hours,  •  e,  an  average  of  two  hours 
per  Sunday,"  has  been  strictly  adhered 
to  up  to  about  six  weeks  ago  ;  whether 
the  Surveyor  of  the  Leeds  district  lately 
issued  a  regulation  which  reduced  the 
Sunday  pay  to  less  than  one -half,  and 
in  many  cases  to  nil ;  and  whether  this 
new  regulation  decides  that  every  officer 
shall  work  44  hours  per  week  for  night 
duty  and  50  hours  per  week  for  day 
duty  before  any  claim  can  now  be  made, 
whether  performed  on  Sunday  or  week- 
days? 

♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes,  Oambridge  University) :  I 
have  received  no  representation  in  the 
usual  manner  from  any  officers  of  the 
Department  on  the  subject  referred  to 
in  the  hon.  Member's  question,  but  I 
may  say  that  his  quotation  from  the  late 
Mr.  Fawcett's  letter  of  13th  June,  1881, 
is  correct  as  far  as  it  goes.  The  para- 
graph, however,  must  be  read  in  con- 
nection with,  and  subject  to,  a  preceding 
paragraph,  which  prescribes  one  period 
of  ordinary  night  attendance  for  the 
week — namely,  seven  hours  for  the  six 
nights,  or  42  hours  for  the  week,  and 
two  hours  on  Sundays,  making  44  hours 
in  all.  In  a  few  cases,  postmasters  have 
inadvertently  overpaid  certain  clerks, 
paying  for  overtime  on  Sundays  when 
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tbej  hare  only  g^ven  35  hours'  nifj^ht 
attendance  instead  of  42.  No  new  regu- 
lation has  been  made,  but  the  irregular 
payments  hare  been  discontinued,  so  as 
to  make  the  practice  accord  with  the 
decision  of  13th  June,  1881. 

GOVERNMENT  CON  TRACTS  -  OPERA- 
TIVE WEAVERS'  STRIKE. 
Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  female  opera- 
tive weavers  employed  by  the  firm  of 
Messrs.  Colbeck  Brothers, of  A verthorpe, 
Yorkshire,  who  are  now  on  strike 
against  a  further  reduction  of  wages, 
have  been  weaving  cloth  for  the  use  of 
the  War  Department  at  wages  of  about 
half  the  rate  given  by  other  firms  in 
Yorkshire  for  similar  work ;  and  whether 
Messrs.  Oolbeck  Brothers  obtained  the 
contract  direct  from  the  Oovernment  or 
through  some  other  agency  ? 
♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  The  contracts 
held  by  Messrs.  Oolbeck,  of  Averthorpe, 
were  obtained  direct  by  open  competi- 
tion. The  War  Office  has  no  cognizance 
of  the  relations  between  the  firm  and 
its  operatiyes  beyond  the  fact  that  a 
strike  has  taken  place. 

STAMP  DUTY  ON  BONDS  AND  SHARES. 

Mb.  S.  MONTAGU  aaked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  if  he  will  state 
the  amount  received  from  the  one 
shilling  per  cent  stamp  duty  on  bonds 
and  shares  to  bearer  from  1st  July, 
1888,  to  31st  December,  1888,  and  the 
amount  so  received  from  1st  January 
to  31st  March,  1889;  whether  the  re- 
ceipts from  this  source  are  likely  to 
dedine  in  consequence  ef  the  issue  of 
fully- stamped  bonds  in  lieu  of  old  bonds 
converted  or  paid  off ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  small  and  possibly  declining 
revenue  from  this  duty,  and  of  the  gieat 
trouble  and  inconvenience  entailed  by 
affixing  so  many  adhesive  stamps,  he 
will  see  the  advisability  of  substituting  a 
small  pro  rata  tax  on  brokers*  contracts 
for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  such  secu- 
rities to  bearer  ? 

ThbOHANOELLORof  the  EXOHE- 
aUER  (Mr.  OosoHSN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Since  I  made  my 
Financial  Statement  the  results  of  the 
last  quarterly  stamp  stocktaking  have 
been  received,  and  they  somewhat 
modify  the  estimate  then  given  by  me 
in  a  dureotion  favourable  to  the  revenue. 


The  receipts  from  the  Is.  per  cent  stamp 
duty  on  bonds  to  bearer  were  from  the 
Ist  of  July  to  the  3 1st  of  December, 
18b8,  £66,600  ;  from  the  1st  of  January, 
to  the  31st  of  March,  1889,  £45,400, 
making  a  total  of  £112,000.  The  figures 
from  January  to  March  are  still  only  an 
approximate  estimate;  but  there  is  no 
longer  room  for  much  variation.  I  do 
not  think  that  a  decline  in  this  duty  is 
likely  to  take  piaee.  On  the  one  hand, 
no  doubt,  bonds  subject  to  the  Is.  duty 
are  paid  off ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
often  happens  that  bonds  not  liable  to 
the  duty  are  replaced  by  bonds  which 
are.  The  substitute  for  this  duty  which 
is  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
fully  considered  last  year.  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  would  find  that  it  would 
be  even  more  strongly  objected  to  than 
the  1  s.  stamp.  Such,  at  least,  was  my 
impression  last  year. 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE,  1889. 

Mb.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Oommittee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether,  in  view  of  the  difficulties 
which  an  immediate  application  of 
Olause  85  in  the  New  Code  would  cause 
to  voluntary  schools  (many  of  which 
have  been  built  or  enlarged  with  the 
approval  of  the  Education  Department 
to  give  an  area  of  eight  square  feet  to 
each  child),  the  increased  area  of  ten 
square  feet  will  be  required  in  existing 
schools  or  in  new  buildings  only ;  and 
whether  a  difference  could  be  made  in 
the  area  required  for  country  schools  as 
compared  with  those  in  large  towns. 

The  VIOE  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
OOMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on  EDU- 
CATION (Sir  W.  Habt  Dykb,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  There  has  never  been  any 
intention  to  give  immediate  application 
to  Article  85  A  in  the  Ni9w  Code  so  far 
as  existing  schools  are  concerned,  and 
in  oases  in  which  the  Department  has 
sanctioned  a  certain  amount  of  accom- 
modation for  a  certain  number  of 
scholars  such  arrangements  will  not  be 
disturbed.  I  fear  that  such  an  arrange- 
ment as  indicated  in  the  last  paragraph 
could  not  well  be  made. 

M&.  J.  MORE  (Shropshire,  Ludlow): 
May  I  ask  whether  in  all  cases  the 
Board  Schools  will  be  treated  on  the 
same  lines  as  the  voluntary  schools  ? 

Sib  W.  hart  DYKE :  I  cannot 
answer  that  question  at  this  moment. 
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dent  of  the  Oommittee  of  Council 
Eldncation  whether  he  would  la;  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  statement  of 
the  objects  intended  to  be  effected  by 
the  varioas  ohanKes  introdnoed  into  the 
Code  and  Schedule  of  1 1)89,  as  set  forth 
in  the  "  Appendix  of  Articles  modified 
and  new  Articles,"  and  to  what  extent 
these  changes  carry  out  the  reoom- 
meadationa  of  the  Royal  Oommission  on 
Elementary  Education. 

Silt  W.  HART  DYKE :  The  object 
of  the  proposed  alterations  is  simply  to 
endeavour  to  carry  into  efiect  many  of 
the  c  ban  gas  advocated  both  by  tbe 
majority  and  minority  report  of  the  late 
Commission.  How  far  these  objects 
have  bean  attained  is  a  matter  which 
will  be  best  elucidated  by  debate  in  this 


THE  SUGAR  CONVENTION. 

Mb.  BLUNDELL  MAPLB  (Camber- 
well,  Dulwiob] :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Seoretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  it  is 
his  intention  to  introduce  a  Bill  pro- 
hibiting the  importation  of  confectionery 
and  sweetened  provisions  made  from 
bounty-fed  sugar? 

•Tbb  under  8E0RETAET  of 
STATE  JOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  WoBus,  I^rerpoolr  Toxeth) :  No, 
Sir. 

Mb.  KNATOHBULL  HTjaESSEN 
(Kent,  Favershsm) :  Is  it  intended  to 
prohibit  the  importation  into  this 
country  of  jama  made  from  bounty-fed 
sugar? 

Barok  H.  de  worms  :  No,  Sir. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  has  been  atten- 
ded by  a  rise  in  the  price  of  the  sugar 
of  the  poor  all  over  tne  country  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS:  I  am  not 
aware  of  that  fact.  I  am  aware  that 
a  rise  in  tho  price  of  sugar  has  taken 
place,  but  it  is  owing  to  the  existence 
of  the  unfortunate  Bounty  System. 

Mb.  H.  fowler  (WoWerhampton, 
E.):  Will  not  the  BiU  prohibit  the 
importation  of  confectioneiy  and 
sweetened  provision  made  from  bounty- 
fed  sugar  ? 

Barok  H.  ds  WORMS:  Oeitainly 
not. 


CONDENSED  HILK. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (NoTthampton- 
shire]  asked  the  Under  Seoretary  of 
State  fur  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
Federal  Council  of  Switzerland  has 
approved  a  Bill  giving  a  drawback  of 
five  francs  per  100  kilogrammes  of  sugar 
containod  in  oondensad  milk ;  whether 
the  Council  have  stated  that  the  existing 
duty  on  sugar  imported  into  Switxer- 
land  enhances  the  cost  of  oondensad 
milk  by  three  per  cent.,  and  places  the 
Swiss  product  at  a  disadvantage  of  one 
franc  50  centimes  per  chest  of  46  boxes 
in  the  English  market,  compared  with 
the  cost  of  production  in  a  "free 
sugar  "  country  like  England;  and 
whether,  if  the  International  CommiasioB 
consider  that  part  of  this  drawback  acts 
as  a  bounty,  theimportationof  oondensed 
milk  from  Switzerland  will  be  pro- 
hibited. 

•The  under  8ECBETART  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AEPAIB8 
(Sir  J.  FEBOUBSOtr,  Manchester,  N.W.): 
Her  Maieaty's  Gkivemment  are  informed 
that  although  the  Swiss  National 
Council  had  adopted  this  Bill,  the 
Council  of  Slates  has  rejected  it.- 
Acoordiugly  the  matter  stands  over 
UQtil  next  Session  in  June. 

Mb.  CHANNING :  Do  not  the  faots 
stated  in  the  second  part  of  the 
question  appear  in  the  offloial  reports 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 
*SiB  J.  FERGUSaON  :  t  am  not  pre- 
pared to  answer,  without  refsrenoe, 
whether  it  is  the  case  or  not. 

CHILD  MABRIAQES  IN  INDIA. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (FUntshire) 
asked  the  Under  Seoretaiy  of  State 
for  India  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  statement  made  by 
Dewan  Ragunatha  Rao  regarding  the 
existing  state  of  the  law  in  India  with 
reference  to  infant  marriages,  and  to 
his  statement  of  a  recent  instance  where 
"  a  child  wife,  aged  eight  years,  was 
driven  to  attempt  suicide  rather  than 
continue  to  submit  herself  any  longer 
to  the  capricious  tyranny  and  odins  in- 
timacy of  her  so-called  husband,  aged 
47  years  "  ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  communicate  with  Uie 
Indian    Government    and    reoommend 

me  restrictions  on  child  marriages  ? 

The  UNDER  SEORETARY  or 
STATE   n>B    INDIA    (Sit   J.  Goan, 
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Chatham) :  The  atte;ati.on  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  has  lonff  been  directed  to 
the  evils  which  arise  from  infant  mar- 
riages in  India,  and  they  have  made, 
and  will  continue  to  make,  all  such 
eiforts  to  correct  those  evils  as  are  con- 
sistent with  the  pledge  of  the  British 
Gk)vernment  to  respect  the  religious  and 
social  customs  of  all  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  Indian  subjects.  I  may  re- 
mind the  House  that  one  satisfactory 
result  of  these  efforts  is  to  be  found  in 
the  Resolution  of  the  Rajputana  Chiefs 
in  March,  1888  (quoted  in  a  Hoase  of 
Lords  Return  of  the  20th  July,  1 888, 
No.  2*i7),  as  follows  : — 

'*  As  a  mle,  boys  and  ^rls  are  married  at  an 
early  age,  notwithstanding  that  the  evils  of 
such  a  custom  are  well  known  to  all,  and  need 
no  descriptioQ.  In  inriting  attention  to  the 
subject,  it  seems  proper  to  lay  down  that  boys 
and  girls  should  not  be  married  before  the  age 
of  18  and  14  respectively.  As  regards  engage- 
ments concluded  before  this  date,  the  marriage 
can  take  place  as  soon  as  the  girl  completes  14 
years,  irrespective  of  the  boy's  age." 

FOOT  AND  MOUTH  DISEASE. 

Sir  EDWARD  BIRKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk,   £.):    I    beg    to    ask    the   Vice 
Chamberlain  whether  the  Royal  Agri- 
cultural Society  of  England  have  found 
themselves  not  in  a  position  to  accept 
the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  QoTern- 
ment,  that  they  should  send  oyer  to  the 
Netherlands  to  inquire  into  the  security 
afforded  against  the  possible  exporta- 
tion of  foot  and  mouth  disease ;  whe- 
ther the  attention  of   Her    Majesty's 
OoTemment  has  been  called  to  a  reso- 
lution passed  at  a  council  meeting  of 
the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  on  the 
16th  instant,  in  which  they  desire  to 
impress  upon  the  Qovemment  the  neces- 
sity of  postponing  from  1st  June  to  1st 
September  the  operation  of  the  order  to 
admit  animals  free  from  Holland,  so 
as  to  give  time  for  further  inquiry; 
whether  the  Privy  Oouncil  have  received 
a    Oopy  of   the    Report    unanimously 
agreed    to    by    the    Council    of    Uie 
Central     and     Associated     Chambers 
of    Agriculture    on   the    30th    April, 
censuring     the      admission     of     live 
animals  from  Germany  while  foot  and 
mouth  disease  was  known  to  exist  in 
that  country,  and  urging  the  withdrawal 
of  the  Netherlands  order ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  present  state  of  agricul- 
tural feeling  on  this  matter,  and  the 
announcement    that   the    propriety  of 


further  legislation  on  the.  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Acts,  with  reference 
to  the  charge  for  compensation  and  the 
powers  of  the  central  authority,  is  under 
the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  the  Privy  Oouncil  will 
withdraw  the  order  of  the  1st  March, 
or  postpone  its  operation  until  a  deci- 
sion is  arrived  at  with  reference  to  the 
legislation  proposed. 

Thb  vice  CHAMBERLAIN  (Vis- 
count Lewisham,  Lewisham) :  The  sub- 
ject was  considered  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Lords  of  the  Committee  for  Agriculture 
yesterday;  and  an  order  was  passed, 
the  effect  of  which  is  to  postpone  the 
operation  of  the  Netherlands  order  to 
September  1. 

Sm  E.  BIRKBECK:  Have  Her 
Majesty's  Government  given  considera- 
tion to  that  portion  of  the  Report 
referred  to  in  my  question,  which  indi- 
cates that  the  anxiety  of  agriculturalists 
cannot  be  dispelled  except  by  the  aban- 
donment of  the  proposal  to  receive 
from  a  country  of  the  geographical 
situation  of  Holland  live  animals  with- 
out, at  least,  the  precautions  insisted  on 
since  the  Act  of  1878  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side):  Is  there  any  justification  whatever 
for  the  exclusion  of  the  healthy  cattle 
of  the  Netherlands  from  free  importation 
into  this  country  at  the  present  mo- 
men?  

Visoouirr  LEWISHAM:  That  is  a 
question  rather  of  debate.  As  regards 
the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
subject  was  considered,  and  the  de- 
cision arrived  at  is  what  I  have 
already  stated.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes,  I  will  communicate  his  desires 
to  the  Agricultural  Department. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA :  I  must  press  the 
noble  Lord  for  an  answer  to  my  question, 
namely,  whether  there  are  any  known 
diseases  in  the  Netherlands,  and  whether 
under  the  circumstances  and  under  the 
Act  there  is  any  justification  whatever 
for  the  exclusion  of  healthy  cattle  from 
that  country. 

VisoouHT  LEWISHAM:  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  will  give  me 
notice  of  the  question. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  disease  is 
known  to  exist  to  a  considerable  extent 
in  Germany  and  on  the  other  side  of  the 
frontier  line  between  the  Netherlands 
tfnd  Germany? 
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ViMomrr  LBWI8HAU :  Itiaafaot 
(hat  disease  is  known  to  exist  in 
Oermaoj. 

a«  J.  SWINBtTRNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) :  Is  it  not  the  oasa  that  a 
very  few  weeks  a^  a  cargo  of  oattle 
was  landed  at  Hartlepool  itam  Hol- 
land suffeiiog  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease  7 

ViaoouKT  LE  WI8HAM :  No  ;  a  cargo 
of  sheep  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth 
was  landed  at  Hartlepool  from  Germany. 
Aj  far  as  Holland  is  ooncemed  there  has 
been  no  diseased  aoimals  landed. 

Me.  OBAIG  (Newoastlo-upon-Tyne) : 
In  what  part    of    Germany   does    the 
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TisoouKT  LEWISHAH :  Germany  is 
a  large  coantry.  I  think  that  in  12 
different  parts  of  Germaoy  there  is 
disease,  but  withoat  notice  I  cannot 
say  offhand  exactly  in  what  portions  of 
the  country  the  disease  eiiste. 

NAVAL  IN8TEUCT0R8. 
Mu.  HEEBERT  KNATOHBULL- 
HTTOESBKN  (Kent,  FareTsham)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that,  up  to  quite  recently, 
it  has  been  the  practice  in  the  dockyards 
for  the  instructors  of  apprentices  to 
receive  2e.  a  week  for  their  trouble; 
that  this  remuneration  is  no  w  withdrawn 
in  the  case  of  iDstruotors  of  apprentices 
who  have  served  four  years  of  their 
time  ;  and  that  the  men  are  expected  to 
instruct  these  apprentices  without  the 
slightest  remuneration  ;  and  whether  he 
wiU  direct  that  this  payment  be  restored 
to  the  men. 
*Thk  first  lord  or  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Haxh-toh,  Middle- 
sei,  Ealing)  :  The  faots  are  as  stated  in 
the  question.  The  decisioo  to  dis- 
continue the  remuneration  for  the  in- 
instruction  of  apprentices,  who  have 
served  four  years  of  their  time,  was 
come  to  after  very  full  oonnderation, 
it  being  clear  that  a  coarse  of  four 
years'  actual  instruction  was  sufficient. 
I  do  not  propose  to  rescind  the  reoent 
orders  issued  in  oonsequenoe  of  that 
decision. 

Mb.  H.  KNATCHBHLL-HUGBB- 
8EN :  In  consequenoe  of  the  reply  of 
the  noble  Lord  I  beg  to  give  notice  that 
T  will  call  attention  to  the  matter  on  an 
early  day. 


HAVSABIVS  DEBATES. 

Mb.  PKTTON  (Leioester) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  it  is  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury  that,  under  the  nev  SoMtari 
arraDgements,  abbreviated  reports  are 
given  in  the  first  person,  thus  making 
an  erroneous  impression  that  they  are 
verbatim  reports ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Members  frequently  decline  to 
correct  proof  reports  of  their  apeeohes, 
because  it  ia  impossible  hy  any  reason- 
able labour  to  bring  them  into  such  a 
Form  as  to  justify  the  insertion  of  an 
asterisk ;  and  whether  he  will  reoom- 
mend  a  return  to  the  former  system  of 
adopting  the  third  person  in  abbreviated 
reports?     

Sib  R.  LBTHBBIDGE  (Eenatngton, 
N.):  Before  my  hon.  Friend  answcn 
that  question  will  he  permit  me  to  ask 
another,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice  on  the  same  subject — 
namely,  whether  it  is  true  that  no  new 
arrangements  whatever  have  been  made 
in  regard  to  the  method  of  reporting  for 
ffwMsnfi  Parliatiuntary  Dtbmt**  other 
than  ordinary  attempts  to  improve 
the    details    in    aooordanoe  with  sng- 

Sstions  made  to  the  Editor  by  hon. 
embers;  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
majority  of  hon.  Members  who  have 
communicated  with  the  Editor  have  ex- 
pressed a  preference  for  reports  in  the 
first  person  ;  whether  it  is  true  that  in 
the  recent  numbers  of  Bamari  at  least 
nine-tenths  of  the  speeches  are  marked 
as  having  been  revised  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers ;  and  whether  means  cannot  be 
devised  hy  which  the  Editor  can  be 
authoritatively  informed  of  the  general 
wish  of  the  House  in  regard  to  this  and 
similar  details  in  connection  with  the 
reports? 

Thb  SEORBTABT  to  thb  TRBA- 
8DB7  (Mr.  Jaoxson,  Leeds):  I  most 
answer  ihe  first  three  questions  of  my 
hon.  Friend  in  the  affirmative,  and  in 
regard  to  the  last,  I  believe  that  the 
Editor  of  Satuard  is  always  very  glad 
to  receive  suggestions  from  hon. 
Members  and  is  most  anxious  to  do  the 
beet  he  can  to  meet  the  general  wish 
of  the  House.  In  regard  to  the  question 
on  the  Paper,  I  may  say  that  the 
TreasuiT  have  not  given  any  directions 
about  the  adoption  of  the  first  person 
in  the  reports.  The  matter  is  within 
the  discretion  of  the  Editor. 
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SUGAR  m  BREWERIES. 


Mr.  PIGTON  asked  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  could  state 
the  amount  of  sugar  and  of  glucose  used 
in  the  breweries  and  distilleries  of  the 
United  Kinicdom  ? 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  In  the  year  to  the 
80th  of  September,  1888,  the  sugar  and 
glucose^  (which  cannot  be  separated) 
used  in  breweries  amounted  to 
1,624,808  cwt.  The  sugar  used  in  dis- 
tilleries amounted  to  39,237  cwt.,  or, 
together,  1,564,045  cwt.  The  molasses 
used  in  distilleries  amounted  to  210,621 
cwt. 

THE  TRUCK  ACT. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  the  District  Factory  Inspector 
for  the  Burnley  district  was,  on  5th 
April,  aware  of  breaches  of  the  Truck 
Act  which  had  taken  place  at  Higher- 
ford  Shed,  Barrowford ;  whether  by 
inquiry,  on  an  inspection  on  that  day, 
he  obtained  fMrimdfaeie  evidence  of  such 
breaches ;  and  whether  any,  and  what, 
steps  haye  been  taken  to  enforce  the 
law  for  the  infringement  which  has  been 
found  by  the  Inspector  to  haye  taken 
place? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthbws,  Birmingham,  E.) :  The  facts 
are  as  stated.  The  Lispector  ascertained 
that  the  employers  were  deducting  one 
halfpenny  per  week  per  loom  from  the 
wages  of  their  weavers  towajrds  the 
expense  of  providing  a  man  to  oil  the 
looms.      I  requested  the  Inspector   to 

Soint  out  to  the  employers  that  such  a 
eduction  was  contrary  to  the  Truck 
Act,  and  I  am  informed  that  the  system 
complained  of  has  now  been  abandoned. 
Ifo.  BRADLAUGH :  Is  not  this  one 
of  the  many  cases  in  which  the  passing 
over  of  offences  against  an  existing 
Statute  tends  to  bring  the  law  into  dis- 
repute, and  ought  not  punishment  to 
be  enforced  where  there  has  been  a 
distinct  breach  of  the  Act  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  the 
Truck  Act  has  been  the  subject  of  con- 
flicting decisions  in  the  Oourts  of  Law, 
and  it  would    appear  that  upon  some 

r>ints  the  law  is  not  thoroughly  dear, 
think  the  most  desirable  course  would 
be,  in   the  first    instance,  to  call  the 


attention  of  employers  to  breaches  of 
the  law,  and  if  they  immediately  com- 
ply with  the  representations  made  it  is 
not  necessary  to  ^oseoute. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  is  aware  that  breaches  of 
the  Truck  Act  by  Mr.  Haynes  are 
alleged  to  be  still  taking  place  at  Har- 
penden :  whether,  so  far  back  as  July 
last,  Mr.  Gt)uld,  the  District  Inspector 
of  Factories,  reported  in  favour  of  prose- 
cution in  this  case,  and  with  whom  the 
responsibility  rests  of  hitherto  prevent- 
ing the  enforcement  of  the  law ;  and 
whether  the  Treasury  will  commence  a 
prosecution,  and  in  the  case  of  reluctant 
witnesses  take  the  usual  steps  to  enforce 
the  attendance  of  such  persons  before 
the  magistrate? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir.  This 
matter  was  brought  to  my  notice  in 
July,  1888.  Oareful  inquiries  were  then 
made  by  the  Treasury  Solicitor,  the 
result  being  to  show  that  proceedings 
would  probably  not  be  successful.  The 
matter  was  again  investigated  in  Janu- 
ary of  this  year,  but  at  that  time  it  was 
found  impossible  to  procure  the  neces- 
sary evidence.  Fresh  evidence  has  now 
been  laid  before  the  Treasury  Solicitor, 
and  proceedings  will  be  taken,  the 
usual  steps  being  adopted,  if  necessary, 
with  respect  to  reluctant  witnesses. 

HOURS  OF  LABOUR. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he 
would,  through  the  Department  of 
Labour  Statistics,  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  as  to  the  number  oi  hours  per 
day  averaged  in  different  kinds  of  em- 
ployment throughout  the  Kingdom,  and 
whether  in  any  and  what  cases  double 
shifts  prevail,  and  how  far  the  hours  of 
labour  in  this  country  are  longer  or 
shorter  than  they  were  thirty  years  since, 
and  how  the  hours  of  labour  in  this 
country  compare  with  those  of  other 
European  countries  in  like  industries  ; 
and  whether  he  would  lay  the  result  of 
such  inquiries  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House  f 

Mb.  0.  GRAHAM  (Lanarkshire, 
N.  W.) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  same  time  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  as  to  how  it  is  that  trades  in  this 
country,  which  work  shorter  hours  than 
the  same  trades  in  foreign  countries, 
neverttielefls  manage  to  hold  their  own. 
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years;  and  the  total  annual  cost  of 
maintaining  this  steamer,  including  all 
charges;  and  whether  the  work  con- 
nected with  carrying  out  the  trans- 
mission service  on  the  Oiyde  could  be 
accomplished  more  economically  by  the 
staff  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Office  in 
Greenock  than  under  the  existing 
qrstem  ? 
*SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH: 
The  following  is  the  number  of  seamen 
sent  to  their  homes  from  the  Clyde 
through  the  Gadfly  in  the  years  ending 
March  31st,  1887,  1,024;  March  31st, 
1888,  1,078;  and  March  31st,  1889, 
1,400,  at  a  cost  of  £1,418  Gs.  8d.,  or  an 
ayerage  of  £472  15s.  7d.  per  annum. 
There  is  also  a  staff  of  Biver  Police  at 
Gt)urock,  whose  cost  during  the  last  year 
was  £886  10s.  4d.  A  small  percentage  of 
the  work  only  could  be  done  without 
the  Qadfiy^  unless  row  boats  were  sub- 
stituted for  her,  and  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance of  the  ship  and  of  the  working 
of  the  scheme  woidd  not  be  reduced  by 
transferring  the  work  to  other  manage- 
ment. I  must  add  that  the  transmission 
service  is  only  a  part  of  the  services  on  J 
which  the  Gadfly  and  her  staff  are  em- 1 
ployed.  For  instance,  to  facilitate  the 
trade  of  the  Clyde,  the  staff  connected 
with  the  Gadfly  witnessed  the  engage- 
ment  of  over  1,500  seamen  on  board 
ship  during  the  year.  She  and  her 
staff  are  not  instituted  with  reference 
to  the  requirements  of  Gbreenock  alone, 
but  of  the  whole  trade  and  seamen  of 
the  Clyde. 

NAVAL  RESERVES. 

Mb.  OOUBLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he 
was  aware  that  no  Beport  since  that  of 
H.B.H.  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  has 
been  issued  relative  to  the  condition  of 
the  Naval  Beserves.  And,  whether  he 
would  cause  a  Beport  of  the  Admiral 
last  in  command  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

LoBD  GEOBQB  HAMILTON:  No 
general  report  has  been  since  made  on 
the  condition  of  the  Boyal  Naval  Be- 
serves. The  information  now  ffiven  in 
various  returns  shows  the  precise  con- 
dition of  the  force,  and  the  new  regula- 
tions recently  issued  contain  all  the 
decisions  which  have  been  arrived  at  on 
any  proposed  modifications,  and  the 
arrangements  made  for  the  well-being 
of  the   Naval   Beserves.    Under   the 

Mr.  HtUl     and 


circumstances  a  special  periodical  report 
has  been  considerea  onneceeeary, 
especially  as  the  Admiral  Superin- 
tendent of  Naval  Beserves  is  in  direct 
personal  communication  with  the  Ad- 
miralty. 

THE  MEROHANDIZE  MARKS  ACT. 

Colonel EYBE  (Lincolnshire,  Gains- 
borough) asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  the  English 
*< patent"  is  often  used  on  goods  of 
foreign  origin,  thereby  inducing  the 
belief  that  they  are  of  English  manufac- 
ture. Whether  the  use  of  such  word 
without  the  addition  of  the  name  of  the 
place  of  Origin  was  an  infringement  of 
the  Merchandize  Marks  Act.  And, 
whether  he  would  cause  the  attention  of 
the  Customs  Authorities  to  be  called  to 
this  practice,  with  the  view  of  steps 
being  taken  for  its  prevention  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  There  are  two 
classes  of  goods  covered  by  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member.  First,  gpoods 
which  are  marked  patent  in  this  country, 
and  secondly,  articles  so  marked  as 
referring  to  another  country.  As  to  tiie 
first,  the  use  of  the  ''patent"  or 
'*  registered "  is  governed  .  by  the 
''Trades  Marks  Ac^'  but  as  to  the 
latter,  the  Commisdioners  of  Customs  do 
not  see  how  they  can  interfere  when  the 
word  is  used  in  conjunction  with  an 
intimation  of  foreign  production. 

THE  INTERNATIONAL  LABOUR 
OONFERENOE. 

Mb.  CTTNINGHAME  GBAHAM 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  the  Government  had  made  up 
its  mind  as  to  sending  representatives 
to  the  International  Labour  Oonferenoe 
summoned  by  the  Swiss  GK>vemment  at 
Berne? 

*Thb  FIBST  LOBD  of  the  TBEA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  Communications  are 
passing  in  reference  to  this  subject,  bat 
no  result  has  yet  been  attained. 

Mb.  BBOADHUBST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  Government  was  in 
possession  of  any  proposal  from  the 
Swiss  Government  with  regard  to  a 
Conference  between  the  two  countries 
on  the  question  of  the  hours  of  labour 
of  females  and  young  persons ;  whether 
there  was  any  correspondence  on   ihe 
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subject  between  the  two  GbTemments 
which  could  be  presented  to  the  Honse; 
and,  whether,  if  such  a  conference  was 
contemplated,  what  other  European  na- 
tions would  be  invited  to  take  part 
in  it? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  must  haye  understood 
from  answers  to  previous  questions  that 
this  subject  is  under  the  consideration 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  no 
decision  has  yet  been  arrived  at. 

Mb.  BBOADHURST:  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  keep  the 
House  well  informed  on  this  subject, 
and  especially  those  who  are  chiefly  in- 
terested and  who  consider  it  a  matter  of 
great  importance  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  As  soon  as  a 
decision  is  come  to  upon  the  communi- 
cations now  passing,  information  will 
be  given  to  the  House. 

SALVATIONISTS  IN  SWITZERLAND. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  his 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Miss  Sterling,  a  member  of  the  Salva- 
tion Army,  who  was,  on  17th  October, 
1888,  sentenced  in  the  Canton  of  Yaud, 
in  Switzerland,  to  100  days'  imprison- 
ment, for  inviting  children,  without 
their  parents'  consent,  to  a  Salvation 
Army  meeting  ?  Whether  he  was  aware 
that  it  was  stated  in  her  defence  that, 
on  the  occasion  in  question,  the  children 
were  only  allowed  to  enter  the  meeting 
on  giving  their  word  that  they  had  their 

Sarents'  consent,  and  that  after  Miss 
terling  had  undergone  about  half  of 
her  imprisonment  she  was  liberated  on 
bail,  pending  an  appeal  to  the  Federal 
tribunal  as  to  the  constitutional  cha- 
racter of  the  law  under  which  she  was 
oonvicted  ?  Whether  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  judgment  delivered 
by  that  tribunal  on  15th  March  last, 
affirming  the  constitutional  character  of 
the  law?  Whether,  under  these  cir- 
cnmstances,  Miss  Sterling  was  required 
again  to  go  to  prison  for  the  47  days 
atill  remaining  of  her  sentence?  And 
whether,  considering  the  following  sen- 
tence in  the  judgment  of  the  Federal 
Oonrt: 

"Tt  goes  without  saying  that  the  Federal 
tribanaly  whose  fanctioDS  are  not  thoee  of  a 
Conrt  of  Appeal  in  penal  affiiin,  has  not  to  do 


with  the  question  of  the  application  of  the  sen- 
tence pronounced,  nor  consequently  to  inquire 
whether,  considering  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  the  sentence  passed  on  the  applicant  is 
not  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  gravity  of  the 
facts  brought  to  her  charge,*' 

he  would  make  inquiries  as  to  whether 
a  sentence  of  such  severity  had  ever  been 

Sronounced  for  a  similar  offence  in  the 
!anton  of  Yaud,  with  a  view  of  obtain- 
ing, if  possible,  from  the  Cantonal  autho- 
rities some  mitigation  of  the  sentence 
on  Miss  Sterling  r 

♦Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  case  of  Miss  Sterling, 
the  general  facts  of  which  are  as  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member.  They  were  not 
able  to  interfere  officially  in  it,  while 
proceedings  were  pending  in  the  Swiss 
Courts,  but  unofficial  representations 
were  made  on  her  behalf,  as  her  sen- 
tence was  severe,  and  as  she  was  said  to 
be  suffering  in  health  from  her  imprison- 
ment. Some  years  ago  sentences  passed 
upon  Salvationists  in  Switzerland  were 
carefully  examined  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  it  was  considered  that 
we  had  no  g^und  for  interference,  in- 
asmuch as  the  law  applied  equally  to 
natives  and  to  foreigners. 

ZAMBESI. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  was  true  that 
Mr.  D.  J.  Kankin,  a  British  subject,  has 
discovered  a  good  navigable  channel, 
called  the  Chind6,  in  the  delta  of  the 
Zambesi ;  whether  the  Portuguese  were 
going  to  establish  a  custom  house  there ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  take  immediate  steps  to  insist  on 
the  opening  of  the  navigation  of  that 
river  to  the  flags  of  all  nations  by  Inter- 
national agreement  or  otherwise  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Mr.  Rankin 
has  reported  tho  existence  of  a  good 
navigable  channel  through  the  Ohind6 
mouth  of  the  Zambesi  river,  and  further 
inquiries  are  being  made  about  it.  No- 
thing is  known  as  to  the  intentions  of 
the  Portuguese  Government  in  regard 
to  it.  If  the  discovery  should  prove  to 
be  of  real  value,  it  will  have  an  im- 
portant bearing  on  the  question  of  access 
to  the  upper  waters  and  to  the  lakes. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  adhere  to 
their  previous  declarations  of  their  claim 
of  right  to  navigate  the  river. 
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THE    COLONIES     AND     THE     SUGAR 
CONVENTION. 

8iB  LYON  PLA.YFAIE  (Leeds,  8.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  the  self-governing 
Colonies,  especially  Canada,  Victoria, 
Natal,  and  the  Cape,  bad  given  their 
opinion  on  the  Sugar  Convention  ;  and, 
if  so,  would  the  Government  communi- 
cate the  correspondence  to  the  House  ? 

Babon  H.  de  W0R\[S  :  As  stated  at 
the  meeting  of  the  Conference  on  April 
5th  of  last  year,  all  the  Colonics  had  at 
that  date  accepted  the  Convention 
except  Tasmania  and  New  South  Wales. 
Since  then  Tasmania  has  telegraphed 
acceptance,  but  no  expression  of  opinion 
has  beeu  received  from  New  South 
Wales.  As,  however,  the  Government 
of  that  colony  has  had  the  Convention 
before  it  for  a  long  period  it  is  under- 
stood that  no  objection  is  there  raised. 
There  is  very  little  correspondence  on 
the  subject  beyond  that  published  in  the 
Blue  Book,  and  as  it  is  incomplete  and 
does  not  convey  any  expressions  of 
opinion  on  the  Convention  there  would 
be  no  advantage  in  presenting  it  to 
Parliament. 

THE    SUGAR    BOUNTIES    BILL. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  May  I  ask  is  there  any 
truth  in  the  statement  that  appears  in  a 
Conservative  newspaper  this  moruing 
that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  withdraw  the  Sugar 
Bounties  Bill  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  hon. 
Baronet  often  asks  questions  of  that 
kind.  He  must  be  aware  that  news- 
papers live  by  paragraphs,  and  these 
paragraphs  succeed  in  their  object  and 
are  exceedingly  interesting  to  credulous 
readers. 

THE  WESTMINSTER  ABBEY  BILL. 

Mb.  FEANCIS  POWELL  (Wigan J 
asked  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Central 
Division  of  Bradford  whether  he 
intended  to  proceed  with  the  Westmin- 
ster Abbey  Bill  to-morrow  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  I  think  it 
will  be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House 
that  I  should  state  that  there  have  been 
communications  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Dean  of  Westminster  and 
myself  with  reference  to  the  VVestuiiu- 
ster  Abbey  Bill   and  the  overcrowded 


state  of  Westminster  Abbey,  and  that  in 
all  probability  the  Qovemment  will 
institute  an  independent  inquiry  into 
the  subject.  In  these  ciroumstanoes  I 
shall  not  think  it  necessary  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill. 

THE  ZULU  TRIALS. 

Mb.  WALTER  M'LABEN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  it  was  true,  as  reported 
in  the  Tinet,  that  the  Special  Oourt  at 
Etshowe  had  adjourned  tim  di9 ;  and,  if 
so,  had  Zibebu  been  tried  for  the 
murder  of  Umsutshwana,  as  promised 
by  the  Colonial  Office ;  and,  what  had 
been  the  result  of  the  trial  f 

Babon  H.  de  WORMS:  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  official  informa- 
tion as  to  the  adjournment  of  the  Oourt 
tine  die.  The  Governor  reports  that 
the  Commission  has  terminated. 
Preliminary  magisterial  proceedings 
against  the  persons  chargea  with  the 
murder  of  U  msutshwana  were  still  in 
progress  on  the  28th  ultimo,  when 
dsibebu  was  still  in  oustjdy.  If  the 
prisoners  are  committed  for  trial,  they 
will,  in  due  course,  be  brought  before 
the  proper  tribunal. 

lEffiLAND— CONDUCT  OP  LDflUTENANT 

GEOHEGAN. 
Mb.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if 
it  was  true  that  the  appeal  of  Lieutenant 
Geoghegan  against  the  sentence  passed 
on  him  for  brawling  in  a  churcn  had 
been  heard,  and  that  the  sentence  had 
been  reserved  by  the  Superior  Court, 
which  had  thereby  justified  the  action 
of  the  Lieutenant  ? 

♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  Yes,  Sir.  The 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  at  Olonmel 
has  unanimously  reversed  the  sentenoe 
which  had  been  passed  on  Lieutenant 
Geoghegan. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 

ACTS. 

Sib  E.  BIBKBECK  (Norfolk,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  the  attentiou  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  been  called  to  a  resolu- 
tion passed  at  the  Council  meeting  of 
the  Hoyal  Agricultural  Society  on  the 
16th  instant,  and  to  the  report  unani- 
mously adopted  by  the  Central  and 
Aasouidted  Chambers  of  Agriculture  on 
the  30th  instant,  reoommending  that  the 
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ejdsiing  Acts  with  regard  to  the  Oon- 
tagioos  Diseases  of  Animals  shotild  be 
harmonizedy  strengthened,  and  consoli- 
dated ;  and,  whether  he  would  introduce 
a  Bill  at  the  earliest  opportunity  to  giye 
effect  to  such  resolution  ? 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Govern- 
ment  have  given  their  attention  to  the 
resolution  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers,  and  they  fully  admit  the  advan- 
taices  which  might  be  obtained  by  the 
consolidation  of  the  existing  Acts,  but 
in  the  present  state  of  public  business 
they  do  not  think  it  would  be  possible 
to  pass  such  a  measure  in  the  present 
Session. 

THE  BOTAL  COMMISSION  ON  MINING 

ROYALTIES. 

M&.  BRADLAUGH,  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Burt  (Morpeth),  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  if  he  could  now  state 
the  terms  of  reference  to  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Mining  Royalties  ;  and, 
whether  he  could  give  the  names  of  the 
Oommissioners  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  reference 
to  the  Royal  Commission  will  substan- 
tially be  in  the  following  terms,  though 
I  do  not  say  that  a  word  or  two  may 
not  be  altered.  These  terms  will  give 
the  House  the  full  meaning  of  the 
reference — 

*'  To  inquire  into  the  amounts  paid  as 
royaltiet,  head  rents,  and  way-leaves  on  coal, 
iraisione,  m>n  ore,  and  other  minerals  worked 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  terms  and 
oonditions  under  which  those  pajrments  are 
made,  and  into  the  economic  operation  thereof 
upon  the  mining  industries  of  the  country, 
and,  further,  to  investigate  the  system  of  con- 
ceasions  prevailing  in  some  foreign  countries, 
•nd  the  oonditions  under  which  mining  enter- 
prise is  conducted  in  the  colonies." 

I  am  unable  to  give  the  names  of  the 
Royal  Oommissioners  at  present,  but  I 
hope  to  do  so  in  a  few  days.  I  may 
mention,  however,  that  Lord  North- 
brook  has  undertaken  to  preside  over 
the  Oommission. 

Mb.  W.  p.  SmCIiAIR :  May  I  ask 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  will  con- 
sider whether  the  terms  of  reference  to 
the  Oommission  could  be  made  to 
include  inquiry  into  the  royalties  and 
rents  that  obtain  in  relation  to  taking 
clay  for  making  bricks  or  other  pur- 
poses? 
«1Ck.  W.  H.  SMXTH  :  I  must  ask  to 
have  notioe  of  this  question.  I  was  not 
aware  that  there  was  any  desire  that 


the  making  of  clay  should  be  included 
in  the  inquiry. 

GENERAL  PURPOSES  GRAND 
COMMITTEE. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy.  &c.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Government  would  consent 
to  a  General  Purposes  Grand  Committee, 
to  which  Bills  not  referable  to  the  Law 
or  Trade  Committees  may  be  referred  if 
the  House  so  pleases  ? 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Govern- 
ment think  that  it  is  not  desirable  that 
such  a  Committee  should  be  constituted. 
I  am  under  the  impression  that  the 
existing  Standing  Committees  are 
capable  of  taking  any  Bills  which  the 
Government  might  think  it  desirable  to 
refer  to  them.  It  would  be  undesirable 
also  that  such  a  Standing  Committee 
should  be  constituted,  thus  withdrawing 
hon.  Members  from  the  House  for  that 
purpose,  and  adding  to  their  duties. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  take  an  early  oppor- 
timity  of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  extremely  miserable  result 
of  the  present  system  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees, and  the  need  for  the  further 
extension  of  the  system. 

DISTRICT  COUNCILS  BILL. 

Mb.  T.  ROBERTSON  (Gloucester) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if 
he  could  name  a  day  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  District  Councils  Bill. 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Till  the  busi- 
ness  of  the  House  is  further  advanced  I 
shall  not  be  able  to  name  a  day  for  the 
District  Councils  Bill. 

BUILDING    SOCIETIES    AND    INCOME 

TAX. 
Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  a 
memorial  addressed  by  the  Leicester 
Temperance  and  General  Permanent 
Building  Society  in  Januanr  last  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Hevenue, 
whether  he  was  aware  that  while  95  per 
cent  of  the  members  of  this  society  were 
in  humble  circumstances,  and  not  liable 
to  income  tax,  the  Board  of  Inland 
Eevenue  insisted  on  either  charging  the 
tax,  in  order  to  return  it,  or  on  making 
the  society  collect  the  tax  from  the  5 
per  cent  of  members  who  were  liable ; 
whether  he  had  considered  the  amount 
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called  to  a  oommnnioation  from  the 
Vienna  ooTrespondsnt  of  tlie  Sttmimri 
atating  that  the  absenoe  of  the  BritiBh 
Ambaeaador  from  Paris  vas  on  all  fonn 
with  the  attitude  of  the  Auatrian  Goram- 
meat,  and  that  the  French  Qoremment 
sought  to  distinguish  betwoea  the  oom- 
ni«moratioQ  of  the  Bevolution  of  May  5th 
and  ths  opening  of  the  Exhibition  on 
the  6th  ;  whether  any  similar  repreeen- 
tation  as  to  the  distiootion  between  the 

Eolitioal  and  businesa  oersmonial  had 
een  addressed  to  the  GoTernment ;  and 
whether  the  absence  of  the  British 
Ambassador  was  the  result  of  an  under- 
standing with  the  other  Continental 
Powers. 

•Sir  J.  FEEGITSSON:  No,  Sir;  no 
such  representation  has  been  made  to 
HerUajeBty'sGoTemment.  No  invita- 
tioD  has  been  addressed  to  the  British 
Ambassador,  and  there  has  been  no 
concert  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
meat  and  any  other  Gbremment  on  the 
subject, 

ORDER  OF  BUBINESS. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow  College) : 

Hay  I  a^k  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 

he  can  name  a  day  when  he  will  take 

the  Scotch  Local  QoTemment  Bill  ? 

*Mn.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  not  yet 
in  a  position  to  name  a  day.  We  shall 
not  propose  to  take  the  Bill  on  Monday. 
Pie  W.  HAECOUET  (Derby); 
Perhaps  it  might  be  conveiiieat  to  state 
what  Dusinesi  will  probably  be  takeo 
next  week. 


of  trouble  and  expense,  and  friction  that 
must  be  caused  in  either  case  to  a  society 
promotive  of  thrift  among  the  poor ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  his  statement 
in  the  analogous  case  of  oo-operative 
stores  that  "when  the  shareholdars 
in  any  such  stores  are  notoriously 
all,  or  almost  all,  persons  of  an 
income  less  than  £150,  it  would  not 
only  not  be  a  gain,  but  would  be  a 
positive  loss  to  the  revenue  to  levy 
a  tax,  nearly  all  of  which  has  to  be  re- 
turned," he  would  cause  the  memorial 
of  the  Leicester  Society  to  be  recon- 
sidered with  a  view  to  a  more  favour- 
able answer  than  had  yet  been  received. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  memorial  in  question, 
and  I  accept  the  statement  of  tho  hon. 
Member  that  95  percent  of  the  members 
of  the  Leicester  Buildiug  Society  to 
which  he  refers  are  not  liable  to  income 
tax.  It  is  just  to  meet  cases  of  this 
kind,  and  to  avoid  the  trouble,  expense, 
and  friction  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers,  that  an  arrangement  has  be«n 
proposed  by  the  Inland  Revenue  to 
avoid  the  cumbrous  process  of  collec- 
tion and  repayment  of  duties  in  such 
cases.  This  arrangement,  which  has 
been  accepted  by  a  number  of  building 
societies,  has  been  declined  by  the  one  in 
question,  but  I  cannot  help  hoping  that 
its  refusal  may  be  reconsidend.  The 
case  of  co-operative  stores  is  not 
analogous,  but  in  many  respects  different 
from  that  of  building  societies.  But  in 
either  case  it  is  the  constant  object  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  to  avoid  the  neces- 
sity of  collecting  duties  which  have  to 
be  returned. 

Mk.  PICTON  :  May  I  hope  that  the 
answer  I  have  referred  to  will  be  recon- 
sidered, that  there  is  a  possibility  of  a 
more  favourable  answer  being  given  to 
the  memorial  ? 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  has  seen  the 
proposal  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment which  has  been  accepted  by  other 
Building  Societies,  but  I  hope  tms  par- 
ticular Society  will  see  its  way  to  come 
to  an  arrangement  with  the  Inland 
Revenue  to  avoid  the  friction  which  be 
and  1  deplore. 

THE  PARIS  EXHIBITION, 

Mb.    E.    ROBERTSON    (Dundee): 

asked  the  Under  Secretary  fur  Fureigu 

Affairs  whether  his  attention  had  been 

la-.Fietm 


•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  We  propose  to 
proceed  with  the  Navy  Bill  on  Monday 
and  I  hope  to  take  the  seoond  reading 
of  the  Onstoms  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill 
on  Thursday. 

MR.  HARRISON  AND  UR.  OONTBEARB. 
Mb.  ATHEELEY- JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.):  May  I  be  allowed  to  say  that 
I  had  a  desire  to  ask  leave  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  for  the  pnr- 

S«e  of  discussing  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
arrison  and  the  prosecution  of  Mr. 
Conybeare,  but  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  matter  is  now  under  magisterial  in- 
vestigation,  and  in  deferenoe  to  the 
opinion  expressed  by  you  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  propose  to  defer  the  matter  till  after 
magisterial  investigation  is  concluded. 
THE  NEW  MEMBER  FOR  BIRMINQHAH. 
•Ma.  SPEAKEE  :  I  have  to  intimate 
to  the  House  that  I  have  received  the 
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Hetum  of  the  Writ  for  the  election  of  about  fifty  years  ago  by  the  grandfather 

a  Member  for  Central  Birmingham,  and  of  the  present  owner  at  the  request  of 

therein  I  find  that  the  gentleman  re-  the  Government  of  the  day,  and  that  of 

turned  is  by  a  clerical  error  described  recent  years  they  were  enlarged  and  con - 

as  Albert  John  Bright,  whereas  I  under-  siderably  improved  ;  was  it  intended  to 

stand  his  name  is  John  Albert  Bright ;  abolish  the  Coastguard  Station  at  Ban- 

I  have  to  ask  if  any  hon.  Member  can  now ;  and  would  any  compensation  be 

certify  from   his    personal    knowledge  g^ven  to  the  owner  of  the  houses  ? 

that  this  is  so  ?  Lobd  G.  HAMILTON  :  It  is  the  case 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Hants,  Peters-  that  the  owner  of  the  houses  referred  to 

field) :  I  can  certify  from  my  personal  has  received  notice  that  the  houses  will 

knowledge  that  the  name  of  the  gentle-  be  vacated,  the  reason  being  that  they 

man  returned  for  Central  Birmingham  are  not  kept  in  proper  repair  and  they 

is  John  Albert  Bright.  are  in  an  insanitary  condition.     It  is 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  Clerk  of  the  not  known  bv  whom  the  houses  were 

Crown  will  make  the  necessary  correc-  originally  built  or  when,  but  there  is  no 

tion,  and  I  will  then  ask  the  hon.  Mem-  reason  to  suppose  they  were  built  at  the 

ber  to  come  to  the  Table.  request  of  the  Government  or  taken  at 

other   than  a  quarterly  tenancy.     The 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  THE  houses  were  improved  by  the  landlord 

VACCINATION  LAWS  "^  1866.     It  is  not  intended  to  abolish 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  May  I  be  ^^    Coastguard    Station    at    Bannow: 

allowed  to  aek  the    Preaident  of   the  ^here  is  no  ground  for  a  daim  for  com - 

Local  Government  Board  a  question  in  Pensation  by  the  owner, 

regard  to  the  interpretation  of  the  terms  KING  JA  JA  OF  OPOBO. 

of  reference  to  the  Eoyal  Commission  on  jj^    ^    REDMOND   (Fermanagh, 

the  Vaccination  Laws.      Paragraph  5  jj.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 

refers  to  inquiry  into  the  working  of  ,^,  Foreign  Affairs  when  the  promise 

the  provisions  of  the  Act  in  respect  to  ^^^„  bylim  to  allow  King  Ja  Ja  to 

repeated  proeecutionsfornon-comphanoe  J^^um    to    his  own   country  would  be 

with  the  requirements  of  the  Vaccination  ^^^^^  ^^^    whether  it  was  true  that 

Act.    I  have  to  "k,  will  not  the  inser-  j^  j^  ^as  been  suffering  much  in  health 

toon  of  the  word   «  repeated      before  ^^„^  ^^  ^^  ^^^  .^  |t  Tixu^^ni ;  and 

"prosecutions  "lead  to  the  exclusion  of  whether  there  had  been    disturbances 

what    I    understood   was  intended,  in-  ^^^^    -^  0^^  j^  consequence  of  the 

quiryiDto  the  pnnciple  of  compulsory  disoontsnt  amongst  the  Natives  there  at 

vaccination  pure  and  simple?  their  King's  exile? 

♦Mb.  EITCHIE :  I  am  glad  the  hon.  *q^  j  ^eRGUSSON  :  The  decision 

Member  has  put  the  question,  because  j„  ^^^  ^^  „,  j^  j^  ^„  ^^^^  ^^  should 

the  word  "repeated"  might  undoubtedly  y^  deported  for  a  term  of  not  less  than 

be   understood  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  g^^  ^^      j^  j^  },„  complained   of 

Buggesta.    It    IS    not    intended    so    to  ^.health,  but  his  statement  was   not 

narrow  the  reference.      Tht>  word  ap-  corroborated  by  the  local  authorities, 

peared  m  the  original  draft  copy  of  the  j^e  recent  disturbances  in  the  Opobo 

reference,   but  subsequenay   the  word  ^yer  were  not  owing  to  discontent  in 

"repeated"  was  struck  out  with  the  view  consequence  of  their  Ute  King's  exile, 

of  Aowmg    there  is    no    intention  of  ^^^  ^^  ^  renewal  of  the  interruption  to 

Umitmg  the  inquiry  m  that  sense.  ^^^^  in  the  river  similar  to  those  which 

Ja  Ja  formerly  occasioned. 

IRELAND— COASTGUARD  STATION,  Mb.  W.  REDMOND :    May  I  ask 

BANNOW,  COUNXy  WEXFORD.  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  right 

Mb.W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.)  hon.  Gentleman  himself  stated  in  answer 

asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  a  question  I  put  to  bim  in  regard  to 

whether  it  was  a  fact  that  the  owner  of  this  sentence,  that,  probably,  the  King 

the  houses  occupied  by  the  Coastguards  would  be  allowed  to  return  before  the 

as    a  Coastguard  Station  at  Bannow,  expiration  of  the  term, 

county  Wexford,  had  received  a  three  *Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:    I  remember 

months'  notice  that  the  houses  are  to  be  saying  that  when  there   were  no  evil 

vacated;  that  these  houses  were  built  consequences,  no  danger  to  be  appre- 
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•Mi  ^y/SfJHES  :  I  i^  wye 

<3cii7  u  u»  \iax*gk»0s  fA  th^  Mmlft  of  tht 
intj  ynid  \Mfff^,  It  u  ui  eqcuJ  addi- 
tt/>&  of  I  ygt  c«b:«II  loand^  fh«mdil£ioa 

Mfe,  W.  E.  OLADSrOXE  :Bdm-! 
burgh y  MM  J»tbuuky :  Thu  questvm 
M  Ofi';  of  iKrm^  perplexitj.  There 
M  wnu*f  diffifmity  in  finding  a  proper 
uy^WnXvrti  ffjr  the  dntj.  It  u  nardlj 
proper  to  call  this  a  mere  addi- 
turn  Uf  th^  fine&immfm  Duty,  becaiueiii 
certain  e«M»ential  particalart  it  departs 
twm  ihh  principle  of  the  Snooession 
I>uiy,  The  principle  of  the  Suooemon 
DutyaA  applied  t^i  land,  is  that  it  is 
iaki^n  uptnt  the  limited  ownership^  rather 
than  Hiftfu  tho  catutal  ralae*  It  is  an 
entire  ahnutth  of  the  principle  of  the 
HiniiHiMUfti  uttij,  when  you  impose  the 
duty  that  in  i/t  he  taken  on  the  capital 
valuf}  without  renpoct  U)  the  question 
whothor  the  ownership  is  limited  or 
ahsoluto.  Ho  far,  I  think,  we  clearly 
unditrNtund  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ez- 
ohtii|Ufir,  and  there  cau  be  no  doubt 
iihoiit  til II  matter  whatever.  In  point 
of  fiuit  thin  additional  charge  in  Uie 
(inso  of  the  HuooeNsi<m  Duty  is  to  be 
Invlod  an  tlin  property  tux  on  the  subject 
U)  whifih  it  applies.  The  Huooossion 
Duty,  it  will    bo    remembered,   affeots 

Mr,  (hioh$n 
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Dsfty  ia 
TaliM  of  the 


Mb.  GLADSTONE:   I  na  gbd  to 

hew  tha:,  hiTT  it  ii  nnt  nf  plaro  to  call  it 
an  Estate  Duty. 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN;  lean  it aa  Bstato 
Doty  sn  as  not  to  mix  it  up  either  with 
the  Probateor  the  Sucgeesion  Datj.  Tliia 
Estate  Duty  is  a  separate  doty.  H  re- 
sembles the  Probate  Duty  in  aDiiio  paiti- 
cnlars,  and  it  resembles  the  finfrassion 
Duty  in  others. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  perfeetfy  im- 
derstand  it.  It  amears  to  me  tfagi 
those  points  in  which  the  new  dnty  re- 
sembles the  Suooesaian  Dnty  are  of  a 
peculiar  character.  Bnt  the  two  eesen- 
tial  points  which  limit  it  aa  a  tax  arOi 
first,  whether  the  ownership  is  abedlute 
or  limited,  and,  secondly,  whether  it  ia 
limited  under  the  consanguinity  soale. 
I  am  not  in  the  least  blaming  the  Ohaa- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  bnt  I  have  ob- 
seryed  that  an  idea  has  obtained  con- 
siderable currency  which  is  misleading 
as  to  the  character  of  this  new  duty; 
and  I  gladly  accept  the  appellatioa 
which  has  been  given  by  the  Goyem- 
ment  to  this  duty — that  it  is  an  Estate 
Duty.  Although  in  its  form  it  resembles 
the  Succession  Duty,  especially  in  the 
most  important  matters  of  being  leyied 
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on  the  entire  value  of  the  property  and 
taking  no  cognizance  of  the  consan- 
guinity scale,  yet  its  analogy  really  is 
to  the  Probate  Duty,  and  not  to  the 
fiuccession  Duty  ;  but  it  is  an  Estate 
Duty  quite  distinct,  as  I  understand, 
ftom  both.  It  is  to  me  yery  satisfactory 
on  more  grounds  than  one,  inasmuch 
AS  it  is  founded  on  the  principle  of 
equal  taxation  as  between  personalty 
and  realty.  It  is  also  of  yery  great 
importance,  because  it  now  introduces 
for  the  first  time  into   succession   the 

frinciple  of  taxing  capital  yalue. 
do  not  myself  entertain  any 
doubt  as  to  the  main  principle 
of  taxing  capital  value  in  contradistinc- 
tion to  other  inferior  interests,  especi- 
ally interests  which  might  be  earned  out 
of  the  capital  value ;  but,  of  course,  the 
question  will  arise,  if  the  principle  of 
valuation  of  property  is  applicable  on 
the  occasion  of  death,  may  it  not  be 
made  applicable  on  other  occasions? 
This  is  a  very  large  question  indeed, 
and  one  of  the  utmost  importance ;  but 
it  is  a  question  to  which  the  present 
financial  proposals  of  the  Government 
obviously  open  the  door.  Although  I 
intend  to  support  the  proposal  of  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  would 
remark  that  the  limitation  of  it  to 
estates  above  £10,000,  is  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  great  novelty  into  our  taxing 
(qrstem;  and  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer believes  that  the  proposal 
lie  has  made  can  possiblv  remain 
permanently  limited  within  tne  bounds 
ne  has  fixed.  I  can  understand  that 
there  is  no  injustice  in  the  principle 
of  what  is  called  graduated  taxa- 
tion. In  itself  it  is  not  unjust  that 
richer  members  of  the  community,  who 
have  a  greater  abundance  of  this  world's 
oomforts,  should  make  a  larger  pro- 
portional contribution  to  the  Exchequer 
than  poorer  members ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  is  this  difficulty.  I  have 
never  been  able  to  observe  any  absolute 
rule  by  means  of  which  that  graduation 
ia  to  be  kept  within  bounds.  It  is  quite 
dear  that  it  is  capable  of  being  carried 
to  a  point  at  which  graduation  would 
become  confiscation;  and  I  should  be 
flad  if  we  could  be  told  whether  there 
la  any  fixed  rule  which,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  Government,  would  apply  to  the 
custodians  of  property  and  to  proprietary 
intereats,  for  the  pnrpoee  of  metinguish- 


ing  what  is  moderate  and  jiist  from  what 
is  immoderate  and  unjust.  I  do  not 
see  how  it  is  possible  if  it  is  held 
that  estates  of  £10,000  ought  to 
pay  more  than'  estates  of  £9,000 
or  £8,000,  to  say  that  estates  of  £10,000 
ought  to  pay  at  the  same  rate  aa 
estates  of  £50,000,  £100,000,  £500,000, 
or  £1,000,000.  I  am  quite  prepared  to 
rest  satisfied  with  what  is  now  con- 
ceded ;  but  I  believe  that  no  long  period 
will  elapse  before  others  will  improve 
upon  the  precedent  now  set,  aod  will  at- 
tempt to  apply,  within  the  bounds  of 
moaeration  and  justice,  something  like 
an  ascending  scale  to  the  larger  estates, 
now  that  the  principle  is,  as  I  under- 
stand, unanimously  endorsed  by  both 
parties,  and  is  not  objected  to  by  the 
supporters  of  the  present  Government. 
Because  we  must  observe  that  we  have 
just  passed  unanimously  the  Resolution 
dealing  with  the  limit  of  £10,000  to 
personal  property.  This  unanimity  is 
a  fact  of  great  importance,  and  it  will 
probably  be  prolific  of  consequences  in 
the  future.  It  will  rest  with  the  judg- 
ment and  discretion  of  the  House  to 
keep  those  consequences  within  safe 
bounds,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  ci^i 
be  done  ;  and  if  it  is  done  the  Chancelloi? 
of  the  Exchequer  will  have  been  the 
prime  cause  of  the  achievement  of  a 
result  which  will  be  favourable  on  the 
whole  to  the  interests  of  justice.  I 
gladly  accept,  on  the  responsibility  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  proposal 
with  regard  to  which  it  has  always  oeen 
felt  that  there  is  great  difficulty  in 
euaranteeing  its  limitation  within  due 
bounds.  It  is  quite  impossible  for  the 
Opposition,  even  if  they  were  disposed 
to  attack  exemptions,  to  look  with  a 
jealous  eye  upon  a  proposal  of  this 
character,  proceeding  from  such  a 
source ;  and  undoubtedly  I  shall  record 
it  on  my  financial  memory  as  an  impor- 
tant and  material  fact  that  the  proposal 
embodied  in  the  first  Resolution  should 
have  received  the  unanimous,  and  even 
the  silent  acquiescence  of  the  House. 
*UsL.  GOSOHEN :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  failed  to  remember 
the  basis  upon  which,  in  mv  opening 
statement,  I  fixed  the  limit  of  £10,000. 
The  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  think 
that  this  is  the  introduction  of  a  new 
system  of  graduation;  but  in  the  Budget 
speech  I  stated  that  £  10,000  was  adopted 
as  a  limit  which  was  analogous  to  the 
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Duties*  cokci  m  aa 
db/>rr>Qg!i'g>x]ig  ftrftfflo. 

8^^   o4pilftCIF%y  bvt  it  U   '.nan    wiucu.    wv  . 

to  rtgntt ;  oa  theeootnoj-, 
to  iwfigrmtalsti^  oofselTM,  tboagii,  at 
tii«  MmM;  time,  ve  tre  eiitit!«d  to  coia- 
Tjimn  that  no  attetcpt  lias  Iwcn  made  to 
4«al  with  the  mhjtet  aa  a  whole. 
^litL.  CHAPLIN  ^SUa£r»d  Dmiioa  of 
Lineohuhire], :  I  will  not  <!etazn  the 
Committee  nk»e  than  a  few  momenta. 
Bat  I  think  it  neeeMasj  to  lay  one  word 
of  proteat,  more  eepedallj  after  the 
doaing  obaerrationa  of  the  ri^t  hon. 
Oentieman  the  Member  for  ICid  Lodiian, 
and  hia  adhesion  to  the  propoaaL  The 
propoMls  of  the  Budget  are  before 
na,  hot  I  eonfeea  I  am  not  rerj  much 
enamoured  of  them.  Th^  were  made 
jnat  before  the  Easier  Holidaja,  and 
for  mj  own  part  I  fraoklj  own  that  I 
hare  been  more  pleasantlj  occupied 
than  in  a  discowion  of  the  Death  Dntiee ; 
and,  without  the  figures  and  details  I 
should  not  be  in  a  position  to  enter 
upon  anjconmderablediscussi'>n.  When 
I  first  heard  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I 
listened  to  it  with  a  good  deal  of 
siispicion.  and  that  suspicion  has  cer- 
tainly not  been  in  the  slightest  degree 
allayed  by  the  way  in  wmch  the  pro- 
posals have  been  received  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  I  remember  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
patted  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  the  hack  and  congratulated  him  on 
his  proposals,  observing  that  thc^  were 
far  more  satisfactory  than  he  could  have 
anticipated.  Then  to-night  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  rightly  aod  properly  called 
attention  to  the  future,  and  significantly 
remarked  that  although  the  House  may 
be  satisfied  upon  the  present  occasion, 
it  must  necessarily  be  the  first  step 
towards  a  much  larger  proposition  in 
the  future.  Sir,  I  frankly  confess  that 
the  more  I  consider  the  propositions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ubb  I  am 
disposed  to  accept  them.  It  seems  to 
me  that  they  open  up  questions  of  the 
largest  character,  which  we  on  this  side 
of  the  House  would  certainly  do  well  to 
consider  much  more  carefully  than  they 
have  been  considered  up  to  the  present 
time.  There  is  no  doubt  about  this.  He 
is  going  to  propose  an  additional  burden, 
and   a  very  serious  burden,  upon   the 
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^Isliagton^ :   I  wish  to 
edlor  of  the  Excheqac 
On  the  Succcasiom  Dn^,  tha  time 
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enable  die  heir,  without 
Teoienee.  to  find  the 
Chancellor  of  the 
that  with  regard  to  the  doty 
discussion,  equal  time  would  begoanm- 
teed  for  payment.  One  reaalt  of  thai 
would  be  that  if  the  heir  diea  beftva 
full  payment  has  been  made^  die 
country  losee.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
ChanoeUi^r  of  the  Exehequer  whether, 
in  providing  for  the  extenaioii  of  the 
time,  he  will  enhance  the  amount  of 
the  doty  by  so  much  as  will  cover  an 
much  of  the  prospective  loaa,  owing  to 
the  expectation  of  life  in  aome  caaea 
being  less  than  in  others  ? 

Mr.  BATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon):  I  understand  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say  that 
the  charge  wiU  lie  equally  on  per* 
sonal  and  real  estate,  while  the  rig^t 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
LfOthian  said  it  would  be  charged  on  the 
capital  value  of  the  succession.  I  think 
the  Chancellor  of  the  ESxchequer  is  a  great 
deal  too  modest.  His  proposal  is  n  my 
opinion  a  very  bold,  but  at  the  same 
time,  a  very  just  one ;  and  if  our  Con- 
servative friends  will  consider  the  matter 
they  will,  I  tuink,  agree  that  it  is  a  very 
Conservative  proposal.  Now  that  the 
Democracy  are  in  power,  they  ought 
to  insist  on  this  matter  being  put  on  a 
fair  footing,  either  on  the  abiUty  of  a 
person  to  pay  or  on  the  benefits  he 
receives  from  the  Government.  Probably 
on  both  those  grounds  it  is  right  that 
those  who  leave  large  fortunes  behind 
them  should  be  liable  to  pay  a  larger 
proportion  than  they  have  done  of  the 
value  of  the  estate. 

The  attorney. GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Websteb,  Isle  of  Wight):  I  may 
perhaps  be  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words  with  the  view  of  removing  any 
doubt    that    may    exist    in    the   mind 
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of  my  hon.  Friend  ia  regard  to  the 
wording  of  the  resolution.  The  tax  to 
be  levied  is,  as  I  understand  the  matter, 
to  be  leviable  on  personalty  and  realty 
alike.  If  a  man  should  succeed  for 
life  to  £12,000  personalty,  then  the 
capital  value  of  his  life  interest  in  that 
personalty  is  taken.  If  he  succeeds  for 
ufe  to  real  property  of  the  value  of 
£12,000,  the  capital  value  of  his  life 
interest  is  to  be  taken.  If  his  interest  is 
absolute,  then  the  case  contemplated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
would  apply,  and  he  would  pay  on  that 
capi^l  value.  It  makes  no  difference 
whether  it  is  a  succession  to  personalty  or 
a  succession  to  realty.  With  regard  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Had- 
dington (Mr.  Haldane),  I  would  point 
point  out  out  that  there  are  not  four 
different  kinds  of  duties,  but  practically 
only  two,  although  they  have  different 
inddence. 

♦Sin  H.  DAVEY  (Stockton) :  I  am  glad 
to  understand  that  the  fee- simple  owner 
on  suoceeding  will  pay  the  duty  on  the 
fee-simple  value,  and  not  merely  on  the 
life  interest.     Death  Duties  should  be 
levied  on  the  same  principle  as  personalty 
and  realty.     It  is  a  Succession  Duty  to 
all  intents  and  purposes.    If  that  be  so, 
why  should  a  difference  be  made  in  the 
mode  in  which  this  Succession  Duty  is 
to  be  levied  and  the  way  in  which  the 
fiaooession  Duty   is  levied   in   the  Act 
of  1853.      A   much   more   simple   way 
would  be  to  alter  the  Succession  Duty 
Act  of  1853,  and  make  all  Succession 
Duties  under  that  Act  liable  on  the  fee- 
simple  value  of  the   property.      With 
legard  to  the  limit  of  £10,000,  I  think 
explanation  given  will  hardly  be  satis- 
factory to  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite.    Let 
them  take  the  case  of  a  man  who  under 
one  appctintment    succeeds    to   £4,000 
personalty   and   £6,000   realty.      Is  it 
elear  that  he  would  pay  on  the  whole 
Talue  of  the  estate— viz.,  £10,000  ?    Is 
the  payment  assessed  on  the  total  value 
of  the  Succession,  whatever  the  quality 
of    the    property   might  be?      In  my 
opinion,  the  Estate  Duty  should  be  paid 
on    the    whole    value    of    the    estate, 
whatever     may      be      its      character. 
Is  the  payment  assessed  on   the  total 
Talue  of  the  succession,   whatever  the 
•quality  of  the  property  may  be  ?    Is  it 
paid  on  the  whole  value,  whether  it  is 
leal  or  personal  estate  f    Would  a  man 
who    auooeeded    to    £10,000    half    in 


personalty  and  half  in  land  pay  the 
Estate  Duty  ?  In  my  opinion,  the  Estate 
Duty  should  be  paid  on  the  whole  value 
of  tiie  estate,  whatever  may  be  its 
character. 

♦Sib  R.  PAGET  (Somerset,  Wells) :  I 
wish  to  take  this  opportunity  of  saying 
a  few  words  on  this  important  matter, 
and  I  agree  very  much  with  what  fell 
from    the  right    hon.    Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Ohaplin). 
I  think  it  is  our  duty  to  examine  care- 
fully the  propositions  which  have  been 
put  before  us  by  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  but  having  gone  so  far  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  unable 
to  go  further  with  him.     I  confess  that 
I  do  not  share  the  fear  with  which  he 
regards  the  proposals  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.     On  the  contrary,  it 
appears  to  me  that  in  many  respects 
they  are  worthy  of  support.     I  detect 
in  them  the  principle  of  absolute  equality 
of  taxation  in  regard  to  personalty  as 
well   as  realty,   and  in   that  principle 
I     entirely    concur.     I     go    with    me 
Chancellor    of    the      Exchequer    and 
say      that    it    would     not    do    alone 
to      effect      an    equality     in     regard 
to  Death  Duties,  but  that  that  equality 
of  taxation  must  be  carried  further.     At 
present  there  are  far  more  serious  and 
heavy    burdens    imposed   upon    realty 
than  upon  personalty,  and  I  should  be 
glad,  if  possible,  to  remove  every  one  of 
those  inequalities  and  render  the  burden 
equal.    That  is  the  reply  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite,  who  with 
great  emphasis  asked,  *'  Why  introduoe 
this  new  Estate  Duty — why  not  get  rid 
of    the    unjust    action  of    the  Act  of 
1853?"     The    answer    is    plain.     You 
cannot  get  rd  of  that  injustice  unless 
you  deal  witU  the  matter  of  taxation  as 
a  whole.     If  you  can  possibly  do  this, 
then  I  admit  that  the  inequality  must 
go.     The  matter  has  been  one  of  great 
difficulty.     Most  of  us  dislike  taxation 
in  any  shape,  and  special  objection  is 
taken  to  a  new  tax.     The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  displayed  much  in- 
genuity in  designing  new  taxes  which 
are  to  be  borne  by  the  community  at 
large.     New  tax   after  new   tax    have 
been  introduced  with  little  or  no  irrita- 
tion, and  have  been  borne  with  equani- 
mity.    LCries  of  ''The  Wheel  Tax."] 
Yes ;  but  that  did  not  pass.     I  am  only 
speakinfi^  of  those  which  are  the  law  of 
the  land,  and  I  must  congratulate  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  on  having  intro- 
duced new  taxes  which  have  excited  so 
little  objection.     If  the  elements  of  a 
graduated  taxation  are  objectionable, 
we  have  had  them  on  our  Statute  Book 
for  years.     From  the  moment  the  sys- 
tem of  exemptions  from  income  tax  was 
introduced,   there    were,    to    a  certain 
extent,    instances    of  graduated   taxa- 
tion.    As  far  as  I  can  see,  the  present 
proposal    is    on    all    fours    with    the 
graduated    taxation    imposed    in    the 
income  tax.     It  might  possibly  be  made 
stiH  further  on  all  fours  with  it  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  fol- 
lowed with  greater  nicety  the  precedent 
of  the  income  tax,  and  instead  of  fixing 
one  point   of    £10,000  capital,   below 
which  the    new    Estate    Duty    should 
not  apply,    had    introduced    an    auto- 
matic    sliding     scale,     following     the 
fi^aduated   exemptions    now    given    to 
incomes     below    £400.      There    is   no 
novelty  in  a  system  of  graduated  taxa- 
tion to  the  extent  I  have  mentioned ; 
on  the    contrary,    its    application   has 
already  been  recognized  by  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.     This  is  only  a  re-application  of 
the  principle  in  dealing  with  the  Suc- 
cession Duty.     I  do  not  see  any  reason 
why  we  should  fear  that  this  is  to  form 
the  groundwork  of  a  new  system  of  taxa- 
tion, seeing  that  it  has  long  since  been 
enforced.     I  certainly  approve  heartily 
of  a  plan  the  leading  features  of  which 
are   identity   and   equality  of  taxation 
upon  all  property  whatever. 
*Mb.  H.  FOWLEE  (Wolverhampton, 
E.):    I    am    sorry  that  the   Attorney 
General  has  left  the  House,  because  I 
wanted  to  call  attention  to  one  remark 
he  has  made ;  but  perhaps  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  w^l  be  able  to 
clear    it    up.     The    Attorney- General, 
speaking  of   this  new  tax — this  estate 
duty,  said  that  it  was  to  be  in  every 
sense    of    the    word    levied     on     the 
value    of     the    succession.      That    is 
not    60.      In     Sub-section    A  of    the 
[Resolution,  in  a  certain  description  of 
property  where  the  succesjBor  succeeds  to 
an  estate  in  fee  simple,  the  duty  is  to  be 
levied  on  the  principal  value  of  the  pro- 
perty,  and   not  on   the  value  of    the 
succession.     Let  me  take  the  case  of  a 
man  who  dies  possessed  of  a  real  estate 
of  the  value  of  £12,000,  and  leaves  that 
estate  to  his  son  liable  to  the  present 
Succession  Duiy.     The  income  of  the 
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estate  has  to    be  ascertained,  certain 
deductions  have  to  be  allowed,  and  the- 
net  value  of   the  income  has  to  be 
capitalized  according  to  the  scale  of  the^ 
Succession  Duiy  Act.    Possibly  the  son 
is  of  such  an  age  that  the  value  of  the- 
succession  is  £5,000.  A  Succession  Dnty^ 
of  1}-  percent  is  levied  upon  it,  but  u 
this  Estate  Duty  is  passed,  that  calca^ 
lation  will  not  be  made  in  respect  of  it, 
but  the  authorities  will  ascertain  what 
is  the  capital  value  of  the  whole  pro- 
perty,  and  assuming  that  it  is  worth* 
£12,000,  the  new  Estate  Duty  would  be- 
1  per  cent  upon  £12,000,  in  additimi  to- 
the  duty  upon  the  value  of  the  succes- 
sion as  defined  by  the  Succession  Duty 
Act  as  the  value  of  the  son's  life  interest 
in   the   property.     But  although  this^ 
proposal  does  introduce  a  most  valuable 
alteration — one  almost  of  priceless  value 
— it  is,  nevertheless,  limited  to  the  case 
of  absolute  bequests.     Where  a  father 
leaves  an  estate  to  a  son  for  his  life, 
and  then  to  his  grandchildren,  the  new 
duty  will  not  be  levied  on  the  capital 
value  of  the  property,  but  on  the  life- 
interest  of  the  son  and  on  the  ultimate 
interest  of  the  grandchildren.  Therefore, 
what  we  have  is  this — that  where  the 
succession  is  created  by  settlement  or  bv 
will,  as  far  as  real  property  is  concemea, 
this  new  duty  will  be  levied  on  precisely 
the  same  principle  as  the  old  Succession 
Duty,  but  where  real  property  passea 
absolutely,  then  the  new  duty  is  levied 
on  the  eorpuB  on  the  same  basis  as  it  ie 
levied  on  personal  property. 
♦Sir  G.  0.  TREVELYAN  (GU«»gow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed 
to  supplement  by  one  word  what  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  said.     I  do  not 
think  the  House  is  quite  aware  what  a 
serious  proposition,  from  one  point  of 
view,  has  been  laid  before  it.    Take  an 
estate   of  the  value    of  £20,000.      At 
the  present  moment  a  heir  succeeding' 
under    the  ordinary   conditions   would 
pay  £135,  taking  the  income  at  £600. 
Fifteen  times  600  is  9,000,  and  1^  per 
cent  on  £9,000  is  £135.  That  is  what  the 
heir  would  pay  at  present.     Under  the 
Estate  Duty,  if  the  property  if  settled  by 
will  the  heir  will  pay  in  addition  £90. 
If  on  the  other  hand  it  is  left  absolutely 
he  will  pay  £200.     And  so  in  the  case 
of  landed  property,  which  is  left  ab- 
solutely, as  in  my  opinion,  all  landed 
property  ought  to  be  left.     The  tax  of 
j  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will 
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increase  tbe  Death  Datj  paid  by  the  heir 
from  £135  to  £335,  an  addition  so 
enormous  that  I  really  doubt  .whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  below  the 
Gangway  (Mr.  Chaplin)  during  the 
agreeable  Easter  holidays  he  recently 
passed  fully  mastered  it.  It  is  the 
most  serious  proposal  in  regard  to  the 
taxation  of  a  class  which  has  ever 
been  made,  but  it  is  an  addition  which 
I  was  delighted  to  hear  proposed,  and 
which  I  shall  be  delighted  to  see  passed  by 
Parliament.  Under  this  new  tax  if  the 
estate  is  left  absolutely,  the  heir  will 
haTe  to  pay  £335,  but  if  it  is  left 
through  an  entail  he  will  only  have  to 

Sy  £225.  Multiply  that  by  ten,  so 
at  it  may  apply  to  the  size  of  im- 
mrtant  estates  in  this  country,  and  it  will 
be  seen  that  an  entailed  estate,  every 
time  it  passes  from  one  proprietor  to 
another,  will  have  an  advantage  as 
affainst  an  estate  which  passes  absolutely 
of  more  than  £1,000;  and  we  know 
Tery  well  that  the  heirs  of  those  en- 
tailed estates  generally  find  themselves 
in  a  position,  owing  to  the  many 
family  claims  upon  the  estates,  in  which 
the  additioual  £1,000  will  be  a  serious 
Inirden  indeed.  And  therefore  I  would 
aak  the  Clommittee  to  consider  what  an 
anormous  premium  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  putting  on  the  dele- 
tsrions  practice  of  tying  up  land. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  an  addi- 
tional inducement  will  be  offered  by 
tiiis  proposal  in  favour  of  tyiug  up 
land  greater  than  has  been  given  by 
any  proposal  which  has  been  made  for 
many  years  past.  The  advantage  given 
to  entailed  property  should  as  soon  as 
poeaible  be  abolished,  and  therefore  I 
tmst  that  all  of  us  will  do  our  best  to 
hasten  the  day  when  these  duties  will 
be  placed  upon  a  thoroughly  compre- 
bensiTO  footing. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
baa  just  spoken  is  aware  of  the  proposal 
which  was  made  in  1885  by  the  right 
bon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Qhilders). 

♦Sib  G.  TBEVELYAN  :  Oh,  yes. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN :  Then  surely  he 
ought  to  have  raised  the  same  objection 
to  it  which  he  has  raised  now.  It  was 
open  to  precisely  the  same  objection  as 

bat  which  he  has  taken  to  the  present 
ttrraoeal.  Under  the  proposal  of  the 
ngbt  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  there 


would  have  been  on  propertv  that  was 
entailed  only  the  charge  n)r  the  life 
interest,  whereas  upon  property  that 
was  not  entailed  there  would  have  bnee 
a  charge  on  the  capital  value.  The  late 
Government,  in  1885,  proposed,  without 
any  compensation  such  as  is  claimed  by 
my  hon.  Friend  behind  (Sir  B.  Paget), 
to  raise  the  Succession  Duty  to  3  per  cent 
not  on  estates  of  £10,000  only,  but  on 
all  successions.  Bight  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  going  to  put  realty  and 
personalty  on  the  same  footing  as  regards 
the  death  duties,  but  to  leave  realty 
under  other  burdens  and  disadvantages 
as  compared  with  personalty.  My  belief 
is  that  when  we  remove  some  of  the 
existing  inequalities  of  these  duties,  but 
deal  at  the  same  time  with  the  burdens 
which  unjustly  lay  upon  land,  it  will  be 
found  that  the  landed  interest  is  in  a 
more  favourable,  because  more  just, 
position  than  it  is  now.  I  have  been 
asked  several  questions.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockton  (Sir  H. 
Davey),  after  endorsing  what  I  have 
done  in  charging  the  Estate  Duty  in 
certain  cases  upon  capital  value,  asked 
why  I  did  not  apply  this  principle  to- 
the  whole  of  the  existing  Succession 
Duties?  My  reply  is  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  consent  to  so  apply  it 
until  at  the  same  time  they  were  able 
to  relieve  realty  from  the  injustice  to 
which  it  is  subject  in  other  respects* 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asks 
whether,  if  a  man  left  £10.000,  half  in 
land  and  half  in  personalty,  it  would  be 
liable  to  the  Estate  Duty.  My  reply 
is  that  that  would  not  be.  It  would 
require  further  changes  in  the  general 
administration  of  the  Death  Duties  to 
be  able  to  effect  that  object.  I  accept 
the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  as  being  a  correct 
general  description  of  my  proposals. 
When  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney-General  spoke  of  the  value  of 
the  succession,  I  think  he  used  these 
words  not  in*  any  legal  and  technical 
sense,  but  he  meant  that  the  property  is 
taxed  at  what  it  is  worth  to  the  successor^ 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  ex- 
pects that  in  the  Bill  the  whole  method 
of  valuation  will  be  set  forth.  I  cannot 
promise  that.  In  the  Succession  Duty 
Act,  there  are  Clauses  which  point  out 
the  mode  of  valuation;  and  it  is  by 
reference  to  them  that  I  think  the 
matter  is    dealt    with   by   the  present 
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BilL  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kidgton  (Sir  G.Trereljaii)  has  selected 
«  case  of  15  years.  Of  course,  that  is 
entirely  an  arbitrary  selection. 

♦Sib  G.  0.  TRE\rELTAN:  It  is  the 
average  as  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  It  may  be  perfectly 
true,  as  regards  the  new  dnty,  that  it 
does  fall  more  heavily  on  the  landed 
interest  than  the  existing  Saocession 
Duty ;  but  if  we  compare  the  position 
of  land  with  that  of  personalty  it  will 
be  seen  that  the  increase  on  personalty 
is  also  severe.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  try  to  alarm  some  of  our  friends 
as  to  the  character  of  our  proposals ;  but 
it  rests  with  the  Government  to  show, 
as  we  are  able  to  do,  that  we  have  not 
forgotten  the  true  interests  of  realty  any 
more  than  we  have  neglected  the  true 
interests  of  personalty.  We  do  not 
profess  to  favour  either  the  one  class  of 
property  or  the  other,  but  to  observe  a 
just  measure  between  them  when  we 
are  in  the  disagreeable  position  of 
having  to  impose  any  fresh  taxation  at 
all.  One  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that 
we  ought  to  have  dealt  with  the  Death 
Duties  as  a  whole.  For  reasons  which 
I  have  explained  at  considerable  length 
it  was  impossible  to  do  so  in  the  present 
year. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central):  I  understand  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  answered  the 
important  question  put  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockton  in  the 
negative.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
asked  whether  £10,000  left  by  a  testator, 
evenly  divided  between  realty  and 
personalty,  would  pay  duty  under  the 
present  proposal,  and  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  answered  that  in  the 
negative.  That  will  lead  to  very 
extraordinary  results.  Supposing  a 
testator  leaves  £20,000  evenly  divided 
between  realty  and  personalty,  under 
the  present  proposal  that  aggregate 
property  would  pay  £200  to  the 
Exchequer.  But  supposing  the  testator 
leaves  £18,000  also  evenly  divided  be- 
tween realty  and  personalty,  that  would 
pay  nothing.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
^®  aggregate  property  was  £18,000, 
£10,000  in  realty  and  £8,000  in 
personalty,  the  realty  would  pay  £100, 
and  the  personalty  would  pay  nothing. 
That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  strange 
atate  of  things,  and  I  cannot  but  think 


n 


that  iha  Gorainment  woidd  do  well  to 
reconsider  their  propoeil  with  refereooe 
to  the  anomalies  I  have  poiiitod  oat 
The  Oiancellor  of  the  Ezbneqiiflr  made 
a  veiy  effective  tm  fuoqu§  remy  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleiiian  the  Member  km 
tl^  Bridffeton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
G.  Trevdyan)  but  he  did  not  touch  the 
merits  of  the  ease.  Thepointof  myricht 
hon.  Friend's  remarks  was  that  unlst 
the  proposal  of  tiie  Govenunent  we  add 
a  fresh  preminm  to  entailed  projpetty 
inasmuch  as  entailed  property  will  D# 
less  heavily  burdened  than  property  left 
absolutely  to  the  heir.  I  have  endear 
voured  to  make  a  comparison  as  to  what 
the  results  will  be  in  the  two  cases — ^ia 
the  first  place,  of  personal  property  of  the 
value  of  £10,000,  and  in  the  other  ease 
of  realty  of  the  same  value.  I  find  that 
under  the  present  law  the  personal 
property  woidd  pay  £300  in  the  shape 
of  Probate  Duty,  but  in  the  case  of  reil 
roperty,  assuming  the  heir  to  be  fortj- 
ve,  payment  would  be  made  on  a 
capitsiized  sum  of  £5,500 — 1^  per  oeat 
— namely,  £82;  and  this  would  be 
reduced  by  the  money  being  spread 
over  eight  instalments^  on  which  dis* 
count  would  be  allowed,  to  £75.  There- 
fore, in  one  case  there  would  be  a  pay- 
ment of  £300,  and  in  the  other  a  payment 
of  only  £75.  Under  the  proposal  of  tha 
Bill,  £100  would  be  added  to  the 
amount  payable  in  respect  of  the  per- 
sonalty, making  £400.  I  assume  thai 
the  property  is  left  absolutely  to  the 
heir,  and  in  the  case  of  the  realty  £100 
would  be  added,  making,  in  that  oase^ 
£  1 75.  That,  also,  is  subject  to  discount 
My  right  Friend  was,  therefore,  quite 
correct  when  he  said  that  tiie  effect  ol 
the  present  proposal  will  be  to  increase 
the  inducements  to  entail  proper^. 
This,  we  feel,  is  a  matter  worthy  of  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  Ohanoellov 
of  the  Exchequer. 

Majob  HASCH  (Essex,  S-E.]:  I 
desire  to  say  a  word  on  behalf  of  the 
small  owners  of  land.  The  ChanceUoff 
of  the  Exchequer  is,  perhaps,  nnawave 
that  in  the  Eastern  Oounties  small 
owners  of  land  are  divisible  into  two 
categories — ^those  who  are  ruined,  and 
those  who  are  going  to  be.  Thie 
proposal  will  only  precipitate  the 
latter  catastrophe.  It  does  not  effesft 
the  big  men,  tlie  persons  who  onria 
200,000  acres,  or  the  800perBpnB  who  owfk 
3,700  acres  of  land  and  upwards,  but  it 
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oomee  down  unoommonly  heavily  on  the 
180,000  people,  who  own  350  acres  and 
a  smaller  quantity,  and  I  do  hope  that, 
as  the  agnoultural  lamb  has  been  suf- 
ficiently shorn  already,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exohequei  will  temper  the  wind 
which  blows  from  the  Exchequer  with 
reference  to  the  small  owners. 
♦Sib  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
lichfield) :  I  should  like  to  know  when 
the  first  instalment  in  the  case  of  landed 
property  will  be  due.  An  heir  may 
succeed  to  an  entailed  estate,  and  yet 
have  to  wait  eighteen  months  before 
reoeiving  a  farthing  of  rent,  as  on 
many  estates  the  tenants  hold  their 
farms  with  ''a  running  half-year's 
rent"  allowed.  Consequently,  if  the 
first  instalment  of  the  Death  Duty  is 
to  be  paid  immediately,  the  heir  may 
bare  to  go  to  prison  for  non-payment 
of  the  Queen's  Taxes,  while  he  may  not 
have  received  a  shilling  from  the 
property  he  has  inherited. 

Bib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
always  welcome  any  steps  towards  a 
graduated  taxation  of  property,  and 
with  that  view  I  very  much  welcome 
the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  was  also  pleased  to  hear  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  It 
Is  perfectly  clear,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  so  forcibly  showed,  that  you 
oaanot  stop  at  £10,000.  Something  has 
been  said  about  confiscation,  but  it 
seems  to  me  there  is  a  g^eat  distance 
between  1  per  cent  and  confiscation  of 
property.  I  think  that  if  you  put  1  per 
oent  on  the  amount  of  £10,000,  you 
might  reasonably  put  4,  5,  6,  or  even 
10  per  cent  upon  the  property  of  the 
millionaires.  I  hope  the  same  system  of 
graduated  taxation  will  be  applied  to 
uie  income  tax.  The  only  doubt  I  want 
to  suggest  with  regard  to  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  is  whether  it  is  pru- 
dent to  put  the  whole  of  the  taxation 
OA  the  Death  Duties  ;  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  revise  the  income  tax. 
I  fear  that  if  you  put  it  all  on  the  Death 
Duties,  the  consequence  will  be  that 
Mmnberswill  be  apt  to  spend  their 
incomes. 
♦Snt  W.  BARTTLELOT  (Sussex, 
North  West) :  I  think  we  must  all  agree 
that  a  great  deal  of  information  has  been 
afford^  in  the  debate  of  to-day,  and  I 
hope  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
wiU  give  us  plenty  of  time  to  carefully 


consider  the  very  serious  proposals  he 
has  made.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  laid  down, 
as  he  always  does  with  regard  to  finance,, 
the  case  as  clearly  as  it  could  possibly  be 
laid  down.  I  wish  to  endorse  one  thing 
he  said,  and  certainly  adhered  to,  in  the 
early  part  of  his  career  as  a  financier, 
and  that  is  that  taxation  should  beg^n 
as  low  as  it  possibly  can,  and  be  kept 
upon  a  uniform  scale,  and  that  we  should 
not  have  a  graduation  of  taxation  ac- 
cording to  the  property  which  a  man 
may  hold.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  a  great  deal  to-day.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  this  tax 
might  be  converted  into  a  tax  upon 
estates  totally  irrespective  of  the  Death 
Duties,  and  that  the  tax  might  be  made 
use  offer  other  purposes  at  another  time» 
I  gathered  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech^  not  that  he  is  anxious  to 
see  this  done,  but  that  these  proposals 
will  open  a  door  to  those  who  may  wish 
to  impose  taxation  upon  property  in  a 
different  way  from  that  which  has  been 
adopted  up  to  the  present  moment. 
This  is  a  serious  proposition,  and  I  wish 
to  call  the  special  attention  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  to  it.  Such  warnings  of 
what  may  occur  in  the  future  deserve 
the  serious  consideration  not  only  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  of  hon* 
Members  who  sit  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  lor  Mid  Lothian  also 
warned  us  that  an  ascending  scale  may 
be  made  use  of  on  large  properties  in 
regard  to  the  income  tax,  the  Death 
and  Estate  Duties,  and  that  the  con- 
sanguinity scale  in  the  Death  Duties 
mi^t  be  abolished.  That  is  another 
important  point  to  be  seriously  noted 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
for  though  it  is  urged  that  the 
proposals  are  safeguaxnied,  I  would 
point  out  that  the  same  argument  was 
urged  with  respect  to  the  Bef  orm  Bill  of 
of  1867,  but  before  the  Bill  left  the 
House  all  the  safeguards  on  which  we 
on  this  side  had  depended  were 
eliminated.  May  not  the  same  fate 
overtake  the  proposals  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend?  He  proposes  certain  things 
which  he  thin&is  are  safeguards,  and  I 
should  like  to  know  how  the  safeguards 
are  to  be  maintained.  As  an  illustration 
there  is  the  case  of  two  men  who  recently 
died,  their  property  falling  to  their  sons, 
neither  of  whom    is   going  to    reside 
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he  drawn.  It  is  a  somewhat  teehnical 
point,  but  I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  follow  me. 
Beal  estate  only  pays  Succession 
Daty;  it  never  pays  Legacy  Duty. 
The  Succession  Duty  is  paid  on 
the   real    estate   which    is  devised  or 

E asses  by  will,  but  where  personalty  is 
equeathed  by  will  it  does  not  pay  Suc- 
cession Duty  but  Legacy  Du^.  As  I 
read  thn  resolution  the  new  Estate  Duty 
is  only  to  be  imposed  on  personal  pro- 

Serty  passing  by  the  death  of  any  person 
ying  on  or  after  the  1st  day  of  June, 
1889,  as  a  succession  or  successions 
under  the  Succession  Duty  Act  185S. 
What  I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  if 
£10,000  is  bequeathed  by  a  will  to,  say, 
a  son,  it  would  not  be  a  succession  under 
the  Succession  Duty  Act  1853,  but  would 
be  a  legacy  and  liable  to  Legacy,  not 
Succession,  Duty,  and  therefore,  as  I 
read  the  resolution  as  framed  it  would 
not  be  made  to  pay  the  new  Estate  Duty. 
I  do  not  suggest  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  this  is  intended,  but 
I  think  it  is  a  matter  worthy  of  his  con- 
sideration in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
it  is  so  or  not.  If  the  first  resolution  is 
intended  to  coyer  this  case  of  course  the 
question  will  not  arise. 

♦Mr.  G08CHEN:  It  is  intended  to 
oover  it.  

♦SiB  H.  DAVEY :  Then  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  his  way 
to  meet  the  anomaly  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  and 
I  have  pointed  out,  namely  the  case  of 
a  man  who  leaves  an  estate  of  £18,000 
one  half  in  realty  and  the  other  half  in 
personalty.  In  that  case  Succession 
Ihity  will  not  be  paid  at  all.  That,  I 
am  afraid,  is  an  anomaly  which  cannot 
be  altered  in  his  Bill,  but  must  be 
altered  in  the  resolution. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  This  point  has 
not  escaped  our  attention,  but  it  is  one 
of  a  practical  nature.  I  quite  agree 
that  if  the  matter  were  reasoned  out 
logically  some  scheme  ought  to  be 
devised  to  meet  a  complex  case  of  a  man 
leaving  £7,000of  personalty  and  £7,000 
of  realty,  but  we  had  to  consider  the 
matter  from  a  practical  point  of  view 
and  we  found  that  it  would  delay  so 
extremely  the  coUection  of  the  Probate 
Duty  that  we  were  obliged  to  proceed 
tentatively,  in  order  to  see  whether  the 
plan  is  capable  of  further  development. 
The  point  submitted  by  the  hon.   and ! 

Sir  M.  Bavey 


learned  Member  has,  howefer,  not  been 

lost  si^it  ol  

Sib  W.  HABOOUBT :  I  apprehend 
that  i(  will  be  neceaeaiy  to  insert  sooie 
provision  in  the  Bill. 
♦Mb.  GOSGHEN  :  I  am  sorry  to  have 
to  trouble  the  Committee  so  dPten.  Is 
the  case  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  Ficton),  I  maj  state  that 
the  Estate  Duty  so  far  as  personaltj  is 
concerned  follows  the  Probate  Dntj, 
and  would  be  paid  out  of  the  Mrpsf  ot 
the  estate  before  it  came  to  a  divisioB. 
This  being  an  extension  of  the  l^robate 
Duty,  it  would  follow  the  lines  (xf  die 
Probate  Duty.  It  may  almost  be  said 
the  Probate  Duty  is  put  at  4  instead  of 
3  per  cent.  My  object  as  Ghanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  has  been  not  so  much  to 
reform  the  Death  Duties  as  to  get 
£800,000  into  the  Exchequer.  The 
idea  of  the  new  duty  is  that  it  is  to  be 
an  addition  to  the  Probate  Dnty,  and 
the  Succession  Duty.  If  it  were  to  be 
made  an  increased  Legacy  Daty  instead 
of  an  increased  Probate  Duty,  I  snppoee 
not  one- half  of  the  duty  would  eome 
into  the  Exchequer  in  the  present  year. 
With  reg^ard  to  complex  estatesi  oom- 
posed  both  of  realty  and  personalty, 
1  have  urged  upon  the  officers  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  to  have  a  practieal 
plan  prepared  which  can  oe  put 
before  the  Committee;  but  as  hon. 
Members  acquainted  with  legal  affairs 
are  aware,  it  takes  a  much  longer  time 
to  ascertain  the  value  of  realty  than  of 
personalty,  and  the  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  framing  such  a  plan  are  veiy 
flnreat,  though  not,  I  hope,  insuperable. 
Our  desire  would  be,  if  possible,  to  brin^ 
such  estates  under  the  tex,  and  I  will  ex- 
press to  the  able  officersof  the  department 
the  view  of  the  Committee  that  this  ought 
to  be  done  if  the  difficulties  can  be  over- 
come. I  endorse  the  remark  that  has 
been  made  by  an  hon.  Member  behind 
me  that  the  criticisms  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  oUiers  aie 
simply  an  attempt  to  frighten  hon. 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  side,  and  to 
stir  within  them  a  spirit  of  disgust  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
ground  that  something  like  our  present 
proposals  has  been  a  part  of  the  Liberai 
programme  for  years  past.  In  1885  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentie* 
man,  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  pro- 
posed an  increase  in  the  Succession  Daty 
and  the    Beer    Duty,    and    the    main 
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groand  on  whioli  their  scheme  was 
resisted  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
ihe  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
vas  that  it  would  be  unfair  to  increase 
the  duty  on  land  until  relief  was  given 
to  Local  Taxation.  But  since  then  the 
present  Gt>yemment  have  surrendered 
oonsiderable  sums  out  of  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  for  local  purposes.  It  was 
not  contended  in  1 885  that  there  ought 
to  be  no  approach  to  the  equalization  of 
the  Death  Duties,  but  only  that  such  a 
fltep  ought  not  to  be  taken  until  the 
House  had  redeemed  the  promise  it  has 
made  to  the  ratepayers  that  some  relief 
fihould  be  Kiven  to  Local  Taxation.  This, 
however,  has  since  been  done,  and  the 
fiust  that  it  has  been  done  makes  all  the 
difference  between  our  position  now  and 
that  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
in  1885. 
♦Mb.  GEDGE  (Stockport) :  I  desire 
to  point  out  the  inconvenience  ex- 
perienced by  executors  owing  to  their 
having  to  pay  the  Probate  Duty  before 
they  can  touch  the  property  in  respect 
of  which  it  is  due,  and  I  wish  to  know 
whether  this  extra  duty  will  be  payable 
under  similar  conditions.  When  a  man 
dies  his  executors  are  naturally  anxious 
to  prove  his  will  as  quickly  as  possible, 
ana  untQ  1881  they  could  do  so,  as  they 
were  allowed  to  estimate  roughly  the 
value  of  the  estate  for  probate,  and  any 
mistake  was  rectified  afterwards.  But 
in  that  year  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  compelled  them  to  make 
an  account  returning  the  estate  with 
fbll  particulars  in  the  first  instance, 
and  ttds  has  greatly  impeded  them  and 
delayed  proving  the  will.  If  the  pro- 
posads  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
he  entertained  and  the  value  of  the  real 
property  be  added  to  that  of  the  person- 
alty for  the  calculation  of  the  new 
Estate  Duty,  and  if  thatjis  to  be  paid 
on  proving  the  wiU,  a  delay  of  8  or  9 
months  may  take  place  before  the  value 
of  the  real  proper^  can  be  ascertained, 
and  everybody  concerned  will  be  put  to 
immense  inconvenience. 

Mb.  db  USLE  (Leicestershire,  Mid): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  has  read  the 
letter  of  Lord  Addington  which  appeared 
in  the  Timss  a  few  days  ago,  suggesting 
the  application  of  the  consanguinity 
table  to  the  payment  of  this  tax,  as  in  the 
maiority  oi  cases  the  persons  coming 
under  this  tax  would  be  widows  and 
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orphans.  As  the  main  object  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  find  money 
for  the  Exchequer,  I  think  he  ought  not 
to  abandon  the  opportunity  afforded 
him  of  raising  a  still  larger  sum  by 
adopting  the  principle  of  the  consan- 
guinity table.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
mistake  to  throw  away  entirely  this 
means  of  raising  additional  revenue. 

♦Sib  W.  PLOWDEN  (Wolverhamp- 
ton) W.) :  Before  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  rises  to  answer  the  questions 
which  have  been  put  to  him,  I  wish  to 
call  his  attention  to  the  point  which  has 
been  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  Picton).  It  certainly 
seems  to  me  that  to  tax  an  estate  of 
£12,000  passing  to  12  persons,  each 
receiving  only  £1,000,  and  to  allow  an 
estate  of  £9,000  passing  to  a  single 
individual  to  escwe  the  duty  altogether, 
is  an  anomaly.  I  do  not  Uiink  that  so 
far  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  dealt 
with  this  matter.  Is  it  the  intention  that 
the  estate  of  £12,000  divided  among  a 
number  of  persons  should  pay  the  duty, 
while  the  estate  of  £9,000  snould  not  pay 
it? 

♦Mb.  PIOTON:  WiU  there  be  any 
difference  made  between  the  Succession 
Duty  and  the  Probate  Duty  ?  I  presume 
that  in  the  case  of  real  estate  the  Suc- 
cession Duty  is  charged  not  on  the 
corpui  of  the  estate,  but  on  individual 
successors.  Therefore,  if  real  estate  of, 
say,  £12,000,  be  divided  among  several 
successors,  persons  receiving  less  than 
£9,000  would  not  pay  the  1  per  cent 
extra,  whereas  an  estate  consisting  of 
personalty  descending  to  a  number  of 
persons  would  pay  Probate  Duty  on  the 
carpus  of  the  estate,  and  would  also  pav 
the  one  per  cent  extra.  That  is,  each 
of  twelve  children,  among  whom 
£12,000  of  personalty  is  divided,  would 
have  to  pay  the  extra  one  per  cent  from 
which  reiuty  in  similar  drcumstances 
would  be  free 

♦Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  I  fully  realize  the 
difficulty  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  (Mr.  Gtedge),  and  all 
that  is  possible  will  be  done  to  meet  it. 
But  the  Bill  proposes  that  this  tax 
should  be  paid  as  a  Stamp  Duty  simul- 
taneously with  Probate  jDutv.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Bill  proposes 
an  increase  of  tiie  Probate  Duty,  as  far 
as  personalty  is  concerned,  as  distin- 
guished from  Legacy  Duty.  I  have  seen 
ike  letter  of  my  noble  Friend,  Lord 

3  0 


1027 


Ways  and 


{COMMONS} 


MMm». 


102» 


Addington,  and  I  am  surprised  to  find 
the  suggestion  as  to  the  consanguinity 
table  being  applied  to  this  tax.  It 
would  be  quite  inappropriate,  having 
regard  to  the  principle  upon  which  Pro- 
bate Duty  is  assessed.  My  noble 
Friend  calls  it  a  widow  and  orphan's 
tax,  but  he  might  as  well  call  the  Probate 
duty  a  widow  and  orphan's  tax.  The 
principle  is  to  obtain  the  duty  in  propor- 
tion to  the  bulk  of  the  property  that 
passes,  and  it  amounts  to  an  addition 
to  the  present  Probate  Duty  above 
a  certain  line.  It  will  apply  to  the 
widows  and  orphans  of  very  rich  men 
who  at  present  pay  no  Legacy  Duty, 
as  well  as  to  those  of  persons  who  have 
a  moderate,  but  not  a  small,  fortune. 
I  was  surprised  that  a  wise  man 
like  Lord  Addington  should  try  to  create 
prejudice  against  the  proposal  by  calling 
it  a  Widows'  and  Orphans'  Tax ;  and  I 
am  afraid  that  it  would  only  complicate 
the  matter  if  the  new  Duty  were  to  be 
varied  according  to  the  table  of  con- 
sanguinity. In  regard  to  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
as  to  succession  to  personalty,  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  Estate  Duty,  so 
far  as  it  applies  to  realty,  will  follow  the 
principle  of  the  Succession  Duty.  The 
Succession  Duty  is  diflferent  from  the 
Probate  Duty  in  the  fact  that  there  is 
no  corpui  that  is  taxed,  but  that  it  is 
the  individual  interest  of  each  successor 
which  the  tax  takes.  That  difference 
will  necessarily  exist  in  the  Bill  as  it  is 
drawn 

Mr.'w.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  entered 
rather  into  the  question  of  machinery  than 
the  principle  of  the  Bill — the  different 
modes  of  dealing  with  personalty  and 
realty  respectively.  The  case  which 
has  been  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  certainly  affords  a  striking 
instance  of  the  different  manner  in 
which  personalty  and  realty  are  treated. 
Under  this  proposal,  if  £12,000  per- 
sonalty is  left  to  be  divided  among  1 2 
children,  1  per  cent  would  have  to  be 
paid  on  each  £1,000,  the  share  of  each 
child  ;  whereas,  in  the  case  of  succession 
to  realty  of  the  value  of  £12,000 
divided  among  12  children,  no  cogni- 
zance is  taken  of  the  g^ross  amount. 
The  £12,000  of  realty  would  not  pay, 
whereas  the  £12,000  of  personalty 
would  pay.  That  is  a  point  which 
requires  serious    consideration.     That 
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exemption  goes  to  the  man  whether 
he  has  children  or  not.  We  know  no- 
thing about  children  in  the  case  of 
income  tax  ;  we  say  there  is  no  analogy 
at  all  with  the  case  of  personal  estate, 
where  probate  is  taken  up,  between 
children,  and  each  child  saffere.  There 
is  no  argument  on  the  ground  of  analogy. 
I  am  f&aid  here  is  a  new  and  rather 
striking  inequality  introduced  in  the 
modes  of  dealing  with  personalty 
and  realty  to  this  extent.  Suppose 
an  estate  of  £12,000  personalty 
goes  in  one  portion,  and  suppose 
at  the  same  time  a  succession  value 
of  £12,000  passes  to  a  single  individual 
in  the  nature  of  realty,  these  oases  will 
receive  identically  the  same  treatment ; 
they  will  also  be  dealt  with  ii)  exactly 
the  same  manner  when  tbe  sums  in 
respect  to  which  probate  is  taken  out 
does  not  amount  to  £10^000,  for  then, 
whether  they  go  to  one  or  several  indi- 
viduals they  pay  nothing  in  respect  to 
the  new  duty  ;  but  if  £12,000  personalty 
is  left  to  be  divided  among  12  children, 
1  per  cent  will  have  to  be  paid  on  each 
£1,000,  the  share  of  each  child.  How- 
ever, I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  the 
present  discussion.  When  the  matter 
comes  before  the  House  in  the  shape 
a  Bill,  we  shall  be  able  to  form  a 
more  mature  opinion  upon  it.  The 
novelty  of  introducing,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  raising  revenue,  a  permanent 
inequality  in  the  treatment  of  personalty 
and  realty  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very 
serious  matter. 

MB.ILLINGWORTH(Bradford,W.): 
Suppose  the  succession  value  of  a  real 
estate  is  say  £27,000,  and  it  is  divided 
among  three  persons,  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  lose  all  the  benefit 
in  each  case,  for  each  portion  will  be 
under  £10,000,  and  so  also  of  real  estate 
of  very  large  amounts  if  they  are 
sufficiently  sub- divided.  I  wonder  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when 
his  friends  made  these  complaints  of  new 
taxation,  did  not  reply  that  the  money 
is  wanted  for  increased  Army  and  Navy 
expenditure.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Sussex  (Sir  W.  Barttelot) 
is  one  of  those  who  had  not  a  word  to 
Bay  against  this  increase,  and  he  has  the 
satisfaction  of  knowing  that  it  is  for  the 
defence  of  the  country  that  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  makes  his  demand.  I 
think  this  discussion  will  be  immensely 
valuable,  for  on  this  side  of  the  House 
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there  appears  to  be  almost  unanimity  in 
corroboration  of  the  principle  that 
graduated  taxation  is  the  system  we 
mast  look  forward  to  and  develop  in 
the  future;  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  been  successful  in  com- 
mitting the  Tory  Party  to  approve  of 
that  principle.  There  are  two  other 
points  on  which  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or 
two.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  maintained  that  tenderness  of  treat- 
ment towards  entailed  estates  which 
from  first  to  last  I  condemn.  The  sys- 
tem of  entail  is  of  no  advantage  to  the 
country,  and  is  a  most  pernicious  practice. 
So  far  from  the  Committee  being  called 
upon  to  show  special  tenderness  to 
estates  thus  treated,  I  think  we  should 
be  doing  the  State  a  special  service  by 
putting  a  new  and  special  burden  upon 
estates  so  entailed.  I  am  amazed  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
lend  himself  to  the  maintenance  of  this 
system.  Those  who  are  owners  of 
property,  or  claim  to  be  the  mouthpieces 
of  that  class,  seem  to  imagine  that  their 
case  during  the  last  12  or  15  years  is 
one  that  deserves  some  special  and  ex- 
ceptional treatment,  but  the  only  dif- 
ference between  these  and  those  engaged 
in  commerce  and  industry  is  that  the 
latter  have  had  the  manliness  to  bear 
their  losses  and  sufferings  without  coming 
continually  before  the  House,  '  and 
pleading  in  formd paupirii,  while  it  seems 
to  be  the  vested  right  of  those  who  own 
landed  estates — and  I  know  something 
of  the  one  class  as  well  as  the  other — 
to  be  always  bringing  to  bear  what  in- 
fluence they  have  on  the  Government 
in  favour  of  exemption  from  this  or  that 
share  of  taxation.  The  ChanceUor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  upheld  the  inequality 
and  iustified  it  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  not  do  to  proceed  with  the  equali- 
zation of  the  Death  Duties  until  the 
special  charges  on  land  referring  speci- 
ally to  the  income  tax  had  been 
readjusted.  As  time  goes  on,  nothing 
will  become  more  manifest  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country  than 
that  the  income  realized  from  land  ought 
to  bear  a  higher  rate  of  Income  Tax 
than  income  derived  from  precarious 
sources,  such  as  professions,  trades,  and 
industries.  Hon.  Gentlemen  must  bear 
in  mind  that  land  is  a  luxury — not  so 
much  as  it  used  to  be  I  grant,  but 
still  it  is  a  luxury — and  those 
who  own  it  have  privileges  connected 


with  the  ownership  that  should  bear 
proportionate  burdens.  I  am  glad  of 
the  progress  we  have  made  to-night 
towards  a  policy  of  a  more  just  and 
equal  taxation,  but  I  doubt  if  it  will 
take  the  form  that  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite desire. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  With  reference  to 
the  concluding  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  I  think 
he  and  the  Committee  will  see  that 
anomalies  must  arise  near  the  line  of 
limitation,  wherever  we  may  draw  it. 
Hon.  Members  have  been  pressing  these 
anomalies  that  only  our  from  the  attempt 
to  draw  a  line  that  will  save  smaller 
estates,  anomalies  that  will  arise  only  in 
exceptional  cases.  Nobody  knows  better 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
wherever  you  draw  a  line  giving  excep- 
tions, anomalies  will  only  occur  close  to 
that  line.  I  will  consider  with  mj 
colleagues  all  that  has  been  urged  as  to 
these  exceptions,  but  whatever  conclu- 
sion we  may  cpme  to  it  is  certain  that 
the  anomalies  cr.nnot  all  be  removed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  If  I  may  pre- 
sume to  say  so,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
entirely  mistakes  the  question.  These 
anomalies  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
admits  do  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
arise  from  the  drawing  of  the  line.  That 
has  no  connection  with  the  case.  You 
may  draw  a  line  and  avoid  these 
anomalies,  and  the  way  to  avoid 
these  is  to  deal  with  realty  and 
personalty  on  the  same  principle — 
the  amount  of  the  value  passing 
to  the  individual — instead  of  adopting 
two  differentprinciples  for  realty  and 
personalty.  Where  it  is  realty  you  look 
to  the  value  of  the  interest  passing  to 
each  successor;  but  where  it  is  personalty 
you  look  to  the  gross  value.  This  is  the 
source  of  the  whole  anomaly.  I  hope 
some  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House 
may  be  able  to  draw  some  Amendment 
giving  effect  to  our  views  and  bringing 
them  out  distinctly. 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) :  I  may  point  out  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
form  of  the  resolution  deals  with  suc- 
cessions to  property  in  two  different 
ways,  as  thus :  There  shall  be  levied 
and  paid  to  Her  Majesty  in  respect  of 
the  value  of  the  entire  personal  pro- 
perty passing  upon  the  death  of  any 
person  dying  on  or  after  the  first  day 
of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 

2  0  :< 


iddi 


Wayi  and 


(OOMMOMjB) 


^H0VHv« 


IMS 


and  eighty  nine,  as  a  succession  or  Suc- 
cessions under  ''The  Succession  Duty 
Act,  1853,"  and  in  respect  of  the  yalue 
of  every  Succession  to  real  property 
under  the  said  Act,  upon  the  death  of 
any  person  so  dying,  the  following 
duty,  that  is  to  say : — and  so  on,  placing 
1  per  cent  or  values  above  £10,000. 
Now  if  £10,000  in  consols  is  settled 
on  marriage,  and  devisable  among 
children,  as  in  the  case  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester,  then  tbe  additional 
1  per  cent  duty  on  Succession  would 
be  imposed  ;  but  if  a  man  leaves  the 
property  among  his  children,  then  no 
additional  duty  is  imposed.  When  we 
oome  to  the  sub-section  A,  the  duty 
is  levied  upon  the  eorptu  of  tbe  per- 
sonalty of  a  man  dying  worth  £10,000; 
but  if  a  man,  having  four  or  five  farms, 
valued  at  £8,000  to  £9,000  each,  left  a 
farm  to  each  of  his  children,  no  duty 
would  be  payable. 

Itesolution  agreed  to. 

Amendments  of  the  Law  as  to  Succession 

Duty. 

3.  Reflolved,  that  the  allowance  under  section 
thirty-eight  of  "The  Succession  duty  Act,  1863,'* 
to  a  successor  upon  taking  a  succession  upon 
the  death  of  any  person  dying  on  or  after  the 
first  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty-nine,  shall  only  he  made  in  respect  of 
the  YiQue  of  property  which  the  successor  may 
haye  acquired  by  any  title  not  conferring  a 
succession  on  him,  and  which  passes  from  the 
successor  to  some  other  person. 

That  the  duties  chaiged  under  ''The  Suc- 
cession Duty  Act,  1853,' '  and  section  twenty -one 
of  '*  The  Customs  and  Inland  Reyenue  Act, 
1888,*'  shall  he  payahle  upon  a  succession  upon 
the  death  of  any  person  dying  on  or  after  the 
first  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty-nine,  although  the  yiSne  thereof 
shall  be  less  than  twenty  pounds. 

Amerdment  or  Sbotiov  38  or  "The  Customs 
AKD  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1881." 

4.  Retolved,  That  it  is  expedient,  with  the 
yiew  of  explaining  and  extending  the  charge  of 
Stamp  Duties  on  accounts  of  personal  or  moye- 
able  property  under  section  38  of ''  The  Customs 
and  inland  Reyenue  Act,  1881,"  to  amend  the 
fiection  as  follows : — 

The  description  of  property  marked  (a)  in 
sub-section  two  of  Uie  section  shall  he 
read  as  if  the  word  *'  twelye  "  were  sub- 
stituted for  the  word  ''three"  therein ; 

The  said  description  of  property  shall  in- 
clude property  taken  under  any  gift, 
wheneyer  made,  of  which  bona  fide  pos- 
session and  enjoyment  shall  not  haye 
been  assumed  by  the  donee  immediately 
upon  the  ^t  and  thenceforward  retained 
to  the  entire  exclusion  of  the  donor,  or 
of  any  benefit  to  him  by  conUact  or  other- 
wise; 

Mr.  H.  H.  FowUr 


The  description  of  property  marked  (b)  ki 
the  said  sub-seotion  two  diaU  be  ooii- 
strued  as  if  the  expression  'Ho  be  trans* 
ferred  to  or  yested  in  himself  and  any 
other  person"  included  also  any  poroliAee 
or  inyestment  effected  by  the  person  who 
was  absolutely  entitled  to  the  property 
either  by  himself  alone,  or  in  oonoert,  or 
by  arrangement  with  avy  other  person ; 

The  description  of  property  marked  (c) 
shall  be  construed  as  if  the  exprossion 
"  yduntary  settlement  "  inoladied  any 
trust,  whether  expressed  in  writing  or 
otherwise,  in  fayour  of  a  yolonteer,  and, 
if  contained  in  a  deed  or  other  instmment 
effecting  the  settlement,  whether  sodi 
deed  or  other  instrument  was  made  lor 
yaluable  consideration  or  not  as  between 
the  settlor  or  any  other  person,  and  as  if 
the  expression  *'  such  property,*'  where- 
eyer  the  same  occurs,  induded  the  pvo- 
ceeds  of  sale  thereof  ; 

And  that  the  said  charge  shall  extend  to 
money  receiyed  under  a  policy  of  assar- 
ance  effected  by  any  person  dying  on  or 
after  the  first  day  of  June,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-nine,  on  his 
life,  where  the  policy  is  wholly  kept  up 
by  him  for  the  b^efit  of  a  donee, 
whether  nominee  or  assignee,  or  a  part  of 
such  money  in  proportion  to  the  premioms 
paid  by  him,  where  the  policy  is  partially 
kept  up  by  him  for  such  benefit ; 

And  that  no  return  of  Stamp  Duty  shall  be 
made  under  sub-section  three  of  the  section  by 
reason  of,  or  in  relation  to,  any  Aocoimt 
charged  under  that  section  and  deliyered  on  or 
after  the  first  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-nine. 

Duty  on  Capital  of  Companies  with 
Limited  Liability  under  Lbttebs  Patent 
OB  Special  Acts  of  Pabliambnt. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  same  Duty  as  is  imposed  by 
Section  IJ  of  the  'Customs  and  Inland 
Reyenue  Act,  1888,*  shall  be  charged  and  ^aid 
upon  a  Statement  of  the  Amount  of  Nommal 
Snare  Capital  of  any  Corporation  or  Company 
where  the  Liability  of  the  Holders  of  Shares 
in  the  Capital  of  such  Corporation  or  Company 
is  Limited  by  Letters  Patoit,  to  be  hereafter 
granted  by  Her  Majesty,  Her  Heirs  or  8ao* 
oessors,  or  any  Act  of  Parliament  to  be  here* 
after  passed.*' 

«Mb.  HALDANE:  May  I  ask  for 
some  explanation  of  this  Besolntion? 
Does  it  mean  that  the  duty  is  only 
imposed  where  the  liability  is  limited 
or  is  it  intended  to  impose  the  duty  in 
all  cases  where  the  company  is  incor- 
porated otherwise  than  under  the  Act  of 
1862? 

♦Mr.  GOSOHEN:  It  is  rather  a 
technical  point,  but  the  intention  is  to 
reach  certain  companies  which  now 
escape  because  they  get  their  limited 
liability   from   letters  patent  or   from 
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special  Acts.  It  is  intended  to  put  these 
on  the  same  footing  as  those  under  the 
general  law  of  limited  liability. 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  these  Beso- 
lutions  be  reported  to  the  House." 

♦Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh) :  We 
have  had  a  most  interesting  discussion 
upon  the  second  Resolution.  I  presume 
the  Bill  must  be  grounded  on  the  Report 
of  the  Resolutions,  and  I  presume  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  alter  materially 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill  in  Committee, 
unless  alteration  is  made  in  the  Report 
of  the  Resolutions.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances it  becomes  extremely  im- 
p<)rtant  that  the  Report  should  be  fully 
considered.  It  is  not  a  Party  question 
in  any  degree,  and  in  order  that  we  may 
have  time  to  consider  very  carefully  the 
very  important  points  which  have  been 
raised  this  evening,  I  would  ask  that 
the  Report  stage  should  not  be  taken, 
say,  before  Tuesday  next. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Certainly,  I  should 
not  propose  to  take  the  Report  before 
Monday,  r  ut  I  will  consult  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  on  the 
matter. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  on  Monday 
next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL   SERVICE    ESTIMAI'ES. 
Class  II. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £60,366,  be 
g^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of 
Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  Stat«  for  Foreign 
.Affairs.'*^ 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  CoUege) : 
On  a  point  of  Order  I  now  ask  whether 
the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given  notice 
should  have  precedence  of  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings).  My  Motion  refers  to  the  first 
item —the  salary  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
of  State,  but  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  has,  1  think,  reference  to  the 
Vote  generally. 

The  chairman  :  I  understand  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  wishes  to 
raise  the  question  of  the  propriety  of 
certain  items  in  the  Yote.      His  notice 


was  given  long  before  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  GlaMrow,  but  if  he  chooses 
to  waive  his  ri^t,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  can  proceed. 

♦Mb.  JENNINGS  (Stockport):  My 
Motion  refers  to  items  under  sub-heaa 
A,  but  I  intend  to  discuss  various 
saiaries.  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
should  be  in  order. 

The  chairman  :  There  is  no 
precedence  in  the  details  of  an  item. 

♦Mb.  JENNINGS :  This  Vote  shows 
a  general  tendency  in  the  direction  of  a 
rise  in  the  scale  of  salaries.  The  total 
sum  now  asked  for  is  £70,366.  In  the 
first  year  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  admini- 
stration, 1874r5,  it  was  £61,713,  so 
that  there  is  an  increase  of  £8,600  in 
the  intervening  period,  and  this  large 
increase  is  one  of  the  gprounds  on  which 
I  ask  the  Committee  to  reduce  the  Vote. 
There  has  been  a  general  rise  in  the 
scale  of  almost  all  the  salaries,  and  a 
totally  new  post  worth  £1,500  a-year 
has  been  created  for  an  Under  Secretary. 
The  Committee  will  observe  that  the 
sum  meutioned  in  the  Tote  doe?  not  by 
any  means  include  the  total  expenditure 
of  the  Foreign  Office.  To  arrive  at 
that  we  must  add  £  15,580  for  stationery 
and  printing. 

TdB  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  now  entering  into  Item  A.  He 
must  now  confine  himself  to  that  item. 

♦Mb.  JENNINGS:  I  shall  keep  to 
the  sub-head  with  great  accuracy  and 
strictness.  It  will  be  observed  that  ont 
of  £48,211  paid  for  salaries  no  less  than 
£42,649  goes  to  78  persons.  I  think  a 
fflance  at  the  figures  will  satisfy  the 
Committee  that  nearly  all  these  receive 
extravagant  sums.  The  Secretary  of 
State  with  his  £5,000  a-year  cannot 
be  said  to  be  overpaid,  considering 
the  g^at  responsibility  and  the  heavy 
work  which  attach  to  his  office.  Then 
I  come  to  an  Under  Secretary  with 
£2,000  a-year.  That  is  probably  the 
permanent  Under  Secretary,  though  it 
IS  not  so  stated  in  the  Yote.  After  that 
there  is  entered  another  Under  Secre- 
tary with  a  salary  of  £1,500  a-year. 
This  is  an  inadequate  sum  for  the 
ingenuity  shown  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  in  answering  ques- 
tions on  Foreign  Affairs  without  im- 
parting the  slightest  scrap  of  useful 
information.  Then  there  are  two  As- 
sistant Under  Secretaries  with  £1,500 
a-year  each.     So  that  there  are  four 
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JJxAtfT  B^rreturiee  ooetiog  £6,500  Mr 
y<«r.  W«  lutT€r  alvajs  underet^od 
tLiit  tb^i;  mort  iaduttrioTu  Foreign 
MiultUnr  Xh'm  f^mnXrj  er^  han  w%b  Lord 
P&lriiensV/u,  aod  LeoutriTCfd  to  do  vith 
onlj  one  Vu^HT  HhorHtArj.  lo  the  first 
^'ear  of  Jy/rd  Be«con.«field'i  admiaistra- 
tion  th«rr<s  wa»  one  Under  Secretary  leas 
than  ther<;  in  no  v.  In  point  of  fact,  the 
▼ork  whif:h  i«  now  di Tided  amongst  four 
IftiTHfjhh  uuhd  Uj  be  done  by  three.  Bat 
th«^ae  T/nd^r  Hecretaries  all  hare  assis- 
tant«,  no  doubt  on  the  principle  referred 
Uj  in  Hwift's  lines  aUiUt  the  big  fleas 
which  hiLv*i  little  fleaa  Vj  bite  them. 
fy*  far  hh  we  r^n  diwiover,  the  work  of 
the  Foreiirn  ^>ffice  is  shifted  from  one 
pair  of  hhoulders  Ui  another  until  it  is 
really  difficult  Ut  ascertain  who  does  it, 
and  Ntill  riiore  difficult  U)  ascertain  what 
use  it  is  when  it  is  done.  Very  few  of 
the  assistant  TJuder  *SecTetaries  are  paid 
less  than  from  £400  Uj  £700  ay  ear  as 
their  r<'gular  salaries,  yet  if  they  are 
ssk'^1  to  write  out  the  answers  of  the 
ormiUi  transmitted  tfi  this  House  through 
the  Under  Secretary,  they  actually  re- 
ceive a'Mitional  remuneration,  so  that 
they  have  tlie  great  a^lvautage  of  being 
pai'l  twice  over  for  their  time  and 
trouble.  This  is  the  peculiarity  of  the 
office.  First  a  clerk  is  paid  a  con- 
sideral/le  sum  for  giving  his  whole 
time  to  the  Htate,  he  is  then  taken  aside 
it)  do  something  else,  and  he  forthwith 
receives  an  additional  salary  for  that. 
No  doubt  the  answer  will  be  the  country 
is  rich  and  can  afford  it.  We  are  often 
told  that  people  prefer  to  have  a  lavish 
expenditure  of  money  in  the  public  de- 
partments. Well,  if  that  be  so,  they 
ought  to  be  satisfied  with  the  constitu- 
tion of  this  office.  It  will  also  be  ob- 
served that  the  persons  in  the  office  are 
accumulating  very  heavy  pensions. 
There  have  been  cases  where  clerks  of 
from  30  to  3/)  years  old  have  received 
pensions  of  from  £200  to  £300  a  year,  and 
whore  persons  after  10  or  12  years'  ser- 
vice have  gone  off  with  still  more  sub- 
stantial pennions.  It  may  be  said  that 
this  is  deferred  pay,  but  the  salaries  are 
so  large  us  to  leave  no  room  for  this, 
and,  in  fact,  nothing  is  deferred  except 
sometimes  the  work.  The  chief  clerk 
gets  a  salary  of  £  1,260  a-year,  and  also 
a  oompeuNHtion  allowance  c;f  £794  a- 
year.  This  gentleman  ha«)  never  been 
anything  but  a  clerk  in  the  Foreign 
Office  BO   far  as  I  can  find  out,  and 

Mr,  Jitnningi 
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why  he  Bhoald  have  Am 
tioii  allowaiiee  ve  eaa  omkj 
jecture.    He  probablj 
ccnidiuion  that  as  timw  go 
a  bad  oonntiy  to  five  ib.    Then  ve  havs 
five  senior  d^rks  reodving  £ l.CMIO  »>] 
each,  and  aerefi  ■■riatawt  cletka 
ing  £900  a-year  each,  aad  tina  in  an 
ofl&ce  where  the  work  ii  moatl j  put  ooL 
The  most  aabstantial  oommfltcini  honae 
would  not  dream  of  paying  aueh  f  i**i*t 
Immense  time,  of  fsourae,   ia  apoiit  in 
dealing  with  oorrespondaBMDe  which  ia  of 
no  earthly  Bignifieanoe  to  aaj  hnman 
being.    The  workeonld  be  done  eqnaOj 
efficiently  by  clerka  at  £150  or  £200 
a-year,   and   would  be  ao  done  in  an 
ordinary  commercial  offiee.     I  maintain 
that  the  apparatus  worked   bj    theae 
expensive  clerks  is  of  no  benefit  to  the 
nation ;    it  haa  seldom  done  any  good, 
and  it  h  8  often  done  irreparable  harm. 
We  should   have  had  fewer  vara  and 
difficulties  with  Foreign  Powers  if  half 
the    system    had    been    swept    awaj 
long  ag^i.     There  are  20  junior  derln 
with    £200   a-year  to  start  with.     In 
April  1879  there  were  only  10.     These 
junior  clerks  are  now  getting  £400  a- 
year  each.     I  affirm  that  there  ia  no 
commercial  house  in  the  whole  of  the 
kingdom  who   would  pay  clerka  of  thi 
description,  required  to  attend  only  from 
11  to  5,   and  whose  duties  are  of  the 
lightei>t  description,   more    than    from 
£100  to  £200  a-year.     Their  work  ia 
light ;  as  soon  as  the  streeta  of  London 
begin  to  feel  a  little  warm  they  have  a 
month  or  six  weeks'  holiday,  they  are 
accumulating  large  pensiona,  and  their 
duties   are   arranged   chiefly  by  them- 
selves.    Then    there  is  the  labrarian 
and  ^keeper  of  the  papers  at  £1,000, 
besides  another  of  the  mysterious  com- 
pensation allowances  of  £389  a-year. 
The  librarian  of  the  British    Museum 
only    receives  £1,200    a-year,    and   I 
think  it  highly   probable   that  he  has 
more   important  papers  and   books  to 
take  care  of  than  the  librarian  of  the 
Foreign    Office.     No  doubt  there  are 
treaties    to  look   after,    but    their  im- 
portance is  a  matter  open  to  very  con- 
siderable question.     There  is,  however, 
a  special  major-domo  to  look  after  these 
treaties,  and  he  is  down  on  this  lucky  list 
for  £89{}  a-year.     He  has  an  assistant 
with  a  salary  of  £559,  while  the  other 
librarian  has  an  assistant  at  £575,  two 
first  class  clerks  receiving   £950,  four 
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second  class  clerks  with  £1,439,  four 
third  class  clerks  with  £762,  and  ten 
temporary  clerks  with  £1,000.  I  say 
that  such  a  librarian's  department  has 
never  been  heard  of  before  outside 
Bedlam.  The  superintendent  of  Treaties, 
most  of  which  are  so  stone-dead  that 
they  require  no  superintendence  of  any 
kind,  gets  £900  a-year.  The  keeper  of 
the  MSS.  at  the  British  Museum  only 
gets  £750  a-year,  and  the  keeper  of 
printed  books  the  same  amount.  What 
are  the  duties  of  this  gentleman  at  the 
Foreign  Office  ?  Part  of  his  duty  is  to 
attend  to  British  and  Foreign  Orders, 
medals,  honorary  rewards,  questions  of 
ceremony  and  precedence,  and  other 
mouldy  trappings  of  the  great  sham 
which  the  Foreign  Office  represents.  If 
the  whole  litter  were  taken  outside  this 
House,  and  thrown  into  the  river,  the 
country  would  be  all  the  better  off. 
As  no  one  has  the  slightest  interest  in 
looking  after  the  public  money  in  this 
Department,  it  contrives  to  muddle 
away  over  £15,000  a-year  in  stationery 
and  printing.  You  might  paper  the 
Foreign  Office  an  inch  thick  with  the 
stationery  that  is  wasted  there  every 
year.  It  spends  £8,500  in  telegrams, 
althoufi^h  diplomatic  telegrams  are 
specially  charged  for  under  another 
heading.  We  ought  to  apologize  for 
mentioning  in  such  company  the  persons 
of  low  birth  stationed  at  the  Foreign 
Office,  but  unfortunately  such  persons 
there  must  be.  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  notice  with  respectful  admiration 
that  the  office  keeper  has  £250  a-year 
and  quarters  rent  free,  and,  therefore, 
he  is  far  better  off  than  many  clergymen 
and  barristers.  I  hope  there  are  not 
many  barristers  and  country  parsons 
who  would  presume  to  put  them- 
selves on  a  level  with  the  office 
keeper  at  the  Foreign  Office.  He 
has  of  course  plenty  of  assistants,  in 
accordance  with  tbe  sound  principle  of 
the  office,  that  no  man  should  do  any- 
thing if  he  can  get  somebody  else  to  do 
it  for  him.  Accordingly  we  find  him  sur- 
rounded with  seven  other  office  keepers, 
and  three  doorkeepers,  mostly  receiving 
from  £100  to  £150  a-year  each.  People 
talk  about  bringing  up  their  sons  to  the 
professions,  but  it  would  be  much  better 
to  bring  them  up  as  office  keepers  under 
Government.  They  would  then  be  oer- 
tftin  of  receiving  a  very  good  salary, 
quarters  rent  free,  and  a  g  >od  pension. 


No  one  can  entertain  a  reasonable  doubt 
that  if  this  office  fell  into  the  hands  of 
a  person  who  managed  it  on  strictly 
business  principles,  there  would  be  a 
large  decrease  of  cost  with  no  sacrifice 
of  efficiency.  We  shall  be  told,  I  have 
no  doubt,  that  it  is  absolutely  indis- 
pensable to  pay  good  salaries,  because 
persons  of  a  superior  class  must  be  em- 
ployed. I  do  not  see  the  necessity  for 
it.  All  the  country  needs  is  to  have 
efficient  clerks  who  will  do  their  duty. 
From  what  I  have  observed,  the  heads 
of  most  Departments  are  underpaid  and 
overworked,  but  otherwise  the  scale  of 
salaries  is  absurdly  out  of  proportion  to 
the  work  done.  I  daresay  it  will  be  in- 
timated by  the  Under  Secretary,  that  if 
this  Amendment  be  adopted,  the  British 
Empire  will  be  placed  in  a  position  of 
considerable  jeopardy.  One  peculiarity 
of  the  British  Empire  is  that  it  seems 
to  be  always  in  a  position  of  ieopardy, 
and,  if  we  cut  down  the  bloated  salaries 
of  the  Foreign  Office,  it  will  be  no  worse 
off  than  it  is  already.  Another  objection 
to  these  criticisms  was  put  to  me  the 
other  day  in  something  like  this  form — 
'*  If  we  get  rid  of  all  these  snug  berths 
under  Government,  what  are  we  to  do 
with  our  younger  sons?"  That  is  a 
problem  which  we  shall  have  to  face 
before  very  long,  but  England  has  been 
making  provision  for  younger  sons  for  a 
very  long  time,  and  there  are  many 
sig^s  that  the  people  are  getting  weary 
of  doing  so,  and  intend  in  the  future  to 
exact  honest  service  for  the  salaries 
paid.  It  will  probably  be  said  that  the 
office  generally  is  in  a  state  of  automatic 
increase.  Automatic  is  a  very  delight- 
ful word  to  the  official  ear,  but  it  will 
not  satisfy,  I  hopey  the  feeling  of  the 
country,  which  demands  a  thorough 
reform  of  these  Departments.  I  would 
earnestly  express  a  hope  that  the 
Committee  will  not  be  aeterred  from 
adopting  the  Amendment  I  propose  to 
move,  by  the  suggestion  that  no  good 
will  come  of  it.  1  maintain  that  very 
considerable  good  has  come  from  these 
discussions  in  Supply.  Only  last  year  a 
reduction  of  a  Vote  was  moved  and 
not  accepted  at  the  time,  but  a  much 
gpreater  reduction  has  been  carried  out 
this  year.  My  proposal  may  not  be 
accepted  to-nieht,  but  if  the  general 
rule  is  followed,  the  effect  will  be  shown 
in  succeeding  years.  I  beg  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £1,000. 
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to  every  country  in  the  world,  and  that 
all  jpapers  in  connection  with  com- 
meroial  treaties  and  historical  matters 
of  the  highest  importance  shall  be 
thoroughly  accessible.  It  is  therefore 
▼ery  desirable  that  we  should  have  all 
our  records  in  the  most  perfect  order,  so 
that  there  should  be  no  mistake  in  regard 
to  any  of  them.  In  my  opinion  there  is 
no  salary  better  earned  than  that  of  the 
LibrariaQ,  Sir  Edward  Hertslet,  who 
enjoys  a  world-wide  reputation.  In 
regard  to  the  matter  of  stationery, 
I  may  say  that  I  am  unaware 
of  any  waste  going  on  in  the 
Department.  There  is  necessarily  a 
larffe  amount  of  stationery  used,  but 
I  believe  that,  generally  speaking, 
there  has  been  a  steady  and  continuous 
effort  to  promote  economy.  In  regard  to 
the  item  of  telegrams,  the  estimate  has 
this  year  been  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£1,500.  No  doubt  the  salaries  of  the  office 
keepers  are  high,  but  it  is  worth  while  to 

Say  well  not  only  where  we  get  good  work 
one,  but  when  we  must  rely  with  ab- 
solute confidence  on  those  whom  we 
employ.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Jennings)  thinks  we  might  have  as 
good  clerks  as  we  require  for  £350  a 
year ;  and  there  I  join  issue  with  him. 
The  competition  for  appointments  in 
the  Foreign  Office,  it  is  true,  is  limited, 
and'it  is  necessary  in  such  a  service  not 
only  to  have  efficiency,  but  to  have  men 
whom  we  can  implicitly  trust.  Since  I 
have  been  at  the  Foreign  Office  the 
gentlemen  who  have  been  admitted  to 
that  service  have  all  been  men  whose 
abilities  would  have  done  credit  to  any 
employment.  There  are  necessarily 
secrets  in  the  department  for  the  divul- 
ffence  of  which  large  sums  would  gladly 
be  paid— of  which  there  cannot  be  a 
doubt.  Just  imagine  for  a  moment 
what  some  of  the  secrets  of  the  Foreign 
Office  would  be  worth  for  Stock  Ex- 
change purposes ;  and  yet  there  is  the 
most  absolute  confidence  in  all  the 
officials  there  employed,  and  no  gentle- 
man in  that  office  can  be  charged  with 
breach  of  confidence,  or  even  with  in- 
discretion. These  are  reasons  why  we 
should  pay  good  salaries,  and  at  the 
same  time  1  may  state  that  we  have  no 
idle  men.  I  think  it  will  require  some- 
thing more  than  the  general  allegations 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  to  ofeprive 
those  gentlemen  of  the  confidence  of  the 
oountry,   or  to   establish   a    charge  of 


extravagance  against  the  office  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent. 

Mb.  BRADLATJGH  (Northampton) : 
I  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  shown  his  usual  kindliness  or  fair- 
ness in  the  reply  he  has  just  given  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  TMr. 
Jennings),  to  whom  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  have  given 
credit  for  aiding  in  the  economies  of 
which  he  has  spoken.  I  do  not  intend 
to  foUow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  general  remarks  he  has  addressed 
to  the  Committee,  but  I  will  call  atten* 
tion  to  the  fact  that  it  is  admitted  that 
the  expense  of  the  Foreign  Office  is 
very  high.  I  think  that  when  we  havo 
obtained  from  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Foreign  Office  the  admission  that 
the  cost  of  that  Department  is  very  high,, 
hon.  Members  who  are  not  connected 
with  that  office  may  agree  that  it  is  too 
high.  I  will  only  add  that  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stockport 
goes  to  a  division,  I  shall  vote  with  him 
so  as  to  record  my  protest  against  tho 
manner  in  which  that  service  is  con- 
ducted. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  Sir, 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House  think  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  has  thrown 
a  g^eat  deal  of  light  on  this  subject. 
For  myself,  I  have  some  reluctance  in 
attacking  these  salaries  without  the 
necessary  information.  I  do  not  know 
whether  this  particular  office  is  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  which,  I  believe,  is  con- 
cerning itself  with  the  civil  establish- 
ments as  a  whole*  but  there  are  some 
things  on  the  surface  of  the  Vote  to 
which  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee.  An  immense  deal  of 
this  work  must  be  merely  clerical.  It  is 
all  very  well  to  tell  us  that  there  are  most 
distinguished  men  iu  the  Department^ 
and  I  am  quite  willing  to  believe  that 
these  people  work  very  hard ;  but  the^o 
is  an  immense  number  of  people  em- 
ployed in  merely  clerical  work.  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  not  attempted 
to  answer  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port. He  haft  limited  his  answer 
entirely  to  superior  persons,  and  he  has 
told  us  how  able  and  distinguished 
they  are.  And  in  one  portion  of  his 
answer  it  came  out  that  the  Foreien 
Office  does  not  limit  itself  to  materially 
benefiting  those  distinguished  servants, 
but  that  they  re  eive  titular  dignities 
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/A/,'iVrr/.4(r.te  ifH  }*xr^  L^Mri  lo  mi/^h  of 
lA  th^«  H//^ui4.  Mqn.'ti'v&i  of  WAT  LAve 
i>4^M  MTAt  'Ti^  t//  c«fT7  0&  wftr,  and  I 

*A/i  ;^ibM^  throoj^  U:i4  Vorta^eme 
ftu$^HrA  }/j  ihh  inUgrw^fn^fm  of  our 
O^/r^rrTiffi^jt  But  th*  zx^/st  hamilUting 
fMitrjr^  '^  i\i*i  t'JM^^  if  it  i«  tro«,  is  this. 
H//r/i4  war  r'fC;k^rU  v«r«  r«qair«d,  mnd  I 
^aAx^h  uyiMf:tiiifm  wm  made  to  the 
Vftfti^  Offing  fffr  a  penzut  from  the 
p//rtM^i4«e  O^/vernment,  but  the  appli- 
canto  w,-re  told  that  the  Portogueee 
O'/rernm^nt  made  so  mnch  foM  about 
//ther  munitions  of  war  sent  oat  that  they 
had  betUdr  be  sent  out  on  the  quiet. 
T\iny  were  s^i  sent,  and  they  were 
deter.'iffd  by  the  PortujGruese  authorities, 
and  the  Hritish  Consm  at  Quilimane  has 
abn/ilutfjlv  been  put  in  prison  for  assist- 
jn((  in  tne  attempt  to  smuggle  these 
r';<:keto  int/j  the  r;fiuntry  without  declar- 
ing them  Ui  the  Portuguese  Oovem- 
m^mt.  Is  it  true  that  the  British 
Omsul  was  imprisf>ned  for  assisting  in 
this  attempt,  and  that  at  the  instance 
of  the  Home  Government?  If  so,  it  is 
a  rnoMtdisgracfjful  thing,  especially  after 
the  answer  we  have  hoard  to-day  that 
the  Orivemment  have  not  abandoned 
and  will  not  abandon  their  c^mtention 
that  the  Zambesi  is  a  navigable  river. 
Why,  if  that  be  so,  wo  have  a  right  to 
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h  is  2h«  dxacnef  tt>  wkaeh  vhttt 
sayisg  zclatea.  If  A«  Parti- 
had  been  tlMn  xm  inflWifiMt 
to  eompel  tiie  obaerTaaee  of 
law  and  otdcr,  to  p«t  down  di»- 
torbances  and  outraffea  dkat  bwre  takes 
place  there,  vdl  and  good.  I  will  not 
say  who  is  to  blame.  I  do  mat  apoe 
with  my  hon.  Friends  that  As  miasioaa- 
riea  and  trading  eompanies  are  to  Mama  ; 
but  if  any  dvilized  Govenment  had 
sufficient  force  these  to  pot  down  thia 
irregular  filibustering  wanue  I  should 
welcome  the  annexation  with  pleaame. 
But  the  Portuguese  aanezaftioii  ia 
purely  nominaL  Some  yean  ago  they 
took  Quilimane,  and  they  were  only  aUia 
to  hold  it  against  the  natrea  by  Ae 
assistance  of  these  very  trading  eompa- 
nies  whom  they  are  nowattemptiagto 
kill  by  closing  the  Zambeei  river.  U 
the  Zambesi  is  according  to  Xntema- 
tional  Law  a  narigable  river  it 
is  not  liable  to  be  dosed  at  all 
by  any  Oovernment.  Why  not  enforoe 
the  right  of  navigation  ?  There  was  a 
hint  of  a  gunboat  being  sent  for.  Why 
was  it  not  sent  for  when  our  Gonsul  waa 
put  in  prison  ?  I  have  been  alwava  a 
consistent  advocate  of  a  peaceful  polioj» 
but  while  I  advocate  a  peaceful  poli(n^  I 
also  advocate  the  protection  of  JBrituh 
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subjects  abroad.     The  Portagaese  Go- 
vernment cannot  require  much  pressure. 
At   all  events    my   complaint    is    that 
the      Government      do      not      pursue 
one    policy    or    the    other.     I    should 
not     object     if    they     said    to     these 
missionaries    and   traders  '*  You   have 
no  right  to  be  there;    you  must  clear 
out;    you  can  only  be  allowed  to  de- 
fend your  lives  by  force   of  arms,  but 
you  must  not  go  beyond  that,  and  we 
will  not  allow  our  Consuls  and  officers 
to  take  part  in   these  warlike   opera- 
tions.**     That  is  an   intelligent  policy 
that  might  be  defended.     On  the  oth  r 
hand,   the  Government   might  say   we 
have  interests  to  defend,  and  then  inti- 
mate to   Portugal   that  we  must  have 
access  for  means  of  defence  to  this  dis- 
trict of  Nyassa.     They  might  insist  on 
acting    on     the    contention     that     the 
Zambesi  is  a  navigable  river  which  it  is 
not  lawful  for  any  single  nation  to  close 
against    the  commerce   of  the    world. 
But  the  Government  have  done  neither  ; 
they  have  refused  to  take  any  responsi- 
bility  for  the  state  of  matters  in  the 
Nyassa  district,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  have  sent  their  Consul  and  military 
officers  there  to  mix  themselves  up  in 
warlike   operations ;    they  have  inter- 
ceded with  the  Portuguese  Government 
to  allow  offensive  weapons  of  war  to  be 
carried  inland  to  carry  on  an  aggressive 
war— I  do  not  mean  an  aggpressive  war 
for   purposes   of    annexation,    but    an 
aggressive  war  carried  on  for  strategic 
reasons.      They  have  done  this;   they 
have,  encouraged  a  breach   of  British 
laws  and  given  encouragement  to  fili- 
bustering, and  with  what  result  ?    The 
British  subjects  who,  with  the  sanction 
and  approval  of  the  British  Government 
and   at  the    incitement  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  are  conducting  these  filibuster- 
ing expeditions,   are,   in  the  eyes    of 
international  law,  nothing  but  filibusters 
and  pirates,  and  any  civilized  country 
exercising  influence   over  the   district 
would  be  justified  in  treating  them  as 
such  and  hanging  them,  and  we  should 
have  no  right  to  interfere.     This  is  the 
position  in  which  the  Government  have 
put  themselves  bv  their  vacillation,  by 
their  neglect  to  aeolare  the  rights  and 
wrongs  of  the  matter  by  international 
law.     Men  are  taking  part  in   these 
filibustering    expeditions    without    the 
slightest  ioea  that  they  are  offending 
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against  International  Law;     for   when 
they    find  their   actions  sanctioned,  as 
they  suppose,  by  the  Government  and 
encouraged  by  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  they   naturally  consider  they 
are   in    the    right,    though    from    the 
point   of    view   of   International    Law 
their     action     is     wholly  unjustifiable. 
Another   course   quite    in  accord    with 
Internatioual    Law   was    open    to    the 
Government.     They  might  have  given 
the  charter  asked  for  by  the   Trading 
Company,  following  the  precedent  set 
with   the  Niger    Company,  the   North 
Borneo  Company,  and  other  companies. 
If    they    had  done    that    we    should 
then   at  least    have    had   a  recognized 
company   recognizing    their    responsi- 
bility, and  the  Government  conducting 
their    warlike     operations.        But    the 
Government  refused  to  adopt  either  of 
these  plans  and  their  conduct  has  been 
fraught  with  the  most  serious  danger. 
Tbey  have  set  a  dangerous  precedent, 
giving  Government  sanction  to  what  is 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  filibustering 
that  may  lead  us  into  very  great  trouble 
indeed.     The  missions  there  are  Pres- 
byterian, and  the  people  of   Scotland 
are  watching  what  takes  place  with  the 
greatest  interest.      They  cannot  under- 
stand that  there  is  anything  wrong  in 
conduct  sanctioned  by  the  Government, 
or  why  the  Government    are  not  tak- 
ing steps  to  open  up  that  navigable  river 
so  that  supplies  may  be  obtained.     If 
anything    happens    to  those  men  the 
Government  will  be  held  responsible. 
The  Government  have  set  a  precedent 
which  may  land  us  in  trouble  in  any 
part  of  the  globe.    We  may  be  brought 
into  conflict  with  interests  vastly  more 
formidable    than    those    of     Portugal. 
The  extension  of  German  interests  has 
been  referred  to ;  if  we  get  into  a  mees 
like  this  where  German   interests  are 
concerned  we  shall  have  to  eat  as  much 
humble  pie  as  Prince  Bismarck  has  had 
to  at  Samoa.    On  account  of  the  danger- 
ous, imbecile,  almost  criminal  course  the 
Foreign  Office  has  pursued  in  this  Lake 
Nyassa  business,  I  move  the  reduction  of 
£100  under  the  sub-head  in  regard  to 
the  salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
'<  That  Item  A,  of  £48,211  for  Salaries, 
be  reduced  by  £100,  part  of  the  Salary 
of  the  Secretary  of  State."  —  {Dr. 
Cam$ron,) 
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•Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.):  | 
This  is  a  subject  upon  which  my  con- 
stituents   take    considerable    interest. 
First  I  may  say  as  regards  the  more 
general  question  this  much.     The  Prime 
Minister  in  conducting  alfairs  in  Africa 
has  not  so  much  looked  at  British  and 
Imperial  interests  in  Africa  as  he  has 
looked  at  what  he  considers  will  be  the 
effect  of  a  certain  policy  in  Africa  on 
our    relations    to    certain    Powers    in 
Europe,    particularly    Germany.      We 
can  show  this  without  much  difficulty 
by  a  reference  to  "the  events  that  have 
taken  place  at  Zanzibar,  or  the  Zambesi 
and  at  Lake  Nyassa.     Tlie  value  of  dis- 
cussions such  as  this  is  that  they  inform 
the  Government  of  the  opinions  held  in 
the  country  on  this  and  similar  subjects 
and  it  strengthens  the  hands   of  the 
Government  in  their  negotiations  with 
Foreign  Powers.     It  is  matter  of  regret 
that  during  the  Session  we  have  not 
had  the  opportunity  of  a  direct  and 
specific  debate  on  the  events  that  have 
been  proceeding  on  the  south-east  coast 
of  Africa,  and  are  forced  to  take  such 
opportunities  as  this  to  elicit  such  infor- 
mation as  we  can  as  to  the  present  con- 
dition of  affairs  and  the  precise  policy  of 
the  Government  in  that  part  of  the  world. 
The  last  opportunity  we  had  was  in  the 
Debate  on  the  Address,  and  then  we 
were  promised  papers  that  should  give 
us    full   information,    but  up   to    this 
time  we  are  not  in  possession  of  the 
promised    information,    though    much 
valuable   information   has    been    pub- 
lished by  the  Governments  of  Germany 
and  the  United  States.     Undoubtedly 
events  have  occurred  upon   which  we 
should  very  much  like  to  have  informa- 
tion.     From    Zanzibar    Colonel  Euan 
Smith  has  been  summoned  home,  and 
Mr.  Portal  has  been  sent  to  take  his 
place.     Colonel  Euan   Smith's  return 
was    ostensibly    to    consult    with    the 
Foreign  Office  as  to  the  condition  of 
affairs  of  Zanzibar  and  the  line  to  be 
taken  by  the  British  Government  there. 
Colonel  Euan  Smith,  of  course,  has  not 
been  long  back,  but  still  we  have  abso- 
lutely no  information  as  to  whether  there 


is  necessity  in  the  view  of  the  (ioTem  * 
ment  for  altering  our  policy  at  Zanzibar 
Further,  we  desire  to  nave  some  informa- 
tion as  to  the  course  the  Gk>Temment 
intend    to    pursue    in    regard    to   the 
interests    of  British   Indian    subjects, 
who    have      settled     on     the      Soath 
East       Coast       of        Africa,        and 
who    suffered     severely,    firstly    from 
the    Portuguese    at    the     attack  '  on 
Tungi,     and    subsequently    from    the 
bombardment  with  which  the  German 
squadron    visited    several    settlements 
there.     I    believe  they  claimed  redress, 
but  obtained  none.    It  is  no  matter  of 
surprise  that  the  British  Indian  mer- 
chants presented  a  memorial  to  Colonel 
Euan  Smith,  which  was  published  more 
than  six  months  ago,  expressing  deep 
regret  and  surprise  that  the  interests  of 
Indian  subjects  who  had  hitherto  been 
encouraged  to  settle  on  the  ooast  and 
sink  their  capital  in  mercantile  adven- 
tures there,  were  so  little  regarded  at 
Zanzibar.    We  should  like  to  hear  that 
some  steps  are  being  taken  to  a^ge  con- 
sideration of  these    claims.      Then   I 
should  like  to  have  some  information  as 
to  the  blockade  of  the  coast  which,  so  far 
as  I  can  gather  from  the  newspapers, 
seems  to  be  almost  at  an  end,nor  should 
I  regret  if  that  should  be  the  case. 
It    has    had  little    effect    upon    the 
Slave  Trade,  and  it  has  always  exposed 
us    to    the  risk  of  serious  misunder- 
standing   with    other     Powers.      The 
question  of  the  Zambesi   and  Nyassa 
land  has  come  more  into  prominence 
since  last  we  discussed  it.      First  of  all 
there  is  the  Portugese  expedition  which 
has  been  alluded  to  under  under  Lieu- 
tenant Carodoso,  who  has  marched  into 
the  interior  from  Mozambique  nomin- 
ally   on     an     exploring     expedition, 
though  in  Lisbon  and  elsewhere  it  was 
quite  understood  it  was  really  a  fili- 
bustering and  annexing  expedition.  We 
have  heard,  and  it  has  not  been  authori- 
tatively denied,  that  Lieutenant  Carodoso 
has  hoisted  the  Portuguese  flag  in  the 
territory  at  the  southern  end  of  Lake 
Nyassa.      This   territory,  which    Lieu- 
tenant   Carodoso      pretends    to     have 
annexed  to  Portugal,  is  dose  to   the 
access  by  river  to  the   Nyassa  settle- 
ments, and  I  would  strongly  urge  on 
Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  to  maintain 
the  principle  and  the  line   of   action 
enunciated  by  Lord  Salisbury  as  to  tiie 
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freedom  of  the  Zambesi.  We  cannot 
deny  the  Sovereignty  of  Portugal  over 
the  south-east  coast  and  the  littoral  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Zambesi,  but  it  has 
always  been  matter  of  dispute  as  to  how 
far  inlaod  the  rights  of  Sovereignty  on 
the  part  of  Portugal  extend.  I  have 
always  understood,  however,  that  we 
would  never  recognize  any  Portuguese 
or  other  Sovereignty  over  the  important 
access  to  Nyassa  district  afforded  by 
the  Zambesi  further  inland  than  the 
Huo  Eiver.  Lord  Salisbury  took  up 
this  attitude  six  months  ag^,  and  I 
would  most  strongly  urge  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government  not  to  depart  from 
that  position.  The  navigation  of  the 
Zambesi  is  now  the  more  im- 
portant in  that  there  has  just  come 
to  hand  the  information  that  Mr. 
Kankin  has  discovered  an  excellent  navi- 
gable channel  in  the  Chindo  which  will 
give  direct  access,  with  much  greater 
depth,  to  communicate  not  only  with 
Nyassa  but  the  North-  West  territories. 
More  and  more  does  it  become  incum- 
bent on  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  maintain  the  Zambesi  and  its 
tributaries  as  a  free  and  open  means 
of  access  into  the  interior  of  Africa 
for  the  flags  of  all  nations.  It 
is  of  unspeakable  important  for 
the  development  of  civilization  and 
commerce.  Portugal  has  the  power  of 
imposing  certain  duties  on  the  Zambesi 
which  I  will  not  now  argue,  but  the 
power  should  be  strictly  defined  and 
limited  and  the  Zambesi  should  be  under 
some  kind  of  international  control  such 
as  is  exercised  on  the  Danube  and  else- 
where. I  would  urge  these  points  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government — to  keep 
open  the  Zambesi  as  access  to  the  in- 
terior of  Africa  and  to  let  the  Portuguese 
know  that  we  recognize  no  Sovereignty 
of  theirs  further  inland  than  the  Kuo 
Eiver.  In  this  way  we  shall  go  far  to 
encourage,  and  to  protect  in  a  practical 
way,  the  British  settlements  in  that 
part  of  the  world. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON:  On 
a  previous  occasion  I  pointed  out 
that,  unless  some  more  definite  policy 
be  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  South-East   Africa,   there    is 

little  use  in  our  maintaining  consular 
relations  with  that  part  of  the  world. 


The  question  has  been  raised  very 
clearly  by  the  two  speeches  to  which  we 
have  listened,  and  in  fact  it  is  a  question 
that  carries  with  it  intense  interest 
in  Scotland.  I  stated  on  a  previous 
occasion  that  the  recent  visit  of  Count 
Herbert  Bismarck  to  this  country, 
together  with  the  circumstance  of 
Colonel  Euan  Smith's  recall,  pointed  to 
the  fact  that  the  position  on  that  part 
of  the  African  coast  has  become  well 
nigh  intolerable.  As  to  the  Anglo- 
German  blockade,  there  has  been  an 
entire  absence  of  information  of  late. 
We  wish  to  know  what  has  been  done  ; 
how  long  the  blockade  is  likely  to  con- 
tinue ;  and  what  measure  of  success  has 
up  the  present  attended  it.  We  are 
absolutely  without  official  information 
on  the  point,  and  the  ordinary  news 
that  comes  to  us  does  not  point  to  any 
satisfactory  state  of  matters.  The  action 
of  the  Germans  has  certainly  not  led  to 
our  position  being  any  more  comfortable 
in  that  part  of  the  world.  We  also 
desire  to  know  what  is  to  be  done  when 
the    blackade  is  raised — whether  any 

useful  result  will  come  from  it,  and 
especially  whether  slavery  will  be 
abolished.  As  to  the  interior,  some 
assurance  is  necessary  that  the  extra- 
vagant pretensions  of  the  Portuguese 
will  receive  at  least  some  supervision  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Whatever  civilization  has  penetrated 
into  the  interior  of  Nyassaland  is  due  to 
the  Scotch  and  English  missionary 
societies  and  trading  operations,  and  I 
do  not  recognize  that  the  Portuguese 
have  any  claims  whatever.  It  will 
require  much  stronger  arguments  than 
any  that  have  yet  been  used  to  shake 
the  faith  of  the  people  of  Scotland  in 
the  fact  that  British  interests  in  this 
quarter  of  the  world  predominate  over 
those  of  any  other  country.  The  subject 
of  the  communications  with  South-East 
Africa  also  deserves  attention,  the 
German  and  French  lines  of  steamers 
having  been  subsidized  in  a  way  which 
may  damage  our  trade.  What  we  ask 
for  now  is  information,  and  I  trust  we 
shall  have  some  from  Her  Majesty's 
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Oovemment  before  the  discussion  con- 
eludes. 

♦Sib  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield):  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
what  steps  are  being  taken  to  open  up 
the  Zambesi  to  British  trade  and  com- 
merce. The  Portuguese,  who  have  occu- 
pied territories  on  the  Zambesi  for  the 
last  250  years,  have  never  developed  the 

country  but  have  introduced  every  kind 
of  vice  and  disease  amongst  the  natives 
under  their  influence  in  the  neighbour- 
hood. I  should  like  to  know  what  steps 
are  being  taken  for  the  purpose  of 
making  the  Zambesi  a  useful  thorough- 
fare for  our  commerce. 

*Mr.   W.    LAWRENCE    (Liverpool, 

Abercromby) :  I  desire  to  ask  whether 

any  communication  has  been  received 

from    the    German    Government    with 

regard  to  the  German  Expedition  to 

East   Africa    under    Dr.    Peters.      It 

seems    to    me  that   we    have    already 

suffered  not  a  little  from  the  Germans 

on  this  coast,  and  that  our  interests  are 
likely  to  suffer  more  if  this  expedition 
gets  behind  our  settlements.  Is  there 
any  arrangement  between  the  Germans 
and  ourselves  as  to  this  Expedition  ? 

CoMMAWDBR  BETHEUi  (York,  E.R., 
Holdemess) :  I  am  not  surprised  at  the 
interest  which  is  taken  in  this  matter, 
and  I  would  join  my  voice  in  the  appeal 
to  the    Government  that  they    would 
assist  the  Scottish  Association  to  which 
is  due  almost  all  the  good  which  has 
been  done  in  the  region  of  Lake  Nyassa. 
With   regard  to  the   waterway  of  the 
Zambesi,  so  far  as  I  know  the  state- 
ment of  Lord  Salisbury  has  not  been 
shaken    in    any    way.     I    believe    the 
waterway  is  to   be    maintained    as    a 
common  waterway,  and  that  under  no 
circumstances  will  this  country  permit 
Portugal  or  any  other  country  to  place 
its  hand  upon  the  Zambesi.    I   appre- 
hend that  the  same  argument  applies  to 
the  country  north  of  the  Zambesi,  for 
it  is  absolutely  essential  to  our  interests 
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that  that  part  of  the  ooontiy  ahould  be 
placed  either  under  our  power  or  under 
some  mutual  arrangemeat  by  whioh  we 
at  any  rate  cannot  be  shut  out  ftom  all 
those  parts  of  Africa  in  which  our  interest 
is  daily  increasing.    I  think  wa  have 
ground   for  oom^aint,  too,  as  to  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  GK>TenimeQt  in 
regard  to  the  Indian  traders  on  the 
coast.  I  have  never  been  a  strong  advo- 
cate of  the  blockade  of  the  ooast,  whidi 
I  think   has  done  no   good  either  in 
respect  of  the  slave  trade  or  of  those 
other  matters  which  have  been  its  more 
ostensible  object.    I  profoundly  regret 
that  the  GK>vemment  has  thought  proper 
to  permit  the  bombardment  of  plaoes 
on  the  coast  which  has  necessarily  done 
much     injury    to    our     subjects,    and 
for  which  I  understand  no  reparation  is 
to  be  made. 

♦Sir  J.    FERGUSSON:    I   hare    to 
reply     to    a    range    of    observations 
somewhat    wide.    At    the   very   oom- 
mencement,    I    have    to    deal   with  a 
survey  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy, extending  if  not  from  Ohina  to 
Peru,  at  least  from  the  Suez  Oanal  ri^ht 
round  the  Continent  of  Africa.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  member  for  Kirkcaldy, 
has  taken  a  deep  and  intelligent  interest 
in  affairs  connected  with  the  Continent, 
and  yet,  although  we  have  not  for  the 
first  time  to-night  entered  into  the   die. 
cussion  of  the  subject,  I  am  afraid  that 
he  and  I  are  no  nearer  agreement.    The 
hon.  Member  does  not  approve  of  the 
action    of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemmentf 
and    the    policy     which     they    have 
pursued    in    relation    to    the    affairs 
of    the     Oontinent     of    Africa,    bat 
I    am    able    to   disabuse  his  mind  of 
some  suspicion  with  regard  to  onr  policy 
in  the  Soudan.    I  can  assure  him  that 
the  declarations  which  Her   Majesty's 
Government   have    many  times  made 
with  regard  to  the    Soudan    are    on- 
changed,  and  that  there  was  no  inten* 
tion  of  encouraging,  nor,  so  far  as  onr 
influence  goes,  of  permitting,  any  altera- 
tion in  the  policy  we  have  supported  of 
standing  on  the  defensive  and  patiently 
developing    the    resources    of   Egypt. 
That  policy  has  been  abundantly  sue- 
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oessfuL      This   ooTrntry,    which  three 
yean  ago  gave  anxiety  to  the  world 
beoauae  it  coold  not  fail  to  excite  inter- 
national Jealousy,  is  now  out  of  danger, 
and  its  nnancial  condition,  as  well  as 
that  of  the  people,  has  been  immensely 
improved.    This  has  been  the  result  of 
a  policy  of  defence    as    distinguished 
from    a    policy    of   agcrression.     We 
have     defended     the    frontier     from 
attack  successfully,   and  each  time  we 
have  done  so  the  longer  interval  has 
there  been  between  the  attacks.  It  is  not 
intended  on  the  part  of  Egypt  to  extend, 
or  on  the  part  of  England  to  encourage 
the  extention  of  Egyptian   influence  in 
the  Soudan.    The  hon.   Member    has 
referred  again  to  the  policy   of   Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment   in   encouraging 
trading  companies.    It  appears  that  the 
operations  of  these  companies  are  not 
without  success,  and  they  seem  to  be  the 
best  means    of    spreading    civilization 
inwards  from  the  coast  and  combating 
and  undermining  the  devastating  effects 
of  the  slave  trade.    I  think  the  policy  of 
the  Government  in  this  matter  will  meet 
with  the  approval  of  the  House,  but  it 
is  only  by  slow  and  tentsttive  measures 
that  this    influence   can  be  extended. 
But  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Elirk- 
caldy  speaks  slightingly  of  the  East 
African  Company  and  refers  to  its  mem- 
bers as  Pharisees  I  think  he  does  in- 
justice to  a  body  of  men  well  organized 
and  presided  over  by  those  who  in  other 
spheres  of  life  have  risen  to   the  rank 
of  statesmen.     They  have  inaugurated 
their  proceedings  most  pruden^,  and 
they  have  signtuized  themselves  by  acts 
of   the    greatest   liberality.     I    doubt 
whether  in  the  history  of  the   world 
there  have  been  acts  more  judicious  and 
liberal  than    those    the    East  African 
company     have     recently    performed, 
especially  that  of  the  liberation  of  slaves. 
Bef  erence  has  been  made  to  the  warlike 
operations  at  Lake  Nyaaaa,  and  the  hon. 
Member  says  he  wonders  why  the  policy 
of  the  Government  can  be  to  tolerate  the 
carrying  on  of  the  operations  without 
the  sanction  of  the  Government.     Un- 
doubtedly the  state  of  affairs  in  the 
renon  of  Lake  Nyasaa  presents  unpre- 
cedented difficulties,   and  British  sub- 
jects, either  influenced  by  enterprize  in 
commerce  or  devotion  to  Christian  mis- 
sions, have  penetrated  into  the  interior 
of  the  Continent  and  have  been  carrying 
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on  peaceful  relations  of  trade  with  the 
natives  and  exercising  a  civilizing  influ- 
ence.    These  men  went  there  without 
the  sanction  or  any  promise  on  the  part 
of  the  Government.     Their  proceedings 
though  they  began  in  a  small  way,  now 
have      become       considerable,       and 
British  interests  have  assumed  an  im- 
portance which  we  cannot  disregard  Mid 
to  which  we  are  by  no  means  insensible. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  was  mistaken 
in  saying  that  the  establishment  of  these 
interests  have  been  due  solely  to  Scotch- 
men.    He   has  forgotten  the   English 
Universities  Mission  which  has  pene- 
trated   to    the   eastern  shore  of  Lake 
Nyassa.     When  questions  have  been 
asked     with    regard    to    the    position 
of   these    commercial  and    missionary 
undertakings,  and  what  Her  Majesty  s 
Government    propose    to    do    in    view 
of  the  dangers   to  which  these  Eng- 
lish   subjects    are    exposed   from   the 
slave  trading  Arabs   on  the  one  hand 
and  the  Portuguese  on  the  other,  I  have 
been    obliged   to  point  out  that  Her 
Majesty's    Government   are  unable  to 
accept  what  are  commonly  called  mili- 
tary responsibilities  in  respect  of  a  posi- 
tion from  which  they  would  not  com- 
municate  from  any  settled  base.     Again, 
it  was  pointed  out  that  we  had  sent  an 
English  Consul  to  represent  English  law 
and  to  act    as    a   Magistrate    at    the 
Lakes,   and    that  we    should  at  least 
furnish  him  with  an  armed  steam  launch, 
I  was  compelled  to  say  that  even  the 
smallest  amount  the  British  Force  once 
placed  in  any  district    would  involve 
great  difficulty,  because  wherever  the 
British  flag  flies  it  cannot  be  allowed  to 
suffer  defeat.     It  is  a  serious  thing  to 
undertake    responsibilities  which  may 
involve  an  expedition  of  gpreat  ma^pu- 
tude,  and  perhaps  the  loss  of  more  lives 
than  were  originally  threatened.    If  we 
have  learnt  one  lesson  from  past  events 
in  Abyssinia  and  the  Soudan,  it  is  that 
we  should  not  undertake  any  responsi- 
bility without  being  prepared  to  follow 
it  up  to  the   fullest  extent  to  which 
events  may  lead  us,and  above  all  to  look  at 
the  possible  results  before  we  undertake 
anything.     It   is  in  that  view  that  I, 
whilst  feeling  the  deepest  interest  in  this 
question  as  a  Scotchman  and  from  other 
points  of  view,  am  obliged  to  declare 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  can- 
not   assume     responsibility    for    any 
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«SiB  L.  FELLY ;    I  understood  the 

Under  Secretary  for  Foretgn  Affairs  to 

say  so.    Well,  Sir,  I  think  the  nature 

of     the     enterprize    itself,     and    the 

names  of  the    gentlemen    eng^ed   in 

that   enterprize,  are  sufficient  answer. 

I  pass  by  the  imputation  in  silence.     I 

desire  to  endorse  every  word  that  has 

fallen    from  the  Under    Secretary   of 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  respect  of 

the  East  African  Company,  and  I  am 

glad  to  say  that,  owing  to  the  tact  and 

ability  of  Her  Majesty's  Consul  General 

(Colonel   Euan   Smith),  and  the  great 

administrative  ability  shown  by  Mr. 
Qeo.  Mackenzie,  matters  on  the  coast 
have  gone  on  far  better  than  we 
could  have  expected.  No  doubt  we 
may  possibly  have  a  difficulty  or 
two,  for  even  under  the  best  Qovem- 
ments  difficulties  must  arise.  But  as 
matters  are  we  are  content,  and  we  have 
to  thank  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
to  acknowledge  tiiat  they  have  given  us 
all  impartial  support,  having  regard  to 
the  claims  and  international  duties 
which  devolve  upon  them.  If  I  might 
add  one  word  at  this  late  hour,  I  would 
say  that  the  company  would  very 
urgently  ask  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  the  necessity 
of  keeping  up  a  good  steam  commu- 
nication between  tiie  East  Coast  and 
England.  We  believe  such  communica- 
tion to  be  most  essential  in  the  interests 
of  the  trade  and  of  the  general  political 
condition  along  that  coast. 

Dr.  CLAEE  :  I  regretted  very 
much  to  hear  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs.  I  thought  that 
the  Government  were  really  pre- 
pared to  do  something  to  solve  this 
Kyassa- Zambesi  problem.  But  we  have 
a  policy  of  blowing  hot  and  cold,  and 
the  g^eat  policy  of  drift  and  do  nothing, 
which  has  done  very  much  harm,  and, 
possibly,  when  blood  has  been  shed,  the 
Government  will  move.  On  the  South- 
East  African  problem  a  great  deal  de- 
pends. I  am  now  speaking  of  that  lake 
which  was  discovered  by  a  Scotchman, 
and  was  opened  up  and  settled  by 
Scotchmen,  who  formed  a  Scotch 
Trading  Company.  These  men  went 
there  doing  good  on  every  hand  and  no 
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harm  to  anyone.  They  have  be«n  de- 
vdoping  trade  and  widening  the 
civilization  of  the  native  Afrioaa  tribes. 
But  certain  of  the  tribes  come  firom  the 
East,  and  they  take  the  natives  from 
under  the  care  of  the  missionaries ;  they 
bum  down  villages,  and  they  take  away 
men  and  women  and  carry  them  down 
to  the  coast.  The  missionaries  and  the 
Company  defend  the  people  round  about 
them,  and  there  is  an  unauthorised  war 
going  on  between  British  subjeots,  who 
may  he  captured  when  they  oome  south 
by  the  Portuguese. "  Because  it  is 
simply  piracy,  this  work  that  is  being 
carried  on.  This  Company  have  their 
trade  upon  the  Shury  river  and  the  Zam- 
besi river,  and  the  Portuguese  GKyvem- 
ment  have  prevented  wem  caRying 
on  their  trade  on  these  two  rivers. 
Now,  what  the  Company  has  done  has 
been  to  open  up  a  new  way  into  the 
interior  of  Africa.  They  have  opened 
up  the  Stevenson  route  by  Lake  Nyasaa 
to  Tanganyika;  and  the  Government 
may  g^ve  them  protection,  not  by 
landing  an  army,  but  by  having  a 
gunboat  on  the  lake.  That  is  all  that 
is  required.  If  you  want  to  stop  the 
Slave  trade,  if  you  have  steamers  on 
the  coast  and  on  the  Bed  Sea,  well 
then  you  ought  to  have  a  gunboat  on 
Lake  Nyassa,  because  that  would  stop 
the  traffic  across  the  lake,  and  more 
slaves  pass  that  way  than  over  the  Bed 
Sea  or  any  other  route.  You  can 
legalize  the  position  of  the  Company 
by  giving  them  a  Chartcnr.  Ton  are 
giving  Charters  to  some  other  com* 
panies  who  are  doing  nothing  at  all. 
Here  is  a  company  developing  the 
resources  of  the  country,  and  who 
want  a  legalized  position,  and  you 
refuse  them  a  Charter.  If  they  are  doing 
good  on  every  hand,  and  no  harm  to 
anyone,  give  them  a  Charter,  and  then 
they  will  not  run  the  risk  of  being 
hanged  when  they  come  to  Portuguese 
territory.  But  you  are  not  prepared  to 
take  any  one  of  these  courses,  xou  are 
simply  letting  things  drift.  As  regards 
the  free  navigation  of  the  Zambeei,  I 
suppose  it  is  now  a  British  river,  and 
you  ought  to  open  up  the  country.  The 
Zambesi  ought  not  to  be  Portuguese. 
I  think  the  Government  shouM  do 
something  in  this  matter  and  should 
adopt  some  definite  policy.  They  might 
either  protect  this  Scottish  Assooiation, 
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by  having  a  gunboat  on  Lake  Nyassa, 
or  they  might  compel  them  to  retire, 
or  they  might  legalize  their  position  by 
granting  them  a  Charter. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  My  complaint 
against  the  Government  is  that  they 
have  allowed  this  unauthorized  warfare 
by  private  subscription  to  be  carried  on 
and  to  drag  its  weary  length  along 
without  any  prospect  of  bringing  it  to 
a  termination.  I  do  not  complam  that 
they  have  adopted  this  or  that  policy, 
but  I  do  complain  that  they  have  encour- 
aged a  breach  of  British  law  and  that 
they  have  allowed  to  go  on  an  irregular 
warfare,  and  I  want  to  know  what  steps 
they  now  intend  to  take  in  rcMrd  to  it. 
There  are  three  courses  which  may  be 
taken  in  regard  to  the  Zambesi  opera- 
tions. Either  the  Gbvemment  should 
order  British  subjects  to  confine 
themselves  to  defensive  operations,  or 
warn  them  that  if  they  do  not  do  so  they 
must  expect  no  support  from  the  British 
Qovemment,  or  they  should  give  the 
company  the  Charter  which  they  have 
apphed  for  and  in  reference  to  the  grant 
of  which  they  said  they  would  be  will- 
ing in  the  event  of  obtaining  it  to 
maintain  a  gunboat  on  Lake  Nyassa, 
and  would  thus  be  able  to  restore  law 
and  order  and  put  down  the  slave  trade 
in  ttxe  district.  I  do  not  find  fault  with 
the  conduct  of  the  missionaries  and 
traders,  for  I  contend  that  they  have 
acted  with  the  encouragement  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  on  whom  the  responsi- 
bility will  rest. 

Mb.     MUNRO     FERGUSON:      I 

want   to   have  a  clear   understanding 

on  the  question  of  the  navigation  of  the 

Zambesi.     Are  we  to  understand   that 

the  Portuguese  Government  will  be 
allowed  to  fix  what  transit  rates  they 
please  on  this  river  ? 

«SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  have  referred 
to  the  position  of  trade  up  the  Zambesi 
river  when  it  has  to  be  carried  by  land, 
and  I  have  stated  that  when  it  has  to 
pass  through  Portuguese  territory  there 
will  be  no  ground  of  complaint  if  the 
Portuguese  Government  confine  their 
customs  dues  to  moderate  Transit 
Duties.  If  the  Zambesi  is  found  to  be 
navigable  from  the  sea  up  to  the  rapids 
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and    shallows,     that  will   be  a    novel 

state  of  things  which  will  have  to  be 

governed  by  circumstances.     I  may  say 

that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 

claimed  the  right  to  free  navigation  of 

the  Zambesi  by  vessels  flying  their 
national  flag.  I  therefore  hope  that 
that  is  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion. With  regard  to  Dr.  Peters's 
Expedition,  it  is  not  recognized  by  the 
Government  of  Germany,  and  the  East 
African  Company  has  declined  to  allow 
it  to  pass  through  its  territory.  The 
Expedition  seems  to  have  been  a  rather 
ill-considered  project;  and  certainly  it 
is  undesirable  that  Expeditions  which 
are  not  duly  authorized,  and  which  have 
an  undetermined  object,  should  pass 
through  their  territory.  The  desire  of 
the  Government  is,  as  far  as  they  can 
consistently  with  the  rights  of  other 
nations,  to  defend  and  protect  the  rights 
of  this  country. 

*8iB  J.  SWINBURNE :  I  wish  to  ask 
what  steps  are  to  be  taken  to  open  the 
Zambesi  to  British  trade  and  commerce  ? 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON :  Inquiries  are 
being  made  with  regard  to  the  discovery 
of  a  navigable  mouth.  If  a  practicable 
mouth  is  found,  a  vessel  will  be  sent  up 
the  river,  and  will,  I  hope,  be  the  pre- 
cursor of  many  others. 

*SiR  J.  SWINBURNE :  I  should  also 
like  to  ask  whether,  if  only  a  small 
mouth  is  discovered,  the  Government 
will  undertake  to  open  the  river  to 
British  commerce  ? 

«SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  can  make 
no  such  promise  if  only  a  small  mouth 
is  found.  If,  on  the  contrary,  a  navi- 
gable mouth  exists,  the  Government  will 
certainly  claim  that  the  river  shall  be 
open  to  British  commerce. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  84; 
Noes  198.— (Div.  list.  No.  92.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  to-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock ;  Committee  to  sit 
again  to-morrow  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

OFFICIAL  SECRETS  BILL  (No.  97.) 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [16th  AprilJ,  '*  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time.''  ? 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 
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CrSB    OF     LORDS, 
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.10  LIBRARIES  ACT  (1855.) 
ENDMENT  BILL  (No.  50.) 

it    from    the   Gommons,    and 


BALTH  (SCOTLAND)  PROYISIONAL 
;  (MOTHSRWELL  WATSB)  BILL 

(no.  51.) 

0  oonfirm  a  Proyisional  Order  under 
)  Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867,  and 
ling  the  same,  relating  to  Mother- 
r~  Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Eer 
/  LoikxaaCs :  read  1* ;  to  be  printed 
A  to  the  Examiners. 

r  FOB    SCOTLAND   BILL  (NO.   52.) 

explain  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
>Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Eer 
af  Lothxan) ;  read  1*  ;  to  be  printed 
Bad  2*  on  Tuesday  next. 

?ARY  EDUCATION  PROVI- 
.  ORDER  CONFIRMATION 
,  &c.)  BILL  (No.  19.) 

(*  (according  to  order),  and 
id  sent  to  the  Gommons. 

UTRATION  BILL  (No.  5.) 
ATION  (No.  2)  BILL  (No.  81.) 

bted  to  a  Oommittee  of  the 
use  on  Monday  next. 

)use  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock  to  Monday  next,  a 

quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 


30  XXXV.    [thibd  sBsna.] 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,   ML  May,    1889. 


NORTH   BRITISH    RAILWAY    BILL  (Jy 

Order), 

Order  for  Consideration  read. 

Mr.  W.  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe):  I  wish  to  say  one  word 
on  behalf  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Invernessshire  (Mr.  F. 
Mackintosh),  who  has  a  notice  on  the 
Paper  in  reference  to  this  Bill.  It 
is  that  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  do  not 
intend  to  trouble  the  House  further  in 
the  matter,  but  they  desire  me  to  say 
that  they  intend  to  carry  their  opposi* 
tion  elsewhere. 

Bill  considered,  and  ordered  to  be 
read  a  third  time. 

WESTMINSTER  ABBEY  (MONUMENTAL 
CHAPEL)  BILL  {by  Order). 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  For  the  reason  which  I  men- 
tioned to  the  House  yesterday  I  now 
beg  to  move  that  the  order  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  be  dis- 
charged and  that  the  Bill  be  with- 
drawn. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  dis- 
charged :  Bill  withdrawn. 

Q  UE8TI0  N  8. 


CEYLON— THE     NEW    COMMUTATION 

ACT. 
Mb.  BARBOUR  (Paisley)  asked  the 
Under    Secretary   of    State    for    the 
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Colonies  if  it  is  true  that  in  Ceylon,  by 
the  new  Commutation  Act,  the  tax  on 
the  food  of  the  people  has  been  raised 
50  per  cent;  that  by  the  method  of 
assessment  in  blocks,  irrespective  of 
ownership,  the  land  of  one  or  more 
owners  in  the  block  may  be  con6scated, 
although  such  owners  were  ready  to 
pay,  and  had  tendered  payment ;  and 
that,  as  stated  in  the  Ceyhn  Independent 
of  the  22nd  of  February  last,  in  one 
district  alone  over  2,000  acres  had  been 
sold  for  default,  and  thrown  out  of 
cultivation  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
DE  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
No  information  has  reached  the  Colonial 
Office  which  would  enable  me  to  answer 
the  hon.  Member's  question  in  detail ; 
nor  has  the  Secretary  of  State  heard  of 
any  hardship  being  caused  by  the 
working  of  the  Commutation  Act  of 
1B78,  which  was  introduced  solely  in 
the  interest  of  the  native  cultivator. 
The  Governor  will,  however,  be  called 
upon  for  a  Report. 

TRADE    MARKS. 

Me.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liver- 
pool,  Abercromby)  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  action 
of  the  Patents  Office  in  persistently 
refusing  to  register  (Reference  No. 
79,032)  the  trade  mark  *<Mignon,"  as 
applied  to  tin  and  terne  plates,  which 
the  applicants  deny  can  have  any 
reference  to  the  quality  or  character  of 
the  goods ;  and,  whether  he  will  direct 
the  said  authorities  to  comply  with  the 
wish  of  the  applicants  in  this  respect  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.):  If  the  applicant  is  dissatisfied  with 
the  Comptroller's  decision,  he  can  appeal 
to  the  Board  of  Trade,  or,  if  he  par- 
ticularly wishes  it,  can  have  his  case 
referred  to  the  Court. 

IRELAND— CASE  OF  JOHN  HEANEY. 
Mb.  BLANE,  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ix)rd  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  Mr.  John  Heaney,  a 
tenant  on  the  estate  of  Lord  Lurgan, 
signed  an  agreement  with  his  landlord 
for  the  purchase  of  his  holding  under 
Lppd  Ashbourne's  Act:  if,  afterwards, 
Mr.  Heaney  was  sued  for  arrears  of 
rent  at  Lurgan  Quarter  Sessions,  and  a 

Mr,  Barbour 


decree  gpranted  by  County  Judge  Kis*^ 
bey;    if  Mr.    Heaney    appealed    to   a 
Superior  Court  against  the  judgment, 
and  got  the  amount  reduced  by  the 
learned   Baron  on  re- hearing;    if  the- 
Sub- Sheriff  of  county  Armagh  proceed- 
ed to  his  house  and  executed  the  decree^ 
of  Judge  Kisbey,  which  was  set  aside* 
on  appeal;    if  Mr.   Heaney  was  sen- 
tenced to   a  term  of  imprisonment  for 
resisting  the  decree  so  set  aside;  and,, 
if  the  Government  will    consider    the- 
case? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, . 
E.) :  I  understand  that  on  no  occasion 
did   Heaney  -eign  an  agreement  under  - 
the  provisions  of  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act. 
He  did,  a  considerable  time  after  the 
appeal  was  decided  affirming  the  decree^ 
signify  in  writing  his  desire  to  purchase* 
The  learned  Baron  who  heard  the  appeal 
stated  in  his  judgment  that  the  decree 
was  affirmed  in  every  particular  except 
that  he  varied  the  amount  by  a  few 
pounds.     The  decree  appears  to  have 
been  duly  executed.     Heaney  was,  witlk. 
three  others,  sentenced  to  imprisonment 
for  violent  resistance  with  pitchforks, 
stones,  and  hot  water  at  the  execution 
of  the  decree,  one  of  the  Sheriff's  bailiffs 
being  stabbed  with  a  pitchfork  under 
the  eye. 

Mr.  BLANE :  The  gravamen  of  the 
question  is  whether  the  decree  was  set 
aside.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  it  was  resisted,  and  I  want  to  know 
which  version  is  correct. 
♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  understand 
that  it  was  not  set  aside. 

Mr.  BIjANE:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  there  was  a- 
re-hearing  of  the  case,  and  that  the^ 
former  decree  was  held  to  be  valid. 
♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Quite  so.  I 
say  that  it  was  valid,  and  that  it  was- 
not  set  aside. 

THE  POLICE  AT  GWEEDORE. 
Mr.  BLANE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland' 
if  he  could  state  the  amount  of  rent 
paid    to    Mr.    Wy brant     Olphert    for 
accommodating  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary and  Military  at  Faloarragfa, 
county  Donegal,  and  what  rent  was  paid 
for  police  at  Mr.  Wybrant  Olpherts'  own 
house  ;    what  rent  was   paid  Captain 
Hill,    Inspector    of    Prisons,    for    the^ 
temporary  barracks  at  Bunbeg,  Gw^ee— 


1081 


1%0  Jfasserens 


r{MAT  8,  1889) 


Fiiat0. 


ia8f 


dore.  What  amount  was  charged  for  the 
Military  at  Qweedore  Hotels  of  which 
Oaptain  Hill  was  proprietor ;  and, 
whether  the  rents  receiyed  from  Gt>yera- 
ment  exceeded  in  amount  the  total  rent- 
roll  from  the  other  tenants  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  con- 
stabulary authorities  report  that  the 
rent  of  the  permanent  barracks  at  Fal- 
oarragh  is  £17  a  year.  There  are  three 
temporary  barracks  taken  at  the  rent  of 
Is.  a  week  from  Mr.  Olphert,  who  like- 
wise receives  for  accommodating  the 
military  the  usual  billeting  rate  of  4d.  a 
day  per  man.  No  rent  is  paid  for  the 
police  at  his  house  for  his  protection. 
No  rent  is  paid  to  Oaptain  Hill  for  the 
temporary  barracks  at  Bunbeg.  Whilst 
at  Oweedore  Hotel  4d.  a  day  per  man 
was  paid  for  infantry  and  4s.  9d.  for 
each  horse,  the  latter  rate  being  due  to 
the  exceptional  difficulty  of  obtaining 
forage  in  the  district.  The  rents  received 
from  the  Government  bear  no  comparison 
to  the  rent-roll  of  the  estate  in  question. 
Mr.  BLANE  :  What  was  the  charge 
to  the  officers  ? 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  presume 
that  the  particulars  supplied  to  me  only 
relate  to  the  men  and  not  to  the  officers. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  wants  further 
particulars  about  the  officers  I  shall  be 
glad  to  make  inquiry  if  he  will  g^ve  me 
notice  of  the  question. 

THE    SOUTH  AFRICAN  REPUBLIC. 

Mb.  LTELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Oolonies  whether  Article  XIV.  of 
the  Convention  of  1 884,  made  between 
Her  Majesty  and  the  South  African 
Republic,  is  contravened  by  Law  No.  3, 
1885,  of  the  South  African  Bepublic  ; 
whether  certain  Indian  traders,  subjects 
of  Her  Majesty  resident  in  the  Bepublic, 
who,  relying  upon  the  terms  of  the 
Convention,  have  embarked  large  sums 
of  capital  there,  are  now  unable  to 
obtain  trade  licences  or  to  acquire  real 
property  or  leases  in  the  Republic,  and 
are  consequently  suffering  great  loss ; 
and,  whether  he  will  inform  the  House 
what  steps  are  being  taken  to  effect  the 
carrying  out  of  the  terms  of  the  Con- 
vantion  ? 

Baroic  H.  db  WOBMS  :  In  an- 
swer to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  Law  of  1885,  as  amended 
in  1886,  at  the  instance  of  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment    does    not    prohibit   the 


acquisition  of  real  property  or  leases  by 
natives  of  Asia,  but  merely  restriota 
them  in  such  acquisition  to  the  '*  streets, 
wards,  and  districts,  which  the  Govern- 
ment shall  for  sanitary  purposes  point 
out  for  habitation"  (cl.  2  B.).  The 
law  has  been  enacted  on  grounds 
of  public  health,  and  makes  no  discri- 
mination against  British  subjects,  or 
any  particular  Asiatics.  Bepresentationa 
have  at  various  times  been  made  to  thje 
Government  of  the  South  African  Be- 
public at  the  instance  of  persons  who 
felt  aggprieved  by  the  law ;  and  in  re* 
spouse  to  these  the  President  has  agreed 
to  renew  licenses  to  all  Asiatic  tradera 
actually  posseasing  leases,  wherever 
situated.  The  High  Commissioner  haa 
been  directed  to  make  certain  further 
representations  which  will  no  doubt 
receive  the  same  attention. 

IRELAND- THE  ATHY  UNION. 

Mr.  LEAHY  (Kildare,  S.)  asked  th» 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  of  Ireland  have  yet  decided 
on  orderingan  election  of  guardians  for 
the  Athy  Union  ;  and  when  the  rate- 
payers  may  expect  the  notices  to  be* 
issued  for  that  purpose? 
♦Mr.   a.  J.  BALFOUB :    It  is  pro- 

Sosed  to  reinstate  the  Board  of  Guar- 
ians  for  the  Athy  Union,  the  vice- 
guardians  having  ceased  their  labour. 
The  election  will  take  place  under  the 
General  Supplemental  Election  Order  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  which  ia 
usually  issued  at  the  and  of  May  or 
early  in  June. 

THE  MA8SERENE  ESTATE. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  he^ 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lorc[ 
Lieutenant  of  Lreland  if  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  following  extract 
from  United  Ireland  of  the  27ui  April|. 
referring  to  the  occupation  of  farms  on 
Lord  Massereene's  estate  in  the  counter 
Louth :  "  The  proposed  plantation  of 
little  gangs  of  Northern  Orange  land- 

grabbers  m  the  houses  and  holdings  of 
atholic  evicted  tenants,  and  in  the^ 
heart  of  Catholic  and  National  distriotp, 
if  for  one  moment  we  could  suppose  if 
possible,  must  of  necessity  beget  sten^ 
resistance  and  retaliation.  .  .  .  Tba 
evicted  tenants  would  bo  more  or  leso^ 
than  human  if  they  patiently  permitted 
their  homes  and  holdings  to  be  held  by 
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tbme  greedy  and  aDconBcdonabU  in- 
trudan ;  "  and  That  steps  will  be  taken 
-to  secure  the  liveB  snd  libertie*  of  the 
new  teoants  thus  threatened  ?  Perhaps 
I  ma;  be  allowed  to  eupplement  the 
qaestion  bv  asking  if  there  is  an;  law 
in  Ireland  to  punish  iDoitement  to 
aasassin  ationbytheorganoftheNational 
League? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  do  not  know 
bow  I  can  answer  that  question  with- 
out notice,  seeing  that  it  involves  a 
legal  point.  As  to  the  question  on  the 
Paper,  I  have  not  seen  the  paranaph 
Toferred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend.  Every 
precaution  will  be  taken  to  seoure  the 
safety  of  these  persons. 

THE  SUOAE  CONVENTION  BILL. 
8m  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
TJn^ot  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  why,  considering  that  molasses 
were  now  largely  used  for  the  feeding 
of  cattle,  it  was  included  as  sugar  in  the 
definition  clause  of  the  Sugar  Conven- 
tion Bill  ? 

•Bahow  H.  de  worms  :  In  answer  to 
to  the  hon.  Baronet,  I  have  to  say  that 
as  bounties  are  given  on  molasses  as 
well  as  upon  raw  and  refined  sugar  and 
^lucoBB,  it  was  necessarily  inouided  in 
the  Convention,  the  object  of  which  is 
the  total  abolition  of  auoh  boupties. 

THE  ZALINSKI  AIR    AND    DYNAMITE 
GUN 

Ma.  HEEBEHT  KNATCHBULL- 
HUQESSBN  (Kent,  Faversham)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  any  representative  of 
the  British  Government  was  present  at 
the  trial  of  the  Zaiinski  air  and  dynamite 
gun  in  the  United  States ;  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  the  British  Oovemment  have 
ordered  guns  of  this  type ;  and,  if  so, 
how  mauy ;  and,  whether  it  is  a  fact, 
as  reported  in  the  OloU  of  30tb  April, 
thatoneof  the  guns  of  the  United  States 
dynamite  cruiser  Vetweitu  waa  "  badly 
wrecked,"  and  that  "the  hollow  oast 
shell  immediately  went  to  pieces  in  the 
gun- breech  P" 

*Tbb  8ECEETABY  or  STATE  Foa 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Starbofb,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  Experiments  with  the 
Zaiinski  dynamite  gun  were  witnessed 
by  British officersin  18BS,1887,andl88S. 
Guns  of  this  type  have  not  been  ordered 


information  as  to  the  alleged  MtaAeat 
referred  to  in  the  third  qnestion. 

POLICE  eDPBEANNTJATION. 

Ma.  HOWARD  TINOENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  there 
is  any  possibility  now  of  the  fulfilment 
of  the  promises  made  by  succeesiTe 
Governments  for  22  years  to  Constabu- 
lary Forces,  that  the  question  of  their 
superannuation  shall  be  brought  before 
Parliament  for  le^cislation  ? 

Tna  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr, 
Matthews,  Birmingham.  E.):  The  qnes- 
tion of  police  superannuation  was  de- 
layed by  the  Local  Government  legisla- 
tion of  last  year,  which  made  it  expedient 
to  wait  till  the  County  Councils  were  in 
working  order  before  saddling  tbem  with 
a  new  burden.  Moreover,  the  prinoiples 
of  superannuation  for  the  Civil  Servioe, 
which  must  have  an  influence  on  police 
superannuation,  and  which  has  recently 
been  reported  on  by  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion, is  still  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Treasury,  and  I  am  not  at  present 
in  a  position  to  introduce  lefnelation  on 
this  subject,  the  interest  and  importance 
of  which  are  fully  present  to  the  mind 
of  the  Government. 

8ia  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.):  May  I  ask  if  it 
will  not  be  possible  to  send  to  the 
County  Councils  some  tentative  saheme 
approved  by  the  Government,  although 
not  to  be  regarded  as  a  definite  scheme, 
BO  that  the  same  principle  might  be 
more  or  less  acted  upon  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  Country.  As  matters 
stand  at  the  present,  every  Conn^ 
Counoil  may  give  what  retiring  allow- 
anoe  they  please. 

Ms.  MATTHEWS:  The  snggestion 
thrown  ont  by  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  appears  to  ms  to  be  worthy  of 
careful  and  serious  consideration.  At 
this  moment  I  am  having  an  actuarial 
oalonlation  made,  but  it  is  a  calculation 
which  is  extremely  intricate  and  diffi- 
cult to  settle.  It  may,  however,  ba  an 
aBsistanoe  in  forming  an  ultimate  dooi- 
don  on  the  subject. 

THE  CEUELTY  TO  ANTMAIB  AOT. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham- 
shire, Busholiffa)  asked  the  Seoreta^  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  when 


by  the  British  Government.    I  have  no   the  Report  of  the  Inspector  under  "The 
Mr.  JaktuUtt 


1 085        Jndia^  UnewefumUd        {  Mat  3,  1 889  } 


Offioeri  P&nnimB.  1036^ 


Oruelty  to  Animals  Act,  1876,"  for  the 
year  1888,  which  was  laid  upon  the 
Table  on  the  15th  of  April,  will  be  dis- 
tributed; and  whether  the  Beport  of  the 
Yote  in  Supply  relating  to  this  Inspector 
will  be  postponed  until  Members  have 
his  Beport  in  their  hands  ? 

The  UN  deb  SEOBETABY  for  thi 
HOME  DEPABTMENT  (Mr.  Stuabt 
WoRTLBT,  Sheffield,  Hallam) :  The 
English  and  Scotch  portions  are  ready 
and  in  type.  The  Irish  portion  is  out- 
standing. Last  year  this  Paper  was 
distributed  on  June  5th,  and  in  1887  on 
June  25th. 

Mb.  J.  ELLIS:  Does  the  delay  in 
the  Irish  Department  arise  from  the 
proof  havine  been  sent  across  the 
Channel  to  Dublin? 

Mr.  STUABT  WOBTLEY:  No  ;  I 
understand  that  the  Irish  Beport  is  not  in 
type  at  all.     I  have  the  other  reports  in 

froof,  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes 
shall  be  glad  to  show  them  to  him 
privately. 

Mr.  J.  ELLIS :  Oan  we  have  a  copy 
of  them  by  Monday  ? 

Mr.  STUABT  WOBTLEY :  I  shall 
have  to  inquire  whether  it  is  the  practice 
of  the  Department  to  present  these 
Beports  separately. 

TONNAGE  MEASUREMENT. 

Sir  EDWABD  BATES  (Plymouth) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  steamers  Miranda, 
Helvetia  and  Dreed^n,  of  respectively 
1,584,  2,765,  and  2,850  tons  net  register, 
recently  built  in  this  country  and  now 
owned  by  foreigners,  had  the  full 
advantage  of  present  reading  of  Ton- 
nage Moasuremenl  Acts  as  regards  de- 
ductions for  crew  space,  and  inclusive  of 
light  and  air  spaces,  in  calculations  for 
arriving  at  net  tonnage ;  what  would  be 
the  net  register  tonnage  of  these 
steamers  if  measured  under  the  proposed 
new  Bill;  and  whether,  if  the  Bill 
passes  and  is  made  retrospective,  these 
steamers  will  pay  light  and  other  dues 
here  and  abroad  on  their  present 
registers ;  and,  if  so,  whether  they  will 
have  an  advantage  on  similar  British 
steamers  to  which  the  new  Act  being 
retrospective  would  apply  ? 

Sir  M.  HIOKS  BEAOH  :  I  have  not 
been  able  to  obtain  the  particulars 
which  would  enable  me  to  reply  to  the 
second  paragraph  of  this  question ;  but 
I  understand  that  the  three  ahips  to 


which  the  hon.  Member  refers  are  regis-- 
tered  as  Q^rman  ships,  and  therefore  it 
would  be  in  ordinary  cases  assumed 
that  they  had  been  measured  before- 
register  under  the  German  law.  The- 
German  law  is  the  international  law,, 
which  is  not  the  law  of  measurement  in. 
accordance  with  the  Isabella  decision. 
But  if,  as  I  understand  from  the  first 
paragpraph  of  the  question,  these  ships,, 
or  any  of  them,  before  becoming  regis- 
tered as  German  ships  were  measured 
according  to  the  Isabella  decision,  then 
no  doubt  if  the  Bill  now  before  the* 
House  passed  in  its  present  shape,  and. 
those  ships  were  again  to  come  within 
the  ports  of  this  country,  they  would  be* 
subject  to  re-measurement. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  from 
Sir  E.  Bates, 

Sir  M.  HIOKS  BEAOH  said :  I 
mean  ports  in  this  country  at  whichi 
there  are  officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade* 
who  could  perform  the  duty  of  re- 
measurement. 

VIOLATION  OP  THE  TRUCK  ACT. 

Mr.  BBOADHUBST  (Nottingham)^ 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  th» 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  a  ware- 
that  some  building  firms  in  Nottingham, 
are  exacting  compulsory  weekly  contri* 
butions  from  their  workmen's  wage» 
for  the  purpose  of  forming  sick  and  ao* 
cident  funds ;  and,  if  so,  whether  stop* 
pages  of  this  kind  constitute  a  violation, 
of  the  Truck  Act  ? 

Mr.    MATTHEWS:    My    attention 
has    not    been    called   to   any   speoifia 
breach  of  the  Truck  Act  in  Nottingham, 
but    I  have  directed  the  Inspector  to 
make  inquiries.     With  remrd  to  the^ 
leg^ty  of  the  practice  referred  to,  L 
must    refer  the  hon.  Member  to    the* 
statute,  upon  the  proper  construction  of 
which  I  must  decline  to  give  opinions  in. 
this  House,   especially  on  a  question 
couched  in  such  general  terms  as  that< 
upon  the  paper  ? 

INDIA— UNCOVENANTED      OFFICEBS" 
PENSIONS— PAYMENT  IN  RUPEES. 

Sir  BOPEB  LETHBBIDGE  (Ken- 
sineton,  N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether  there  is  any 
reoord  at  the  India  Office  of  the  pensioa 
of  an  Indian  Uncovenanted  Officer  being: 
paid  at  a  rate  higher  than  2s.  to  tha 
rupee  during  those  years  when  the  ex* 
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obange  value  of  the  rupee  was  above 
par. 

Thb  under  SEOEETABT  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
'Cfhatham) :  No  ;  for  since  such  pensions 
have  been  payable  in  England,  the 
rupee  has  never  been  above  par. 

Sir  R.  LETHBRIDGE:  In  oonse- 
'quenoe  of  the  reply  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
Aian,  which  is  contrary  to  the  information 
at  my  disposal,  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  shall  draw  attention  to  this  ques- 
i^on  on  an  early  day. 

SOUTH    EAST    AFRICA. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Afifairs  when  the  Papers  relating 
io  Zanzibar  and  South  East  Africa, 
promised  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  on  2 1st  February,  will  be 
issued  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  : 
It  is  possible  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  was  referring  to  the  Papers 
up  to  the  institution  of  the  blockade, 
which  were  distributed  at  about  the 
time  of  the  re- assembling  of  Parliament. 
I  cannot,  after  this  lapse  of  time  be  sure 
if  I  am  responsible  lor  the  statement, 
but  at  present  there  are  no  further 
Papers  which  could  be  conveniently 
Dresented 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  May  I  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tfaiat  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  stated  that 
the  Papers  were  in  the  course  of  pre- 
.paration. 

♦Sir.  J.  FERGUSSON :  It  is  possible 
that  I  may  have  misled  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  All  I  can  say  at  the  present 
moment  is  that  no  other  Papers  can  be 
'Conveniently  presented. 

SCHOOL  FEES  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate  when  the  Minute  of  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  stating  the  mode 
by  which  the  portion  of  the  Probate 
Duty  set  apart  for  the  payment  of  school 
fees  under  section  19  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment (Scotland)  Bill  will  be  issued  ? 
*The  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Buteshire) :  The  manner 
in  which  the  portion  of  the  Probate 
Dutv  Grant  which  it  is  proposed  to 
itppiy  in  relief  from  the  payment  of 
school  fees  may  be  distributed  is  ilow 

Sir  Boper  Lethhrid^e 


under  consideration  by  the  Sootoh 
Education  Department.  In  the  debate 
on  the  Second  heading  of  the  Scotbn 
Local  Government  Bill  we  hope  to  b4 
able  to  indicate  the  chief  features  of  thi 
scheme  which  we  propose  to  submit; 
but  until  the  general  proposal  hsSi 
received  confirmation  by  Parhament^  it 
would  be  premature  for  the  Department 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  the  Minute  re* 
ferred  to  in  the  Clause.  We  are 
anxious  that .  the  scheme  should  be'  in 
accordance  with  local  requirements  and 
should  meet  as  fully  as  possible  the 
reasonable  claims  of  all  those  interested^ 
and  in  order  that  the  plan  adopted  may 
be  one  which  best  f  ul^s  these  oonditionis 
any  suggestions  which  those  interested 
may  wish  to  offer  should  be  forwarded 
to  the  Scotch  Education  Department 
without  delay  and  will  receive  their 
Lordships'  most  careful  attention. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  state  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  the  general 
lines  on  which  he  proposes  to  allot  this 
money  ? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.ROBERTSON:  Yes, 
that  will  be  done  in  accordance  with  the 
intimation  I  have  already  given. 

THE     VACCINATION    COMMISSION. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  it  is  intended  that  it  shall  be 
open,  under  the  terms  of  the  proposed 
Koyal  Commission  on  Vaccination,  to 
investigate  the  history  and  scientifio 
foundation  of  vaccination,  and  to  question 
whether  compulsion  by  law  to  vaccina- 
tion is  justifiable  ? 
♦Thb  PRESIDENT  of  tm  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritohib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  sus- 
pect that  the  question  is  not  so 
much  one  of  what  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government,  as  what  are  the 
terms  of  the  reference  to  the  Royal 
Commission,  and  what  the  reference 
includes.  The  Gx)vernment  have  always 
been  desirous  that  the  terms  of  the 
reference  should  be  wide  enough  to 
include  all  aspects  of  this  case.  I  have 
read  the  terms  of  the  reference  to  tEa 
House,  and  I  understand  that  those  wlio 
are  interested  are  satisfied  that  they 
are  sufficiently  wide.  As  to  whether 
they  include  the  particular  point  of  tUs 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  is  as  well  able  to 
judge  as  I  am. 
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^  Mb.  PICTON  (Leioetter}  :  Will  the 
rigfaft  hoQ.  (Gentleman  confirm  what  I 
o&S^ntood  him  to  saj  yeaterdaj  that 
there  will  be  a  full  ittquiry  into  the 
whole  qnestioQ  of  oompolsion  ? 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE :  My  view  is  that  the 
'Oommisaxoa  will  be  able  to  consider  the 
whole  question,  but  there  are  otfier 
matters  of  a  technical  character  which 
have  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  about  which  there 
may  be  some  doubt. 

Mb.  BRAJDLAUGBf :  I  will  only  re- 
mind  the  right  hon.  Oentlemen  that  an 
opinion  expressed  by  him  must  have 
more  authority  than  any  assumption  of 
mine. 

*Mb.  RITOHIE  :  I  expect  that  upon 

Hjuestions  of  opinion   the  Commission 

will  have  more  authority  than  I  can 

KIOdBOBS. 

PERPETUAL  PENSIONS. 
Mb.  BRADLAUan  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  can 
now  name  the  date  for  the  discussion  of 
the   Resolution   disagreeing    with    the 
'Treasury    Minute    on    Perpetual  Pen- 
sions ?    ' 
♦The  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith.    Strand) : 
The  discussion  will  be  taken  on  Thurs- 
•day,  the  16th,  at  an  early  part  of  the 
-evening. 

THE    EDUCATION  CODE,  1889. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ACLAND  (Yorkshire 

^nr.R.,     Rotherham)     asked   the  First 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  was 

able  at  present  to  name  a  day  for  the 

'discussion  of  the  New  Oode  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  it  wiU 
•1)0  to  the  convenience  of  the  House  that 
this  question  should  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  Education  Vote  and 
I  hope  to  take  the  Education  Vote,  and 
the  discussion  of  the  New  Code  together. 
Mb.  AOLAND  :  Will  the  discussion 
be  taken  as  the  first  business  of  the 
Nday? 

«Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Education 
Vote  is  always  taken  on  a  day  specially 
named  in  order  to  meet  the  convenience 
of  Members.  I  will  imdertake  that 
ample  notice  shall  be  given  to  Members 
who  take  an  interest  in  the  questioui 
attd  that  a  day  shall  be  fixed  on  which 
4t  full  discussion  may  take  plaoe. 

•Mb.  PIOTON  :  The  New  Oode  will, 
J[  presume,  not  be  eoioieed  until  the 


House  hns  had  an  opportunity  of  dis^ 
cussing  it? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Certainly notl 
That  is  the  understanding. 

THE  EXETER  POST  OFFICE. 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAY  (Devon; 
Honiton)  asked  the  Postmaster  U'enendl 
if  it  is  true  that  the  Sunday  labour  in  the 
Exeter  Post  Office  has  been  increase 
by  the  despatch  of  a  new  mail  to  the 
North  in  the  middle  of  the  afternoon  of 
Sundays ;  whether  this  is  a  part  of  a  gene- 
ral system  to  be  extended  through  Eng- 
land ;  and  if  he  will  state  what  is  tC(^ 
necessity  for  the  step,  seeing  that  aU 
letters  posted  for  Saturday's  night  mail 
are  delivered  in  Scotland  on  Mcnday 
mornings  ? 

•The  postmaster  GENEBAL(M».. 
Eaikbs,     University    of    Cambridge): 
An  inappreciable    increase  of  Sundaj^ 
labour  in  the  Post  Office  at  Exeter  has 
been  caused  by  the    establishment  of 
the  mail  to  which   the  hon.   Member 
refers.    The  arrangement  was  not  part 
of  a  general  system,  but  was  sanctioned 
on  a  special  application  from  the  Exeter 
Chamber    of   Commerce,    and    on    an 
assurance  from  the  Mayor  of  Exeter 
that  the  inhabitants  generally  desired 
it.     The  efifect  of  the  arrangement  has 
been  to  admit  of  letters  posted  after  the 
despatch  of  Saturday  night's  mail  bein^' 
delivered  in  the  North  of  England  ana' 
Scotland  on  Monday  morning,*  which' 
otherwise  could  not  be  delivered  until' 
late  on  Monday  night,  or  on  Tuesday 
morning. 

IRISH  LACE-MAKING. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  H.  M»CAETH1S> 
(Newry)  asked  the  Yice-President  of  the^ 
Committee  of  Council  on  EducatioiT 
whether  any  report  has  been  made  by^ 
Mr.  Cole  as  to  his  visits  to  lace-makiny 
schools  in  Ireland  during  April  of  tfaiif 
year;  and  whether,  if  he  has,  the 
report  will  be  circulated ;  and,  whether^ 
arrangements  have  been  made  by  th«P 
Department  with  the  Treasury  bv  whieh^ 
such  visits  may  be  repeated  in  October,'^ 
in  accordance  with  the  requests  maM 
for  them? 
*Thb  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  tb» 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  (Sib  W. 
Habt  Dyke,  Kent,  Dartford) :  A  repoitr 
has  been  made,  and,  if  desired,  extnidtf 
could  be  printed  for  cfirculation,,  or  i^^ 
might  be  shown  to  the  hon.  Membsp: 
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or  aiiToiie  intereated  in  the  matter  vbo 
called  at  the  Department ;  bat  there 
are  oertam  points  in  it  which  are  not 
intended  for  general  publication. 
Whether  Mr,  Cole' a  visitB  can  be 
repeated  in  October  ie  a  question  at 
present  nnder  oonsideration  with  the 
Treasury. 


INDIA— CHAROES    AGAIN8T    THE 

GOTBENOR  OF  THE  ALLAHABAD 
PaiSON. 

Hk.  BRADLATJaH  aaked  the  Under 
Seoretar;  of  State  for  India  whether 
an;  inquiry  had  been  instituted  by  Sir 
Auckland  Oolvin,  Lieutenant  GoTemor 
of  the  North  West  Provinces,  into  cer- 
tain charges  brought  by  Captain  Hearse; 
(some  time  a  prisoner  ia  Allahabad 
Prison  for  oaaault)  against  Dr.  Hill, 
Qoremor  of  the  Allahabad  Friaon ; 
whether  any  report  had  been  made  on 
anoh  inqniry ;  and  whether  be  woold 
lay  the  papers  relating  to  the  matter 
Upon  the  Table? 

Sm  J.  GOBST:  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  information  and  has  re- 
ceived no  papers  relating  to  the  matter 
referred  to  in  the  question. 

DISTRESS  IN  OANJAM. 

Mk.  BBADLAUGH  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  he 
is  aware  that  severe  distress,  amouDt- 
ing  to  famine  and  requiring  Goverament 
relief  on  an  extensive  ecue,  now  pre- 
vails in  the  district  of  Oanjam,  in  the 
Uadras  Presidency;  if  be  would  state 
what  steps  are  being  taken  by  the 
Government  of  Madras  to  relieve  such 
distress ;  and  whether  the  report  made 
by  Mr.  J.  H.  Garstin,  C.8.I.,  of  hie 
Tisit  to  and  inspection  of  Ganjam  in 
December  lost  has  reached  this  country 
and  can  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House  r 

Sib  J.  GOEST:  The  Reports  re- 
ceived from  the  Government  of  Madras 
do  not  corroborate  the  statement  that 
severe  distress  amounting  to  famine  pre- 
vails in  Ganjam  ;  and  ,the  Governor  in 
Council  has  telegraphed  to-day  aa 
follows,  in  answer  to  the  Secretary  of 
State's  inquiries— 

"  Oondition  QftDJam  unchang^ed.  Private 
prices  atktionuy.  Showan  fallen  in  tome 
pUoea.  FriTat«  import  of  food  grains  soffi- 
cient.  Number  of  persona  emplofed  on  relief. 
■miAa  under  13,000.  Pecuninrr  reUef  to  800 
SMtroit;,  bat  no  deathi  from  starration." 

air  W.  Bart  Djfkt 
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Two  large  relief  works  have  been 
opened  since  December.  The  number  td 
persons  employed  on  these,  on  Slat 
March,  was  19,000.  Several  smaller- 
ones  have  been  sanctioned,  and  the) 
Local  Officers  provided  with  funds  to- 
open  them  if  required.  Author!^  haa* 
been  given  to  the  Local  Officers  to  grant 
gratuitous  relief  to  prevent  starvationr. 


and  the  necessary  means  have  bean  pro- 
vided. Additional  Civil  Officers  indnd^ 
ing  engineers  have  been  sent  to  Ganjam 
for  the  relief  works.  There  is  believed, 
to  be  a  sufficient  food  stock  injj  the  dis- 
trict, and  no  Government  importation  u 
as  yet  requisite.  The  Beports  bvm, 
Mr.  Garstin  on  the  sutiject  were  reoeived. 
in  January  and  will  be  produced,  if 
moved  for,  as  an  unopposed  Return. 

Mk.  BBADLAUGH:  Does  the  hoD. 
Gentleman  say  that  in  the  opinion  of  the> 
Indian  Glovemment  the  neoessily  for  re- 
lief works  to  13,00U  people  does  not 
constitute  severe  distress  F 

Sib  J.  QOBST :  Not  distress  amonnt- 
ing  to  famine,  which  were  the  hoa^ 
Member's  words. 


lEELAND—MR.  OAREW. 
Un.     GILL     (Louth, 


I.)     ukai 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ixod- 
Lientenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  At- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  following- 
statement  respeeling  Mr.  Oarew,  U.P.^ 
published  in  the  £Ytema>t'i  Jowitei  bjr 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wezfprd,  who- 
visited  Mr.  Carew  on  Tuesday  aa  his 
legal  adviser : — 

He  fonnd  the  hon.  Q«ntleman  vary  psle- 
"  ■"  "■  -  '--iretnra  &Dn  BeU 
hospital  patient.- 
f  dsep  aaia  acute' 
headache».  tfe  htu  no  appetite,  sud  is  nnsblfr. 
to  take  exercise.  He  ialoamg  wei^it  ateadOyr 
and  hit  'iiaix  has  become  quits  thin  and  m- 
tnmiog  grey.  On  the  whole  the  oonditiaa  of 
I.  n«Qtleman  is  auoh  as  to  osata  grave ' 
iet;  to  hia  friends." 
And,  whether  he  has  any  oommonioa- 
tion  to  make  to  the  House  on  the- 
subject  f 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  glad  to- 
say  that  the  statement  referred  to  in. 
the  question  appears  to  be  exaggerated. - 
It  is,  however,  the  case  that  Mr.  Oarew 
oomplains  of  headache  and  loss  of 
appetite,  nor  will  he  take  soffloieDt. 
open-air  exercise.  His  total  loss  oC 
weight  since  his  return  from  Bel&at  tO' 
Dublin  is  under  3  lb.  His  hair  is  nn- 
and  in  an  interview  yeeteid^- 
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with  the  Ohainnan  of  the  General 
Prisons  Board  he  stated  that  he  had  no 
complaint  to  make  as  to  his  prison  treat- 
ment. 

THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

Bakow  FEEDINAND  db  EOTHS- 
OHIIiD  (Bucks,  Aylesbury)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  character  of  the  duties  per- 
formed by  officers  of  the  first  class  at 
the  Central  Telegraph  Office  and  the 
general  body  of  senior- class  telegraphists 
is  precisely  similar,  in  many  mstances 
the  duties  performed  by  the  former 
being  of  the  greater  difficulty;  how 
does  he  propose  to  admit  the  clerks  at 
this  office  to  the  full  benefit  of  the 
"Fawcett  Scheme"  if  those  at  the 
maximum  of  the  first  class  are  not  to  be 
promoted  to  the  senior  class  except 
through  vacancies  by  death,  which  has 
already  kept  them  waiting  for  promo- 
tion over  two  years;  whether,  if  the 
present  action  of  the  Department  be  con- 
tinued, it  will  be  possible  that  a  vacancy 
may  not  occur  for  years ;  and,  if  so,  is 
it  his  intention  to  keep  the  majority  of 
this  deserving  body  of  public  servants, 
after  18  years'  service,  at  the  salary  of 
£2  136.  8d.  per  week  for  the  remainder 
of  their  career ;  and,  whether,  when  the 
first  class  becomes  full,  he  intends  to 
apply  the  same  policy  to  the  second 
class,  and  so  practically  limit  the  highest 
salary  attainable  by  the  clerks  to  £100 
per  annum  ? 

*Mb.  EAIKES  :  It  is  not  the  case  that 
the  duties  of  the  telegraphists  of  the 
first  class  are  precisely  similar  to  those 
of  the  senior  class.  It  will  always 
happen  in  a  very  largo  department  like 
the  Central  Telegraph  Office  that  some 
officers  of  a  lower  class  may  be  perform- 
ing superior  duties.  It  was  no  part  of 
the  '*Fawcett  Scheme"  that  officers  in 
one  class  should  be  promoted  to  the  next 
higher  class  regardless  of  vacancies, 
and  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say.  how 
long  it  may  take  certain  officers  to  rise 
out  of  their  present  classes ;  but  it  will 
be  my  duty  to  examine  the  matter  from 
time  to  time  and  to  take  such  measures 
as  appear  to  be  required  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  and  the  officers 
themselves. 

THE  TRIAL  OF  DIEMHOLZ. 

Mb.  CUNINOHAME  OBAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  asked  the  Seore* 


tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department' 
if,  at  the  recent  trial  of  Diemholz  and' 
Kozebrodski,  Mr.  GKll,  who  appeared- 
for  the  Home  Office,  obtained  an  assent 
on  behalf  of  the  accused  to  their  plead- 
ing guil^  of  a  technical  assault ;  and,  if  ^ 
during  the  trial  of  Diemholz,  his  wife'' 
was  refused  admittance  to  the  Court  on. 
the  plea  of  want  of  space  f 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  answer  to^ 
the  first  paragraph  is  in  the  negative* 
There  was  no  plea  of  guilty  and  no  con- 
sent to  a  plea.  The  constable  on  duty 
in  the  Court  remembers  a  woman,  wha 
said  she  was  a  witness  in  the  case,  but> 
did  not  g^ve  her  name,  asking  to  be^ 
allowed  to  enter  the  Court,  and  he  told, 
her,  in  conformity  with  a  standing: 
order  of  the  Bench  as  to  witnesses,  that' 
she  could  not  enter  until  her  name  was* 
called.  He  did  not  know  that  she  waa 
the  wife  of  the  defendant. 

REPORT  OF  SUPPLY. 

Mb.    E.    ROBEBTSON    (Dundee)  n 
May  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  he  will  allow  Progress  to  be- 
reported  this  evening  earlier  than  usual 
in  order  that  the  Keport  of  yesterday'a 
Supply  may  be  taken ,  because  I  wish  to  call: 
attention  to  the  attitude  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  reference  to  the  French  Ezhibi-  - 
tions  ?    I  may  say  that  I  remained  in. 
the  House  during  the  whole  of  yester* 
day  evening  for  the  purpose  of  bringing* 
that  question  on,  but  owing  to  the  long; 
debate   which    took    place   on  African, 
affairs,  I  thought  it  only  right  that  the 
Qovemment  should  take  the  Vote.     I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  bear  - 
that  fact  in  mind  and  that  he  will  take- 
the  Report  of  Supply  at  a  more  season- 
able hour  than  after  midnight. 
•Mb.     W.     H.     smith  :      I     fully 
acknowledge  the  fairness  and  temper* 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  displayed ; . 
but  whether  progress  can  be  reported  at 
an  earlier  hour  this  evening'j  must  de-  - 
pend  on  the  progress  made  with  Supply* . 
if    the  discussion  of  the  Votes  which 
stands   for  consideration  to-day  is  not . 
unduly    prolonged,    it    will   be  in   my 
power  to  meet  the  views  of  the  hon» . 
Gentleman. 

Db.  FARQUHAESON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  Can  the  Report  of  Supply 
on  Vote  5  be  taken  before  the  Report  of  i 
Supply  on  Vote  4  ?  I  beg  to  remind  th»^ 
Government  that  the  Debate  on  the« 
Report  of  Supply  on  Vote  4  was  ad-.- 
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joumed  upon  a  very  important  question 
Taieed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 

•  ^Mr.  Goleridge). 

The  8ECKETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
fiURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  The 
Adjourned  Debate  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers  is  put  down  for  Mon- 
day next.  The  Eeport  of  Supply  which 
is  down  for  to-night  refers  to  the  Votes 
taken  yesterday. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Mb.    ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  £.): 

When  do  the  Qovemment  intend  to  take 

^he  Second  Beading  of  the  Local  Gov- 

•  emment  (Scotland)  Bill  ?    At  present  it 
is  set  down  for  the  13th  of  May. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  able 
at  this  moment  to  say  if  it  will  be  pos- 
^  cdble  to  take  it  on  the  13th  ;  I  am  afraid 
-that  it  will  not  be,  but  due  notice 
-^ill  be  given  of  the  day  on  which  it 
-will  be  taken. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPINQ  (TONNAGE). 
Ordered: — 

''^  Return  showing  in  detail  the  calculation  by 
- 'which  the  net  register  of  the  s.s.  Anglesey 
was  brought  down  to  the  figure  of  only  45 
tons,  by  deductions  and  allowances  from  her 
.«ros8  measurement  of  827  tons;  similar  figures 
for  the  S.S.  Duehetsof  Sutherland^  showing  how» 
with  an  original  gross  measurement  of  908 
tons,  and  net  register  of  446  tons  when  she  was 
a  paddle  steamer,  her  net  register  is  now 
broujj^ht  down  to  only  111  tons  since  her  conver- 
«ion  into  a  screw  steamer." — {Mr,  T.  W,  Russell) 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAY. 


.•SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE   ESTIMATES 
Considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Glass  II. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  a  sum,    not  exceeding  £35,286,   be 

.'  granted    to    Her    Majesty,  to    complete   the 

.  sum  necessary  to   defray   the    Charge    which 

will    come    in    course    of    nayment    during 

the  year  ending  on  the  31st  of  March,  1890,  for 

the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Department 

of  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of    State   for  the 

*  Colonies,  including  certain  Expenses  connected. 

with  Emigration.'' 

♦Mb.  PICKEBSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 

'  S.W.) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  moving 

the  formal  reduction  of  the  salary  of  the 

Oolonial  Secretary  hy  the  sum  of  £100, 

An  order  to  challenge  the  decision  which 

F  arqui 


has  heeti  given  by  Lord  Knntsford  ott  an 
important  matter  which  came  withiii  hi^ 
junsdiotion.  My  complaint  is  that  Lord 
Knutsf  ord  has  not  adequately  dealt  with! 
very  serious  misconduct  on  the  part  of 
the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Bahamas.  A 
man  named  Thomas  Taylor,  aftei^  re- 
ceiving sentence  on  the  27th  Julr  last^ 
for  an  ofPSanoe  at  which  he  haa  beeit 
duly  found  guilty,  committed  a  seriomr 
assault  on  the  Ohief  Justice  in  opei^ 
Oourt.  On  the  3 1st  of  July  he  waiT 
again  brought  into  Oourt,  when  the 
Ohief  Justice,  after  reciting  that  he 
had  been  guilty  of  contempt  of  Oourl, 
sentenced  him  to  receive  30  lashes  and 
to  undergo  penal  servitude  for  life. 
I  have  no  nesitation  in  saying  that 
the  outrage  committed  by  the  Ohief 
Justice  on  Taylor,  was  as  lawless 
as  the  outraj:e  committed  by  Taylor 
on  the  Ohief  tMistice.  The  matter  seents 
to  have  attracted  the  attention  of  thB* 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  fbr 
Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  who  put  a  questioi^ 
in  regard  to  it  to  the  Under  Secretary 
on  the  same  night  upon  which  a 
question  by  myself  appeared  oil 
the  Paper.  The  Under  Secretary  ad- 
mitted the  substantial  accuracy  of  the 
facts,  and  the  Attorney  General  acknow^ 
lodged  the  illegality  of  the  sentence  of 
the  Ohief  Justice.  But  I  think  I  can 
carry  the  matter  a  good  deal  further. 
It  is  part  of  my  case  that  the  Ohief  Jus- 
tice must  have  known  he  was  acting 
illegally  when  he  made  the  order.  K 
is  not  a  case,  however  oppressive  such 
cases  may  occasionally  be,  of  the  revival 
of  an  obsolete  Statute  or  of  an  obsolete 

?ractice  or  doctrine  of  the  OommonLaw. 
think  I  may  say  with  some  oonfidenoe,* 
having  looked  carefully  into  the  matter, 
that  such  conduct  as  this  would  have 
been  as  lawless  as  it  is  to-di^  at 
any  time  since  the  passing  of  Mania 
Oharta.  There  are  many  cases  recoraed 
in  the  law  books  of  contempt  of  Court, 
and  of  punishment  for  such  contempt; 
but  I  will  only  mention  one  whidk 
occurred  in  the  reign  of  Charles  thsT 
First,  when  Mr.  Justice  Hutton  was  ao* 
cused  by  a  man  named  Harrison  in  oi 
Oourt  of  high  treason,  that  distinguiuied 
Judg^  having  incurred  the  odium  of  thd 
Oourt  party,  because  with  splendid 
courage  and  integrity  he  had  main- 
tained the  illegality  of  ship-monev« 
It  was  a  gross  outr^e  committed  m 
the   face    of   three  Juidges,   but    !&•• 
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Justice  Hutton  did  not  take  on  him- 
self the  punishment  of  the  offender 
for  contempt.  The  man  was  indi^sted, 
tried,  and  found  guilly,  and  even  then 
he  was  pmiished  not  wi^  imprisonment, 
bnt  with  a  heavy  fine.  Then,  I  would 
ask,  how  does  the  Attorney  General  en- 
deavour to  explain  or  tone  down  the 
'Conduct  of  the  Ohief  Justice  in  this 
case  ?  He  says  that  the  offence  of  Taylor 
was  a  very  serious  offence.    I  am  sur- 

Srised  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
id  not  see  the  danger  of  the  argument 
Jie  was  employing,  because  the  more 
serious  the  offence  the  more  imperative 
was  the  claim  which  Taylor  had  to  be 
tried  by  his  Peers.  The  hon.  and  learned 
ij^entleman  dropped  one  very  significant 
statement — namely,  that  the  Attorney 
■General  had  intended  to  indict  Taylor. 
Now  that  was  precisely  the  course  that 
ought  to  have  been  taken,  and  any 
candid-minded  man  must  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Chief  Justice  inter- 
posed because  he  was  afraid  that  if  this 
man  were  put  upon  his  trial  he  would 
not  have  been  able  to  punish  him  with 
flogging,  and  he  was  determined  to 
have  him  flogged,  with  law  or  with- 
out it.  The  Attorney  General  quoted 
a  local  Act  of  the  Bahamas  which 
provides  that  in  case  of  a  man  being 
convicted  of  felony  after  a  previous  con- 
viction he  may  be  punished  with  flog- 
ging. As  to  that  I  have  only  to  say 
that  it  seems  to  me  very  probable  that 
if  this  man  had  been  put  on  his  trial  the 
jury  might  have  found  that  the  wound- 
ing, serious  as  it  was,  was,  after  all, 
only  an  unlawful  wounding,  and  there- 
fore the  punishment  of  flogging  would 
not  have  been  applicable.  And  how 
has  the  Colonial  Secretary  dealt 
^ith  the  case?  The  Under  Secre- 
tary has  informed  the  House  that 
a  letter  has  been  written  to  the 
<7hief  Justice  informing  him  that  very 
•serious  consequences  may  happen  to  him 
if  this  kind  of  thing  should  occur  again. 
J3ut  the  question  is  not  what  is  to 
happen  to  the  Chief  Justice  if  the  offenoe 
is  repeated.  My  complaint  is  that  no 
puniBhment  has  been  inflicted  upon  him 
for  the  offence  that  he  has  actually  com- 
mitted. Of  course  this  question  must 
be  considered  on  its  merits.  It  would 
not  be  right  that  the  conduct  of  the 
-Chief  Justice  of  the  Bahamas  should  in 
any  way  be  prejudiced  by  scandals  in 
4)onneotioQ  wim  other  Colonial- Judges; 


but  when,  in  any  particular  case,  it  has 
been  shown  that  punishment  liias  be^- 
justly  incurred,  it  is  quite  flsdr,  and  il^ 
many  cases  it  is  very  necessary,  to  oon- 
sider  whether  the  public  interest,  publib 
policy,  and  the  public  honour  requite 
that  a  serious  example  should  be  mad^. 
Now  it  happens,  and  I  regret  it  very' 
much,  that  during  the  last  few  years' 
there  have  been  many  very  serious  indi** 
cations  that  Colonial  Judges  are  getting 
a  little  out  of  hand.  There  was  a  case' 
brought  before  this  House  only  last 
year  of  Mr.  de  Souza,  a  gentleman 
favourably  known  to  some  Members  of 
this  House,  and  I  regret  very  much  tfaat^ 
Mr.  de  Souza  has  died  within  theset  last 
few  weeks ;  and  it  is  said  that  his  death 
was  caused,  in  part,  by  the  hard* 
ships  he  suffered  during  his  imprison- 
ment. That  imprisonment  was  oon<* 
sequent  upon  an  alleged  contempt  of 
Court  committed  by  Mr.  de  Sousii^ 
for  which'  he  was  sentenced  to  siz 
months'  imprisonment,  but  the  peou* 
liarity  of  the  case  was  that  the  contempt 
was  committed  in  respect  to  a  matter 
that  was  not  then  pending  before  the 
Court.  The  Attorney- General  says  in 
this  case  the  action  of  the  Court  was' 
legal,  and  if  we  are  to  be  guided  by  the 
strict  letter  of  the  law,  I  am  disposed  to 
think  that  it  was ;  but,  at  all  events,  it 
was  a  harsh  and  oppressive  straining 
of  the  law  that  woula  not  for  a  moment 
have  been  tolerated  in  this  countrv. 
Then  there  is  one  other  case  I  should 
like  to  refer  to,  a  case  which  came 
before  the  Privy  Council  on  Appeal  from 
the  Supreme  Court  of  British  Honduras: 
In  that  case  a  man  named  Dillet,  a 
barrister,  had  been  convicted  of  peijum 
and  consequently  an  order  was  obtained^ 
to  strike  him  off  the  roll  of  the  Court ; 
but  the  point  of  the  case  is  the  tone  oA 
the  observations  which  were  made  o& 
the  conduct  of  the  Judge  by  the  Privyr 
Council  in  this  country.  Lord  Watson^ 
in  pronouncing  judgment,  after  some 
very  strong  remarks  on  the  conduct  of 
the  Judge  in  the  Colony,  proceeded :— »- 
"The  Chief  Justice  converted  himself 
into  a  witness  and,  without  being  sworn, 
made  statements  to  the  jury  regarding  m 
visit  of  the  accused  to  his  house  and 
other  matters  which  are  not  to  be  found 
in  the  record  nor  in  the  evidence ; "  and 
then  he  added,  **  A  conviction  obtained 
by  such  unworthy  means  cannot  be  pse^ 
mitted  to  stand.'' 


J 


1099 


Supply^^Civii 


{COMMONS} 


/Urpiee  3iiiwutim. 


1100 


♦Thi  XTNDEB  secretary  fob  the 
COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
liyerpool,  East  Toxteth) :  When  was 
this ;  what  is  the  date  ? 

*Mb.  PICKERSGILL:  The  appeal 
came  before  the  Priyy  Council  in  March, 
1887.  Now,  in  conclosion,  let  me  say 
that  I  belieye  Thomas  Taylor  is  not,  in 
fSact  I  know  he  is  not,  an  Englishman.  I 
belieye  he  is  not  eyen  of  our  race  or 
of  oux  colour ;  but  I  am  sure  that  that 
will  not  be  permitted  by  the  Committee 
to  prejudice  his  case  for  a  moment. 
Moreoyer,  let  me  say  that  I  do  not  rest 
my  case  upon  sympathy  with  Thomas 
Taylor.  He  had  undoubtedly  committed 
a  yery  gross  offence  indeed,  for  which  he 
ought  to  haye  been  properly  put  on  his 
trial.  My  point  is  that  there  has  been, 
in  the  circumstances  I  haye  briefly  put 
before  the  Committee,  a  gross  outrage 
committed  in  the  name  of  law,  and  in 
such  a  case  we  look  to  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary— because  I  may  mention  this  Judge 
holds  office  during  pleasure — we  look 
to  the  Colonial  Secretary  to  yindicate 
the  law.  In  this  case  I  haye  submitted 
we  haye  looked  to  him  in  yain,  and 
therefore  it  is  that  I  appeal  from  the 
Colonial  Secretary  to  the  Committee 
of  this  House  and  move  the  reduction  of 
which  I  haye  giyen  notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Item  A,  of  £d6,7»6,  for  S  Jaries, 
be  reduced  by  £100,  part  of  the  Salary 
of  the  Secretary  of  State." — (ifr. 
PiekirBgiil), 

♦Babon  H.  db  WORMS:  1  think 
it  would  be  well  to  recall  to  the  Com- 
mittee, in  answering  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  the  facts  of  this  case. 
On  September  drd  last  the  Secretary  of 
State  received  a  despatch  dated  July  Si st 
from  the  administrator  at  the  Bahamas 
reporting  that  upon  sentence  being 
passed  on  a  prisoner  named  Thomas 
Taylor,  an  old  and  hardened  offender, 
by  the  Chief  Justice,  before  whom  he 
was  tried  for  housebreaking  and  lar- 
ceny, the  prisoner,  seizing  a  police- 
man's staff,  made  a  desperate  attempt 
to  murder  the  Chief  Justice.  The  first 
blow  was  broken  by  the  interyention 
of  a  screen  and  the  second  blow  by 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  seizing  the 
prisoner's  arm,  the  Chief  Justice 
escaping  with  an  abrasion  of  the  skin  of 
the  right  arm.  It  is  well  to  recall  these 
fiMsts  to  the  Committee  because  the  hon. 


and  learned  Member  seemed  rather  to 
minimize  the  nature  of  the  assault  and. 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  somewhat- 
prematurely  that  it  was  .not  an  assault 
with  intent  to  murder.  '  Certainly  on 
the  face  of  the  evidence  it  was  an  assault- 
with  that  intent,  and  it  probably  would- 
haye  been  attended  with  that  result  but 
for  the  prompt  interyention  of  the  Cleric: 
of  the  Otowel, 

«Mb.  PICKERSGILL :  The  ri^ht  hon. 
Oentleman  uses  the  word  "eyidence.'^ 
What  is  the  nature  of  the  eyidence  ?  So 
far  as  I  know  no  eyidence  was  giyen. 

*BABOir  H.  DB  WORMS :  The  offidaL 
statement  to  the  Secretary  of  State.. 
The  hon.  Member  does  not  oontradiot^ 
that? 

«Mb.  PICKERSGILL :  It  is  not  eyi- 

nATIfiA 

*BABOir  H.  DB  WORMS :  Not  in  the^ 
legal  sense  of  the  word,  but  it  was  eyi- 
dence that  enabled  the  Secretary  of* 
State  to  form  a  judgment.  The  Chief. 
Justice  then,  acting  far  beyond  the 
powers  yested  in  him,  did  alter  tho 
sentence  he  had  passed  of  seven  years' 
penal  senritude  to  a  life  sentence,  and 
he  did  order  the  prisoner  to  be  flogged.. 
In  answer  to  yarious  questions  put  to 
me  in  the  House,  1  haye  explained  that, 
the  moment  this  came  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  before  any 
question  was  raised  in  the  House  the- 
Secretary  of  State  immediately  tele- 
graphed to  the  Bahamas,  reyersing  tho 
sentence  and  strongly  censuring  the« 
action  of  the  Chief  Justice.  It  was  not- 
possible  to  preyent  the  sentence  of  flog-- 
ging  being  carried  out,  because  it  had 
already  been  inflicted  when  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  heard  of  the  matter.  Aj^ 
the  hon.  Member  has  said,  the  Attorney 
General  himself  expressed  some  doubt- 
as  to  whether,  under  an  old  Statute,  it> 
might  not  haye  been  within  the  power 
of  the  Judge  to  inflict  for  such  an  offenco 
as  contempt  of  court  the  sentence  of 
flogging,  and  that  may  perhaps  be. 
pleaded  to  some  extent  in  extenuatioa* 
of  the  action  of  the  Chief  Justice  in  thia. 
matter.  I  do  not  say  that  he  ought  not: 
to  haye  known,  but  possibly  he  belieyed. 
he  had  the  power  under  an  old  Statutec 
to  pass  a  sentence  of  this  kind. 

♦Mb.  PICKERSGILL:    It  is  rather- 
important  to  clearly  understend  what 
the  Attorney  General  said,  which  was- 
that  if  a  man  was  conyicted,  that  ia* 
foundguilty  after  trial,  of  felony  after  pre-** 
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-rions  oonTiction  he  might  be  whipped. 
'The  Attorney  Oeneral  did  not  for  a 
^moment  suggest  that  the  whipping 
'^whioh  aotuaUy  took  place  was  legal. 

*BABOir  H.  DB  WORMS  :  The  Attorney 
'General  said  that  under  the  old  statute 

the  punishment  might  have  been 
^inflicted  for  a  gross  offence  on  indictment 
"before  a  Court  of  Law.  The  Secretary 
•of  State  took  a  strong  and  very  proper 

view,  and  immediately  sent  a  despatch 
^to  the  Bahamas  warning  the  Chief  Jus- 
*tice  that  on  any  such  gross  case  occur- 
,ting  again,  most  serious  consequences 
'Would  follow.  Now  I  must  point  out 
"to  at  any  action  in  this  case  against  the 
Ohief  Justice  must  originate  not  from 
^the  Secretary  of  State,  but  in  the  Colony 
itself.  If  the  Gbyemor,  acting  by  the 
.advice  of  his  Legislative  Council, 
were  to  suspend  the  Judge,  the  case 
would  oome  before  the  Secretary 
•of  State,  and  be  by  him  submitted 
-to  the  "Privy  Council  for  confirmation. 
'No  such  action  was  taken  in  the  Colony 
although  when  the  Governor  returned, 
:and  prior  to  any  action  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  a  notice  appeared  in  the 
'€h>vemment  Qautte  of  November  3, 
that  the  Governor  had  annulled  the 
■sentence  of  imprisonment  for  life ;  there- 
fore both  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
'Governor  of  the  Colony  were  fully  alive 
to  the  unfortunate  occurrence  and  the 
mistake  made  by  the  Chief  Justice,  and 
immediately  set  about  rectifying  it  as 
far  as  they  could.  The  only  other  step 
^hat  could  have  been  taken,  would  have 
been  for  the  Governor  acting  with  the 
Xiegislative  Council  to  suspend  the  Chief 
Justice  from  his  f  unctioos,  and  to  report 
the  case  to  the  Secretary  of  State  who 
would  lay  it  before  the  Privy  Council. 
Taking  all  the  circumstances  into  con- 
sideration, it  was  not  thought  necessary 
to  adopt  this  step.  I  may  mention  that 
the  right  hon.Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
who  also  put  a  question  on  this  subject, 
and  asked  to  see  all  the  papers  in  relation 
to  it,  after  I  had  put  the  papers  before 
him  and  he  had  read  them  attentively, 
agreed  with  me,  that  justice  in  the  case 
had  been  fully  met  by  the  action  taken 
by  the  Secretary  of  State. 

^Mr.  G.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.):  After  what  has  been 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  to  the  opinion  of  my  light  hon. 
Friend,    I   do   not  wish  to  preM  the 


subject  farther.  I  will  only  simnly 
say  that  the  very  idea  that  at  uxia 
time  of  day  a  man  may  be  sub- 
jected to  flogging  for  a  mere  con- 
tempt of  court  under  the  authority  of 
some  old  statute  which  the  Attorney 
General  does  not  even  venture  to  quote, 
does  seem  to  me  perfectly  monstrous. 
After  the  light  thrown  on  the  subject, 
and  the  sensation  created  here  as  well  as 
in  the  Colony,  I  hope  we  shall  be  saved 
from  a  repetition  of  one  of  the  most  high- 
handed and  despotic  acts  I  have  ever 
heard  of  in  these  modem  times. 
♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  reflect  that  Lord  Knutsford  did  not 
thinJc  it  right  to  emphazise  his  con- 
demnation of  the  conduct  of  the  Chief 
Justice  more  than  he  did.  Since  about 
40  years  ago,  when  there  was  a  dis- 
cussion in  the  House  of  Lords  on  this 
subject  of  contempt  of  court,  the  feeling 
has  been  growing  in  favour  of  mini- 
mixing  as  much  as  possible  consistently 
with  preserving  the  authority  of  the 
court  the  power  of  a  Judge  to  pass 
indefinite  sentences  for  this  offence,  and 
this  case  seems  to  me  to  indicate  a 
return  to  a  barbarous  fashion  of  old 
days,  and  which  should  not  escape  notice 
by  this  House. 

♦Ma.  PICKERSGILL:  I  propose  to 
g^  to  a  division,  for  I  think  the  action 
of  the  Colonial  Secretary  was  wholly 
inadequate,  and  that  the  case  is  made 
considerably  worse  by  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  77; 
Noes  106.— (Division  List  No.  93). 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Li  moving 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £600 
my  object  is— and  I  trust  the  answer 
I  may  receive  will  save  me  from 
the  necessity  of  putting  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  trouble  of  division — is  to 
call  attention  to  the  exceedingly  shock- 
ing state  of  the  prisons  both  in  Cape 
Cmony  and  other  portions  of  onr 
South  African  dominions  under  the 
authority  of  the  High  Commissioner.  I 
will  not  go  into  matters  which  are  in 
any  fashion  disputable 

The  chairman  :  It  would  be  greatly 
extending  the  scope  of  the  functions  of 
Committee  of  Supply  to  enter  upon  a 
discossion  of  the  action  of  responsible 
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luithorities  in  a  Colony  having  respon- 
nble  self-ffovernment. 

♦Mb.  BEADLAUGH  :  There  is,  Sir, 
a  large  portion  of  our  South  African 
dominions  which  is  not  included  in 
Colonies  having  self  government,  and 
it  is  to  this  portion  I  intend  to  confine 
my  remarks,  only  using  the  Cape 
Colony  jails  as  illustrations,  and  onlv 
90  using  them  because  we  have  evi- 
dence carefully  taken  which  will  save 
tbe  Committee  and  myself  from  having 
to  rely  on  vague  and  difficult  state- 
ments. I  will  show  how  vague  and 
difficult  by  the  fact  that  in  cases  where 
the  evidence  is  very  conclusive  the  man 
who  made  the  complaints  was  ordered 
by  the  prison  authorities  not  to  give 
evidence,  and  on  his  giving  evidence 
was  put  into  chains  and  kept  in  chains 
for  a  period  of  several  days,  not- 
withstanding that  the  investigating 
magistrate  held  the  opinion,  and  it  was 
ultimately  so  reported  that  this  man 
bad  good  gpround  for  his  complaint.  The 
state  of  these  prisons  is  simply  shocking. 
Xn  several  of  the  prisons  there  is  not 
roon^  for  the  prisoners  to  lie  down  at 
fi^U  length  at  night,  and  men  and  women 
are  confined  together  under  circum- 
stances which  are  perfectly  horrible. 
There  are  cases  in  which  lunatics  and 
and  persons  suffering  from  contagious 
diseases  are  confined  with  the  other 
prisoners. 

♦Babon  H.  db  WOEMS  :  Will  the 
hon.  Member  specify  the  names  of  the 
colonies  ? 

♦Mb.  BEADLAUGH :  I  would  be  only 
too  glad  to  do  so,  but  my  difficulty  is 
that  I  am  afraid  of  bringing  myself 
under  the  censure  of  the  Chair  if  I 
specify  the  particular  prisons  as  to  which 
1  have  actual  evidence.  But  I  can  assure 
the  Under  Secretary  and  the  Committee 
that  what  I  am  stating  is  unfortunately 
(till  more  true  of  the  whole  of  the 
prisons  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  Cape 
Uolony.  The  way  m  which  the  unfor- 
tunate Elaffirs  are  huddled  together  is 
perfectly  shocking.  In  one  case  a  child 
born  in  the  prison  contracted  a  loath- 
some contagious  disease  from  the  pri- 
soners. In  another  case  it  has  been 
shown  on  investigation  that  cats,  having 
their  knots  intertwined  with  wire  taken 
from  soda  water  bottles,  had  been  used 
^B  a  method  of  punishment.  When  I 
called  attention  to  these  things  some 
time  ago,  the  Under  Secretary  gave  two 
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reasons  for  not  expressing  an  opinion — 
first,   that    Cape  Colony  had  its  own 
responsible  Gh>vemment ;  and  secondly, 
that  an  Act  of  Parliaqient  had  be^ti 
lately  passed  dealing  with  this  state  of' 
thing^.     I  quite  agree  that  this  is  true. 
So  far  as  Cape  Colony  is  concerned,  an 
Act  of  Parliament  has  been  passed;. 
I    hold    a   copy   of  it    in   my  hand;, 
but    the   latest    reports    by    the    last 
mail  show  that  alike  in  Cape  Colony 
and  in  the  Colonies  under  the   direct 
jurisdiction  of  the  Colonial  Office,  and 
not  under  the  Cape  Parliament  at  all, 
the  same  evils  are  now  existing,   and 
that  no  attempt,  except  a  paper  iattempt,. 
within  the  limits  of  the  Colony  has  been 
made  to  redress  them.      I  trust  hon. 
Members  will  deem  it  right  to  say  that 
in  no  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions,, 
whether  with  intermediate  Parliaments 
existing  or  not,  there  shall  be — at  any^ 
rate  without  their  very  strong  expres- 
sion of  disapproval — a  state  of  things 
allowed  to  exist  which  would  be  a  dis- 
grace  to  any  civilized  country  in  the^ 
world.      If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  makes  a  statement 
of  that  kind,  I  shall  not  think  it  necee- 
sary  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee further ;  but  if  he  does  not,  I  shall 
have  to  ask  for  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  my  Amendment. 

♦Babow  H.  db  WOEMS :  I  am  sure 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  will  ag^ee  with  me 
that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  challenge 
any  statement  of  fact,  because  no  dis- 
tinct charge  has  really  been  made.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  me  details 
of  any  case  relating  to  the  bad  treatment 
of  prisoners,  I  will  inquire  into  it. 

♦Mb.  BEADLAUGH  :  I  am  sure  the^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  pardon  me  if 
I  say  that  in  the  colonial  papers  the 
state  of  colonial  prisons  has  been  justi- 
fied on  the  ground  that  those  under  the 
direct  control  of  British  GK>vemmeDt 
were  in  a  much  worse  state. 

♦Babon  H.  de  WOEMS  :  I  know 
there  have  been  charges  made,  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  far  too  logical  and 
fair  to  make  a  general  and  sweeping 
charge  without  giving  anv  detidls,  ana 
to  think  that  I  could  deal  with  such  a 
charge.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  giTe 
the  Secretary  of  State  any  details  of 
prison  treatment  bearing  out  the  des- 
cription he  has  given,  the  cases  will 
certainly  be  immediately  investigatedi. 
and,  if  possible,  immediately  remedi<94*^ 
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We  haye  no  right  to  interfere  in  the 
case  of  the  self-goTeming  colonies,  as 
they  have  their  own  Parliament  and 
their  own  Ministers,  but  I  think  I  have 
a  right  to  say  that  the  prinoiples  of 
humanity,  prevail  in  all  oar  Colonies 
whether  they  be  self-governing  or  not. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  feel  I  could 
not  gpve  the  details  of  cases  this  after- 
noon without  committing  a  breach  of 
your  ruling,  Mr.  Courtney,  and  I  also 
quite  ag^ee  with  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Under  Secretary  that  the 
cases  which  are  proveable  are  thd  cases 
in  which,  unfortunately,  there  is  a 
responsible  government,  over  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  control,  and  in 
regard  to  which,  therefore,  I  shall  not 
be  entitled  to  ask  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee.  But  I  may  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary that,  when  in  the  papers  circulating 
in  South  Africa  the  conditions  of  these 
prisons  is  justified  and  excused  on  the 
ground  that  those  under  the  direct  con- 
trol of  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  in 
a  worse  state,  it  ought  hardly  to  be 
required  of  a  private  man  that  he  should 
funiish  the  Committee  with  details  of 
the  cases,  and  that  common  humanity 
would  prompt  the  Secretary  to  the 
Colonies  to  send  some  letter  of  inquiry 
to  the  Colonies  on  the  subject. 

♦Mb.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN: 
I  may  point  out  that,  although  in 
the  self-governing  Colonies  it  is  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  inter- 
fere, still,  if  such  cases  as  my  hon. 
Fnend  has  alluded  to  can  be  proved 
to  exist,  it  would  be  possible  for  the 
Colonial  Office  to  make  representations 
to  the  Colonial  Governments  on  the 
subject  which  would  not  in  all  proba- 
bility be  without  effect. 

♦SiK  G.  BADEN  POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale):  I  think  that  if  inquiries 
are  made,  it  will  be  found  that  the 
Colonial  Governments  are  already  taking 
steps  to  remedy  tho  evils  complained  of. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  think  my  in- 
formation up  to  the  receipt  of  the  last 
mail  was  that  the  Government  had 
taken  no  step  except  that  of  the  paper 
Act  of  Parliament. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.) : 
I  desire  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
by  £1,000  in  regard  to  a  very  important 
matter  relating  to  the  lands  of  Western 
Australia.    I  find  fault  with  the  Slecre- 


tary  of  State  not  only  for  what  he  has 
done  on  this  subject,  but  for  refusing  to 
g^ve  the  House  any  sufficient  detau  in 
regard  to  what  he  is  doing.  He  teljs- 
us  that  he  proposes  to  alienate  tlve 
temperate  portion  of  Western  Australifi 
altogether  from  the  authority  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  that,  before 
the  measure  is  finally  adopted,  a  BUI 
on  the  subject  must  receive  the  sanction 
of  this  House.  But  before  it  can  come 
before  this  House,  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  will  have  given  it  their 
imprimatur  and  approved  of  the  scheme 
in  all  the  stages  of  the  negotiations 
with  the  Colonial  Authorities.  That,  L 
say,  is  not  a  proper  way  in  which  to 
deal  with  a  matter  of  this  great  and 
supreme  importance.  I  have  not  strons^ 
views  with  regard  to  emigration.  I 
have  my  doubts  whether  what  is  called 
State  emigration  is  quite  required  by 
this  country ;  but  I  am  of  opinion  that, 
if  any  system  of  emigration  is  to  be 
aided  by  the  State,  it  is  most  unfair  to 
the  country  that  the  best  people — the 
cream  of  the  country — should  be  sent 
away,  whilst  the  dregs  are  left  to  be  a 
drag  upon  the  ratepayers.  If  it  is  de- 
sirable that  emigration  should  be  pro* 
moted,  it  is  most  objectionable  and 
undesirable  that  we  should  be  de- 
prived of  promoting  it  in  a  form 
that  is  fair  to  this  country.  If  we 
look  round  the  world  we  find  that  not 
only  are  the  United  States  and  other 
countries  very  much  disinclined  to  re- 
ceive people  who  have  no  means,  but 
that  our  own  Colonies  are  taking  that 
line  to  a  very  great  degree.  The  other 
day  a  very  remarkable  Paper,  which 
seems  completely  to  prove  my  case,  was 
circulated.  It  contains  correspondence 
from  the  Colonial  Governments  in 
answer  to  the  Memorandum  of  the  Par- 
liamentary Colonization  Committee  of 
the  Ist  of  May,  1888.  The  Parliamen- 
tary Colonization  Committee  was  com- 
posed of  Members  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  who,  with  the  highest  and 
most  patriotic  motives,  formed  a  plan  for 
State-directed  colonization.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk>vernment  so  far  received  their 
overtures  with  favour  as  to  consent  to 
circulate  the  plan  through  the  ColonieSi 
and  to  ask  the  opinion  of  the  Colonies 
upon  it.  It  was  not  a  scheme  of  the 
character  of  which  the  Colonies  could 
reasonably  complain.  It  was  one  under 
which,  I  think,  only  the  cream  of  oi^ 
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JKfplUfitipL       WUlud       tM;       MfXR      tO       OUT 

tLe  wtlfrv.     Tm;  ib'jbeT  vu  lo  W  bd- 
vfrtio^  li^  br  tL«  c-OiouiiM.  but  bj  iLic 

tbouj^tit   h  vftfi  a  plan  vLicL   vac   ac  | 
ittv'^urtbblf:  V*  tbt:  iiAdt*pexid«xiT  oolozListe 
aifc  if^\at  pocriubiv  be  o^jboeiTed.     W«IL  ; 
all  tLe  C'^lo&lefc  vLlI'jL  Lad  ac^tbi&g  ap-  , 
proacLibif  to  rwpoxiiilblt  Cr'.;T«rzimexLU 

Tjtfii  CHAHiMAN:  I   do   not   quiUr  ; 
M^e   Low  tibiU   iymjML   ubder   rl&e   Voie. 
Thk  plaxi  wafe  pr<;|/x»ed  bj  a&  ixreep^/n- 

Hifc  0.  CAMPBELL:  I  awelj  wieh 
to  tLow  tLe  itt-rpfidl^ucj  of  alienating 
Wwft*?rL  Amrtralia,  wLil^t  all  the  crtlier  ! 
Oyloci*?*  refube  to  r*?ceive  our  eizJgra&te. 

T«Ji  CH  A I  KM  AN  :  TLe  hon.  Mem- 
l>#rr,    j'l  ^flterixiif    into  thig  «,Leme.   is  ■ 
goirjjf  outride  the  V^/te, 

HiK  G.  CAMPBELL:  Well,  Sir,  I 
have  <Mid  aJI  I  de«ire  V^  ftay  about  the 
tKherxie.  I  raay  state,  in  general  temiQ, 
that  every  v^lony  reject^  the  ftcheme 
ex';<?j/t  Western  Australia  ;  and  it  ib 
clear  that  every  other  colony  but 
Western  Australia  will  accept  those 
of  our  eruigrante  who  are  not  en- 
d/>wed  with  some  means  of  their 
own.  Western  Australia  is  an  enormous 
c/>untry.  It  contains  something  like 
1, 1 00,  0(KJ  square  miles— that  is  to  say, 
it  is  as  large  as  all  Europe,  without 
Bussia.  The  present  colonists  are  a 
mere  handful  of  between  30,000  and 
40,000  people.  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that  there  are  immense  tracts  of  tern- 

{aerate  land  there  extremely  well-fitted 
or  colonization,  and  I  find  that  this  is 
amply  borne  out  bv  a  Beport  on  the  sub- 
jef;t,  which  I  hold  in  my  hand.  Under 
these  circumstances  it  would  surely  be 
utter  madness  to  give  over  this  enor- 
mous territf;ry  to  the  small  handful  of 
colonists  who  now  occupy  it,  and  deprive 
ourselves  of  all  power  of  dealing  with  it. 
Tlxe  result  of  aaopting  a  policy  of  that 
kind  must  be  that  those  who  have  the 
monopoly  of  land  will  turn  round  on 
tlieir  poor  fellow-countrymen  and  refuse 
to  rocfiivo  them.  This  Uouse  is  entitled 
-  to  express  an  opinion  before  the  thing 
goes  too  far,  and  ought  not  to  be  put 
oil*  with  the  promise  that  the  complete 
Boliemo  will  be  laid  before  the  House  in 

Bit  Q.  Camph$U 
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Bay  I  bsveei 
ford.    He  is  a 
]  IB.  Bad  I 

tuH  ■    ii  a  xhbd  fliuniU  be 
of  the  Oahmial    OffioB.     1 
bowevec,  lie  is  too  old  a  anilnnM 
and  tCKi  rnadj  to  ioIiDfir   -Ab 
policT  of  gvtiiDg-  zid  of  AD 
DT    plai  fling   ibe    eolaiiflta 
wliiki      this  Houe.    I  b^  t 
reducaoin    of  tba  Tote  li^^  tiw 
£1,000. 

Motion  made,  md 
'*  That  Item  A,  of  £.9^7%^  for 
be    rednoed  bj  £1,000, 
Balarj   of  the  Saorstaiy  of 
G09rf€  CmmpkmU.  ^ 


flf  «i 


^Sxs  H.  N.  FOWIiER  ^Jjonim)'.  I 

have  some  sympathj  vii^  Ike  views  rf 
my  hon.  Friend  who  hmm  jvot  Mtt  dowii 
and  I  am  rather  cnrioiu  tobaBr  from  At 
Under  Secretazj  how  xnneh  land  m  ts 
given  up.  I  was  in  Kev  Soolii  Wabi 
and  South  Australia  a  Ixtde  mora  thsa 
two  years  aso.  I  asked  eerenJ  penoas 
in  those  CoToniea  whether  the  eolfiiti 
would  not  raise  objection  to  the  eeheae  of 
handing  over  Western  AuatimliA  to  a 
responsible  Gorerament.  As  far  aa  I 
could  ascertain,  no  objection  waa  eBfeer* 
tained.  All  those  with  whom  I  eoar 
versed  seemed  to  think  it  was  a  mattsr 
in  which  thejr  could  not  interfere.  Thsf 
all  had  plenty  of  land,  and  they  eoomen 
to  think  it  was  no  bosinees  of  thsiiB. 
Under  those  circumstances,  although  I 
have  some  sympathy  with  the  views  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  cannot  aupport  ths 
reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Mn.  MUNBO  FERGUSON  (Leith. 
Ac.) :  I  have  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  £« 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  and  1  lubl 
the  same  object  as  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
G.  Campbell)  in  putting  it  down.  The 
question  of  oisposing  of  the  waste  lands 
of  the  Empire  is  one  of  very  great  pnblio 
importance,  and  I  think  it  is  time  that  a 
protest  was  entered  against  the  poliqy 
of  handing  over  vast  areas  of  territozy 
to  scanty  populations.  That  has  been 
done  in  several  oases  in  the  past.  The 
Question  of  Western  Austraha  has  been 
aealt  with  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell),  bat  the 
case  of  Beohuanaland  might  also  be 
considered.  The  Australians  themselves 
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I  haye  spoken  against  the  policy  of 
^  handiDg  over  these  vast  areas  unless 
ihej  have  a  sufficient  number  of 
colonists  to  undertake  responsible 
^yemment.  Sir  Thomas  M'lUwraith, 
^hen  interviewed  by  a  correspondent 
'  of  the  Pail  Mall  QaaetU,  said  he 
'  thought  that  a  vast  expanse  of  land 
'  which  had  been  handed  over  ought 
never  to  have  been  so  handed  over.  In 
Western  Australia  there  is  an  area  of  a 
million  square  miles,  with  a  population 
of  something  like  48,000.  In  bechuana- 
land  it  is  really  impossible  at  this 
moment  to  estimate  what  is  the  area  of 
Ihe  land  that  we  control.  But  in  neither 
roase  IS  there  any  sufficient  ground  for 
alienating  the  tcovntry  from  Imperial 
control.  To  take  tan  analogy  elsewhere, 
Dakota,  which  is  about  to  attain  to  the 
position  of  a  State,  has  an  area  of 
100,000  square  miles,  and  a  population 
of  from  6,000  to  8,000.  There  are 
special  reasons  why  attention  should  be 
j^ven  to  this  important  subject  of 
^aste  lands.  The  world  is  filling  up  at 
a  very  rapid  rate,  indeed,  in  these  days, 
and  almost  all  the  great  waste  areas  in 
the  world  belong  to  the  British  Empire 
•or  the  United  States.  All  the  Colo- 
liies  except  Natal  are  beginning  to 
object  to  emigration.  The  pressure  of 
population  is  becoming  greater  within 
these  islands,  and  both  in  America  and 
elsewhere  restrictions  are  being  placed 
upon  emigration,  which  will  make  it  very 
difficult  in  the  future  for  intending 
•emigrants  to  find  homes  beyond  the 
flea.  These  waste  lands  of  the  British 
Empire  represent  a  vast  expenditure 
both  of  blood  and  money,  and  what  we 
maintain  is  that  until  they  are  occupied 
by  a  sufficient  number  of  persons  to 
undertake  the  duties  of  responsible 
Government,  they  should  remain  under 
Imperial  control.  I  should  like  just  to 
touch  on  the  question  of  Bechuanaland. 
A  recent  article  by  Sir  William  Metcalfe 
in  the  Fortnightly  i^mnr  shows  that  that 
country  will  form  an  admirable  field  for 
flettlement.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
Oovemment  approve  of  the  extraor- 
dinary speech  reported  to  have  b^n 
made  by  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  before 
he  left  the  Oape  Oolonj.  The  first 
extract  published  reflecting  Oolonial 
expansion  is  one  which  it  is,  perhaps, 
somewhat  difficult  to  understand.  There 
is,  however,  no  difficulty  in  onder- 
etanding  the  seoond  extract,  in  which  he 

VOL.  OOOXXXV.    [thibd  oxob.'] 


says  that  preparation  is  being  made  for 
handing  over  native  territory  to  the 
Cape  and  Natal.  The  interesting  part 
of  the  statement  of  the  Undersecre- 
tary for  the  Oolonies  is  that  it  must  be 
accepted  as  a  declaration  of  policy,  and 
it  is  upon  those  terms,  I  suppose,  that 
he  will  accept  the  re- appointment  as 
Governor  of  the  Cape.  This  is  the 
more  interesting  that  there  is  a  further 
report  that  the  Governorship  of  the  Cape 
has  been  refused  by  a  very  large 
number  of  persons,  and  the  Imperial 
Party  will  have  to  take  what  it  can 
get  in  South  Africa.  And  if  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  goes  back  to  South 
Africa  upon  his  own  terms,  it  is  to  be 
supposed  that  this  policy  of  handing 
over  those  areas  to  the  Government  of 
Cape  Colony,  and  taking  them  out  of 
the  control  of  the  Imperial  officers,  is  the 
policy  that  is  followed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  It  is  very  unfortunate, 
no  doubt,  that  the  Imperial  Parliament 
can  find  no  one  fit  to  act  as  Governor  in 
those  parts  of  the  Empire.  If  we  are 
unable  to  find  pro-Consuls  to  go 
abroad  for  us,  the  sooner  we  cease  to 
ha?e  an  Empire  the  better,  and  we  will 
probably  follow  this  policy  of  alienation 
on  which  the  Government  seem  to  be 
embarking.  Now,  the  question  of 
Bechuanaland  was  discussed  in  a  Blue 
Book  issued  not  long  ago,  and  the 
expense  of  British  government  was 
there  put  down  at  a  million  sterling. 
The  cost  the  first  year  was  £100,000, 
and  the  amount  gradually  diminished  to 
£50,000;  and  that  fact  is  used  by  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  as  an  argument  for 
handing  over  the  sooner  this  land  to 
the  Cape  Colony  Government.  I  think 
that  is  a  very  .peculiar  argument.  What 
we  really  desire  on  this  side  of  the  House 
to  know  is  whether  these  vast  areas  of 
land  are  to  be  maintained  for  the  benefit 
of  the  population  and  not  handed  over 
to  a  few  of  the  residents  who  are  not 
yet  in  a  fit  state  to  undertake  their 
efficient  administration. 
♦Mb.  FBANCIS  STEVENSON  (Eye) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  will  press  this  matter  to  a 
division,  in  order  that  we  may  pro- 
test against  the  attempt  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  alienate  so  large 
an  area  to  so  comparatively  few  settlers. 
I  pass  to  Western  Australia,  by  far  the 
largest  of  the  Australian  Colonies,  and 
wiu  by  far  the  smallest  population,  and 
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if  responsible  goyemment  were  granted 
to  that  Colony  in  its  naked  form,  the 
resnlt  would  be  that  some  40,000  would 
have  absolute  control  over  the  lands, 
which  comprise  an  area  of  over  a  million 
miles.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  a  certain  portion  of  the  areahasbeen 
reserved  for  Imperial  purposes,  but  we 
are  not  told  exactly  what  that  area  is  to 
consist  of.  The  statement  has  been 
made  that  the  land  which  is  worth 
having  is  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
responsible  Government,  whereas  that 
portion  of  the  area  which  is  not  worth 
having  is  to  be  reserved  to  the  Imperial 
Authority.  It  is  highly  desirable  that 
any  measure  dealing  with  the  subject 
should  not  be  relegated  to  the  fag  end 
of  the  Session,  when  only  a  small  num- 
ber of  Members  could  possibly  deal  with 
it,  but  that  it  should  be  introduced  at  a 
time  which  will  admit  of  thorough  dis- 
cussion. My  hon.  Friend  referred  to 
Bechuanaland.  I  am  far  from  conceding 
that  these  two  questions  stand  entirely 
on  the  same  footing.  Still,  there  are 
certain  lessons  which  may  be  drawn  from 
the  analogy  of  Bechuanaland.  The 
€h>vemmeDt  intend  to  reserve  a  certain 
portion  of  the  territory  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia. In  what  way  has  control  to  be 
exercised?  The  Governor  would  act  in 
two  capacities,  as  the  High  Com- 
missoner  does  in  South  Africa.  We  all 
know  there  has  been  a  considerable 
difficulty  in  South  Africa  in  conse- 
quence of  two  offices  beinffunited  in  one 
and  the  same  person.  The  fact  of  the 
High  Commissioner  of  Cape  Colony 
uniting  in  himself  two  distmct  offices 
has  created  considerable  difficulty.  In 
one  respect,  the  Governor  of  Cape 
Colony  acts  on  the  advice  of  the  Cape 
Ministry  and  is  responsible  to  the  Cape 
Parliament ;  and  it  is  very  difficult  lor 
him  to  dissociate  his  action  in  that 
capacity  for  his  feelings  and  modes  of 
thought  as  the  Representative  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  As  Bechuana- 
land extends  to  the  Zambesi,  it  is 
desirable  that  Imperial  control  should  be 
retained,  at  any  rate,  for  the  present. 
Not  very  long  ago  the  First  Lora  of  the 
Treasury,  speaking  at  Gloucester,  ^ave 
a  very  distinct  pledge  on  the  subject. 
In  view  of  the  expression  of  opinion 
since  by  the  Cape,  and  in  view  of  the 
telegraphic  Eeport  of  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson's  speech,  I  hope  that  pledge 
will  be  given  by  the  Govemment  in  a 

Mr.  Franeu  Stevmion 


more  marked  manner  than  has  hitherto 
been  the  case.   I  hope  the  point  will  be 
emphasised,  so  that  we  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  protesting  against  this^ 
alienation  of  Crown  lands  from  Imperial 

control.  

♦Sib  GEORGE  BADEN  POWELL : 
Mr.  Courtney,  hon.  Gentlemen  who  tirge 
a  division  on  this  Amendment  are  reauy^ 
criticizing  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
doing  something  which  he  has  not  yet 
done.  It  is  well  known  that  nothing 
with  regard  to  the  alienation  of  these^ 
areas  has  yet  taken  place,  and  what 
is  the  use'  of  taking  a  division  on 
a  point  upon  which  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  has  not  yet  told  us  he  has  • 
come  to  a  decision  ?  I  hope  my  right 
hon.  Friend  will  be  able  to  explain 
exactly  what  portions  of  Western  Austra- 
lia are  to  be  handed  over  to  responsible 
govemment.  I  know  as  a  matter  of 
fact  that  a  large  portion  of  the  resi- 
dents in  the  South  Eastern  comer  oT 
Western  Australia  are  very  anxioua 
that  their  portion  of  the  Colony  should 
not  be  placed  under  responsible  govern- 
ment, but  should  continue  under  the 
control  of  the  Imperial  Government. 
The  case  differs  with  regard  to  those- 
districts  in  which  white  labour  is  im- 
possible; and,  in  my  opinion,  thi&- 
country  will  always  do  well  to  retain 
some  control  over  those  portions  in 
which  European  labour  is  not  possible. 
I  hope  the  Secretary  of  State  will  giva 
due  weight  to  the  opinions  of  those 
who  do  not  desire  responsible  govern- 
ment. As  regards  couth  Amca,  I 
think  we  have  plenty  of  lands  there 
admirably  suited  to  European  coloniza- 
tion. I  venture  to  think  that  some  of 
the  Governments  in  South  Africa  would 
be  quite  willing  to  take  over  territories 
on  condition  that  emigrants  to  that 
country  were  admitted  fireely,  and 
arrangements  made  for  giving  them 
lands.  The  Colonial  Office  have  not 
yet  told  us  what  they  are  going  to  do 
m  Bechuanaland  and  Western  Aus- 
tralia, and  those  who  do  not  desire  to 
see  the  alienation  of  white  lands  with- 
out conditions  would  stultify  themselves 
by  passing  judgment  on  that  which 
has  not  yet  been  decided. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  should  have 
said  that,  as  a  matter  of  fietot,  a  Bill 
has  been  brought  in  to  the  Western 
Australian  Legislature  by  the  Kepre- 
sentative  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemmsnt^ 
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that  being  a  drown  Oolony,  and,  as  I 
understand,  it  has  been  passed  by  the 
Local  Legislature,  making  OTer  to  re- 
sponsible government  the  whole  of  the 
temperate  portions  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia. 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  I  cannot 
admit  the  accuracy  of  the  hon.  Member's 
statement.  A  BiU  has  passed,  but  we 
are  not  aware  how  its  provisions  now 
stand. 

Sir   G.    CAMPBELL:    Who  intro- 
duced it  ? 

♦Barow  H.  de  worms  :  I  am  not 
aware.  I  am  not  prepared  to  accept  with- 
out reservation  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member.  A  Bill  has  finally  passed  the 
the  Legislative  Council,  and  it  is  expected 
to  arrive  here  in  the  first  week  in  June. 
I  will  lay  before  the  House  all  the  cor- 
respondence on  the  subject,  so  that  it 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
before  any  Bill  to  give  effect  to  this 
measure  can  be  introduced.  As  my 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  G.  Baden-Powell) 
remarks,  it  is  extremely  difficult  to  dis- 
cuss a  question  with  which  we  are  not 
acquainted,  and  it  would  be  still  more 
remarkable  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Censure 
on  a  scheme  without  knowing  what  that 
scheme  is 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  asked  for  the 
Bill,  and  was  refused  it. 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  I  have  not 
got  a  copy  of  the  Bill  as  passed  ;  I  have 
not  seen  it  myself.  That  shows  how 
impossible  it  is  to  discuss  questions 
of  detail  which  are  not  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Numerous  representations  have 
been  made  ag^nst  the  control  of  the 
Crown  lands  of  Western  Australia  by 
a  Parliament  elected  by  the  present 
population,  and  controlled  by  those  who 
are  said  to  be  anxious  that  emigration 
from  this  country  should  not  be  increased. 
It  is  really  in  deference  to  those  views 
that  we  stipulate  that  the  Legislature 
should  not  have  the  power  of  auenatinff 
Crown  lands  north  of  the  26th  paralleT 
of  south  latitude.  That  is  the  stipula- 
tion which  the  Government  have  made; 
and  the  territory  so  preserved  represents 
the  greater  part  of  the  cokmy.  That 
being  the  case,  and  those  views  being 
known  to  the  Legislative  Assembly  of 
Western  Anstraliay  the  Bill  is  under- 
stood to  contain  provisions  in  that  sense ; 
but  shonld  the  oontnuy  be  fSonnd  to  be 
the  ease,  the  measure  inll  have  to  be 
amended.    Power  is  reserved  to  ereel  a 


new  oolony  in  course  of  time  to  the  north 
of  that  line.  The  portion  so  reserved 
is  mainly  within  the  tropics,  and,  there- 
fore, much  of  it  is  not  desirable  as  a 
field  of  labour  for  British  emigrants,, 
but  it  would  not  be  possible  to  withhold 
from  the  future  Legislature  the  control 
of  the  southern  lands  within  which  most 
of  the  present  population  reside;  be- 
cause if  a  responsible  Government  is  ta 
be  given  at  all,  it  must  be  given  to  that 
part  of  the  colony  in  which  the  civilized 
population  chiefly  resides.  If  the  Bill 
should  arrive  at  a  period  of  the  Session 
that  would  not  permit  of  a  full  discussion 
of  it,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  con* 
sider  whether  it  should  not  be  postponed 
to  some  future  time,  when  it  can  be  ade- 
quately considered.  There  need  be  no 
doubt  that  time  will  be  given  for  the  pur* 

Eose  of  raising  any  objections  that  may 
e  entertained  to  the  scheme.  It  is  im-^ 
possible  at  the  present  moment  to  give 
the  full  scope  of  the  measure,  as  I 
am  not  yet  in  a  position  to  stato 
the  details.  There  was  one  question 
put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  that  was  whether,  in 
the  event  of  a  responsible  govern- 
ment being  granted,  the  Governor  of 
Western  Australia  would  occupy  to- 
wards the  reserved  portions  of  the  colony^ 
the  same  position  as  the  High  Commis- 
sioner at  Uie  Cape.  I  am  not  at  present 
in  a  position  to  give  an  answer  to  that 
question,  and  can  only  say  that  there  ia^ 
not  at  the  present  moment  any  such 
intention.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leith 
(Mr.  Munro  Ferguson)  asked  the  ques- 
tion whether  there  was  any  intention 
to  surrender  the  Imperial  control, 
in  Beohuanaland.  I  have  to  say  that 
there  is  no  such  intention,  and  I  do  not- 
understand  on  what  ground  the  hon.. 
Ghentleman  oould  have  based  his  ques- 
tion. 

Ms.  MUNRO  FERGUSON :  I  based 
my  argument   on    the  speech    of   Sir 
Hercules  Robinson,  and  I  asked  whether 
the  speech  has  met  with  the  approval  ot 
Her  Majesty's  Ghovemment. 
*BARoir  H.  DB   WORMS :   I  pointed 
out  yesterday  that  the  only  information 
the  Gk>vemment  had  received  on  that 
subject    is   exactly  the  same   as  that 
whioh  anyone  else  possesses^  and  die^ 
hon.  Member  must  be  aware  that  it- 
would  be  rather  dangerous  if  we  were 
to  base  our  views  of  an  import^mit  stale- 
mest  on  a  telegraphio  sommaiy  in  a. 
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t>j4« ;  thAt  \h,  Uf  iskk^  hif%y  from  th«  | 
Ifft^tw'm]  (Mff^*ifUfttHni  *T«ry  partus  of 
tb«  t,4f\(/ny  of  WfM^rm  AuMtrtdiM  in 
irhj/;h  \r\uro\>*i%nn  nnn  work  and  liTe  ; 
in  oth»tf  wor/Jn.  he  in  Uking  all  the 
pJfimA  out  of  the  jiud/Jing.  I»rt  on  look 
At  the  f/o«iitiori  in  which  thi«  matter 
fttAn/|«  In  an  area  of  a  million  iqaare 
roiled,  there  \h  a  pofiulation  of  l^etween 
;J0,000  And  10,000 ;  that  in  t^,  eay,  there 
are  ahout  10  Mjuare  miJen  for  every  man, 
woman,  and  cMM.  Oan  it  he  Mid  that 
a  tutniiiry  with  Htt  nparne  a  pf>pulation 
aM  thiit  in  ^it  for  Me]f|^overnrnent?  Now, 
I  am  Mil  re  the  hon.  (Iimtlernan  oppoeite 
who  known  the  Aiintralian  coloniee 
well,  will  Miy  that  in  the  older  Ooloniee 
thnrn  in  a  lar^e  Ijahoiir  Party,  who 
praiith^filly  eontrol  le|(iNlation,  and  who 
are  opponnd  to  eMii|<ration  from  this 
iHMintry  lionaiine  a  Itir^n  influx  of 
lalioiirnrN  neoenNurily  nlTmU  the  labour 
niarknt  and  dopronnen  the  price  of 
lahour.  Now  in  view  of  the  zaot  that, 
rfory  (lay  nnwonuntrienarobeinffoloeed 
AKiuhHt.  our  (udoniHta,  thin  Bubjeot  is 
iHMtoniihtf  tnie  of  grciat  imi)ortanoe,  and. 
When  the  Hill  oonum  before  us,  I  trust 
that  the  rl|cht  hon.  (lentleman  will  see 
hin  way  ti»  iiisist  cm  the  insertion  of 
MUiio  pnivinion  which  would  prevent 
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Lord  SiLTxSifori  a>  be 
mas  ImiK^md  oi  cha  normeciL  poraso.  of 
dift  zarmarj  being  eat  off  aa  die  Leaic 
TalaabLe.  is  will  be  the  moat  TmloAble.  for 
i:  xa  weQ  watered,  and  oontaxna  wa  pixaoa 
boah.  Ifchianewschemebeiiieeeafiilww 
•hail,  I  beHere,  see  in  dint  portzom  of 
Weatem  Aoatrmliaaa  big  a  popqlatifw  mm 
we  ZLOw  find  in  other  parts  of  the  eoantiT. 
Thia  iM  an  attempt  to  srifntifiraHy  diTide 
Aoatralia.  What  ia  called  Sooth 
Auatralia  mna  the  whole  extent  of  the 
continent  for  thonsands  of  milea  in  eaeh 
direction,  and  the  fact  ia  that  the 
northern  portion  of  Western  AnatraHav 
together  with  the  northern  portion  of 
South  Australia,  may  throw  in  their  lot 
with  Northern  Qaeensland,  in  which 
case  you  will  haTe  a  grand  colony 
possessed  of  great  local  reeonrcee,  wi& 
splendid  cattle  runs  and  sheep  tracts,  in 
which  there  is  no  poison  bush,  and 
splendid  opportunitiee  for  rearing  horses 
for  the  Indian  market.  Therefore^  the 
policy  of  the  Gk>vemment  in  the  Bill 
they  are  g^ing  to  bring  in  ia,  in  my 
opinion,  a  very  wise  one,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  criticisms  we  haye  had  passed 
on  it  here  will  be  sustained.  As  far 
as  I  can  understand  the  scheme,  I 
I  thoroughly  approye  of  it,  as  I  think  it 
will  give  the  c(uony  a  fillip  and  enable 
it  to  ensure  a  due  share  of  emigration 
while  giyingit  full  control  of  its  own 
destinies.  With  regard  to  Bechuana- 
land  I  should  like  the  Ooyemmentto 
make  up  their  minds  as  to  thepolicj 
they  intend  to  pursue.  It  is  one  of  the 
best  portions  of  the  country,  being  for 
the  most  part  well  watered  and  offuing 
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plenty  of  room  for  Europeans  and  other 
people ;  bnt  at  present  nobody  will  go 
there  except  a  number  of  land  specu- 
lators who  are  endeayouring  to  get  from 
the  native  chiefs  concessions  of  land 
as  well  as  facilities  for  gold  mining. 
We  have  had  no  enunciation  of  the 
policy    of    the    present    Ooyemors    of 
bechuanaland,  and  have  been  told  of 
the  unfair  terms  on   which  land  and 
mining    concessions    are    obtained.     I 
hope  the  Qoyemment  will  do  something 
to  stop  this.    I  do  not  want  to  press  the 
matter    now,     because    Sir     Hercules 
Bobinson  is  coming  home  very  soon  and 
we  shall  then   be  able  to    decide  the 
Parliamentary  questions  that  have  to 
be    settled,   one  of  which  is  whether 
the    Gbyemor    of    the    Cape    should 
continue  to  be  the  High  Commissioner, 
or   what   form    our  Oovemment  shall 
assume.      We  have  splendid  interests 
in  South  Africa,  and  if  we  only  take 
care     we    may    have     a    magnificent 
colony  out  there.    After  you  have  spent 
a  million  or  two  will  you  then  hand  over 
the  Grown  lands  and  everything  else  as 
has  been  the  policy  of  the  past,  or  will  you 
adopt  the  wise  policy  of  keeping  a  High 
Commissioner  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment and    allowing  the  country  to  be 
ruled    at    the  cost    and    according    to 
the     wishes     of    the     Cape     people? 
What*  do  we  find  to  be  the  history  of 
the    colonies  governed  from  Downing 
Street  ?    Why,  in  the  case  of  New  Zea- 
land, so  long  as  it  was  governed  from 
Dowoiug  Street,  there  was  nothing  but 
war.     We  spent  the  money,  and  they 
fought    and  gained  by  the  wars;  but 
when  the  colonists  have  to  pay  for  their 
own  wars,  then  war  generally  ceases, 
and  there  has,  as  a  fact,  been  no  war  in 
New  Zealand  since  they  have  had  to  act 
on  their  own  responsibility.-    And  so,  if 
you  give  Natal  responsible  government, 
there  will  be  no  wars  there.    I  know 
something    of     Sonth  Africa,  and     I 
say    that  during  the   three  years    we 
held    the    Transvaal    there  was  more 
bloodshed  than  during  the  30  years  the 
Boers  held  it.     Under  the  Boers  there 
were  no  wars,  because  they  were  not 
strong  enough   to   be    aggressive,  and 
they  had  to  temporise.      I  hope  that 
the  result  of  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson's 
visit    will    be    to    induce  the  Gk>vern- 
ment  to  adopt  some  policy  and  stick 
to  it,   for  it  will  be  better  than  the 
present  condition  of  things.    As  to  the 


telegram  from  South  Africa,  my  opinion 
is  that  nine-tenths  of  these  telegrams 
are  untrue,  and  I  have  therefore  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  probably  Sir 
Hercules  said  the  very  reverse  of  what 
is  stated  in  the  telegram  which  has  been 
referred  to.  I,  at  any  rate,  shall  refuse 
to  believe  the  telegram  until  I  see  it 
verified 

♦Baroit  H.  de  WORMS :  With  regard 
to  the  views  expressed  by  the  right  hon, 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Sast  Den- 
bighshire, I  must  say  I  sympathize  with, 
them.  The  matter  of  the  possible  ex- 
clusion of  emigrants  from  the  colony  is- 
a  matter  wor&j  of  very  serious  consi- 
deration. 

Mb.  MUNEO  FERGUSON  :  If  the- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has- 
not  seen  the  Bill  passed  by  the  Legis-^ 
lature  of  Western  Australia,  he  showedl 
to  the  Committee  that  he  understood 
the  provisions  sufficiently  well.  My 
hon.  Friend  pointed  out  that  the  Bill 
is  well  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
Colonial  Office.  The  fact  is,  that  the 
southern  part  of  Australia  is  going  to- 
be  given  up  to  the  administration  of 
this  particmar  class  of  people.  Of 
course,  where  there  is  a  sufficient  popu- 
lation, we  cannot  deny  for  a  moment- 
that  it  is  desirable  that  those  resident  inn 
the  Colony  should  manage  their  owd^ 
affairs,  but  I  contend  that  there  is  not  a 
sufficient  population  in  Western  Aus- 
tralia to  constitute  it  a  self-governing: 
colony.  I  should  not  be  prepared,  either,, 
to  hand  over  Bechuanaland  on  the  same* 
grounds.  The  telegram  as  to  Sir  Her- 
cules Bobinson  may  be  wrong,  but  surely* 
the  correspondence  relating  to  the  HigL 
Commissionership  in  South  Africa  ror- 
presents  his  views.  If  he  goes  back  to- 
South  Africa,  we  know  perfectly  well 
what  the  policy  of  the  Gk>vemment  will 
be.  It  is  because  of  the  distrust  with  ■ 
which  we  view  in  some  measure  tho* 
proposals  of  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson. 
that  we  protest.  I  hope  we  shall  be^ 
allowed  to  go  to  a  division  against  this- 
Vote. 

♦Sib  G.  0.  TBBVELYAN  (Glasgow^ 
Bridgeton) :  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon- 
Member  for  Caithness  has  mixed  up 
with  Western  Australia  the  question  of 
Bechuanaland,  because  in  my  opinion, 
the  two  cases  stand  in  a  different  pon* 
tion.  Now,  the  state  of  things  in  Wes- 
tern Australia  is  admitted  on  all  hands- 
to  be  tha(  a  population  of  some  40,0(M^ 
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people  is  in  some  sort  of  teolmioal  and 
apparent  possession  of  a  territory  of, 
Tonghly,  500,000  square  miles,  and  the 
feeling  both  on  this  side  of  the  water  and 
in  Australia  is  that  this  small  population 
is  to  have  absolute  power  over  this  great 
territory.  Just  as  in  Queensland  the 
Colony  is  not  willing  to  encourage  im- 
migrants because  all  the  valuable  lands 
not  in  freehold  are  underlease  to  pastoral 
tenants,  so  will  the  condition  of  West- 
em  Australia  be  in  the  future  if  it  is 
handed  over  to  a  population  of  some 
'8,000  families  without  restriction.  I 
•cannot  conceive  anything  more  deliber- 
ately inexpedient  not  only  in  the  interests 
of  possible  emigrants  from  Queensland  or 
from  our  own  shores,  but  in  the  interests 
of  the  Oolony  itself,  than  deliberately  to 
•set  up  a  community  of  possessors  of 
large  tracts  of  teifritory  who,  under  the 
-somewhat  ignoble  and  unaristocratio 
title  of  squatters,  have  made  the  great 
-difficulties  of  our  Australasian  fellow- 
-countrymen. The  right  Hon.  Gentleman 
has  promised  that  full  information  shall 
1)0  laid  before  Parliament,  and  that  con- 
editions  shall  be  laid  down  under  which 
Colonists  shall  be  able  to  pass  into  the 
•country ;  but  that  is  not  nearly  enough. 
"What  we  want  is  that,  if  those  8,000 
families  are  put  in  possession  of  500,000 
•square  miles,  a  definite  limit  shall  be 
put  to  the  power  of  dividing  the  lands 
among  themselves,  which  those  who 
then  will  have  the  full  authority  will 
possess.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  will  not  give  the  Committee  a 
guarantee  that  Government  will  intro- 
•duce  this  Bill  to  the  House,  give  it  their 
sanction,  and  press  it  forward,  unless  it 
contains  conditions  that  land-grabbing 
And  land- jobbing  on  a  big  scale  shall  be 
impossible,  ahd  that  the  land  shall  be 
•divided  only  in  limited  portions  to  those 
who  are  fortunate  enough  to  be  citizens 
of  the  new  community.  I  would  re- 
^x>mmend  the  Committee  to  divide  with 
my  hon.  Friend. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  beg  to 
say  I  believe  that  the  Government 
are  wholly  and  absolutely  respon- 
sible for  this  Bill.  I  would  rather 
-discuss  the  question  with  the  full  know- 
ledge that  the  Bill  will  be  brought  in  at 
:a  proper  time,  and  full  opportunity 
4uSbrded  for  discussing  it ;  but  we  know 
that  late  in  the  Session  the  closure  is 
applied,  and  Bills  are  rushed  through 
ihe  House.    Unless,  therefore,  X  have 
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some  assurance  from  the  Govemmeul 
that  opportunity  will  be  given  for  disoua- 
sion,  1  shall  take  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  a  protest  against  the  coorae 
which  has  been  followed  by  the  Colonial 
Office  in  this  matter.  This  is  not  a  case 
in  which  we  are  likely  to  find  ourselves 
embroiled  in  war  with  a  native  popula* 
tion,  but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  in 
regard  to  self  government  in  the  United 
States,  the  Central  Government  always 
retains  a  full  and  ample  control  over 
unoccupied  land ;  whereas  in  all  Britiah 
Colonies,  without  exception,  land  jobbing 
has  prevailed.  In  South  Africa  milliona 
of  acres  have  been  jobbed  away,  and 
money  made  out  of  the  transaction.  That 
is  a  system  which  I  wish  to  see  done  away 
with. 

*BABOir  H.  DB  WORMS:  Of  course 
it  will  be  necessary  to  introduce  a 
Bill  into  this  House  to  g^ve  effect  to 
the  Bill  which  has  been  passed  by  the 
Legislature  of  Western  Australia.  Full 
power  will  be  retained  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament  to  lay  down  in  the  Bill 
what  conditions  they  may  think  fit  both 
as  to  immigration  and  as  to  the  princi- 
ples on  which  unoccupied  land  in  the 
colony  shall  be  dealt  with. 

♦Sib  G.  0.  TREYELYAN :  After  the 
very  definite  pledge  which  has  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  condition  on  which  unoccupied 
land  is  to  be  taken  shall  be  laid  down 
in  the  Bill,  I  do  not  think  my  hon. 
Friend  would  be  justified  in  pressing 
the  Motion  to  a  division. 

*SiE  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield):  I  should  like  to  know,  in 
reference  to  Bechuanaland,  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  hold  their  hands 
until  the  arrival  of  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son, before  deciding  whether  that 
country  is  to  be  left  under  the  Imperial 
Government  or  handed  over  to  the  Cape 
Colony.  So  far  as  the  native  races  are 
concerned,  it  is  important  that  we  should 
know,  once  for  all,  what  is  the  policy  to 
be  pursued  in  regard  to  the  govern* 
ment  of  that  part  of  Africa. 

«Mb.  JAMES  ELLIS  (Leicestershire, 
Bosworth) :  I  am  afraid  that  the  Com- 
mittee arelocking  the  door  after  the  steed 
is  stolen.  I  believe  that  the  demand  fov 
self-government  in  Western  Australia 
is  more  in  consequence  of  the  way  ui 
which  land  has  hitherto  been  dealt  witt 
than  anything  else.  The  people  eC 
Western  Aus^alia,  when  they  have  ha4 
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49elf-govenimeiit,  ha^e  managed  their 
affairs  mooh  better  than  the  Oolonial 
Office  would  have  managed  them,  and 
we  are  wrong  in  stopping  them  now. 
It  is  for  tibie  porpose  of  patting  a  stop 
to  land-graboin^  that  ttie  people  of 
Western  Austraha  demand  self-goyem- 
ment,  and  I  belieye  that  almost  the 
whole  of  the  land  that  is  saffioiently 
watered  and  fit  for  settlement  has 
already  been  let  on  long  leases  to 
persons  who  intend  to  speculate  in 
umd.  I  imagine  that  the  best  thing 
we  can  do  is  to  allow  the  people 
to  manage  the  land  in  their  own  way. 

Sib  G.  OAMPBELL  :  I  do  not  think 
that  the  assurance  which  has  been  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite 
4BatisfactoTy,  but  I  am  willing  to  with- 
draw the  Motion  on  the  understanding 
that  a  full  opportunitr  will  be  afforded 
for  discussing  the  Bill. 
«Babon  H.  ds  worms  :  I  can  give 
^the  hon.  Member  an  assurance  that  the 
Bill  will  be  brought  in  in  time  for  a  f  uU 
/discussion  to  take  place  upon  it. 

Si&  G.  CAMPBELL:  Under  those 
^roumstances  I  will  not  press  the 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Original  question  again  proposed. 

♦Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  In  moving 
ito  reduce  the  salary  of  the  Oolonial 
^Secretary  by  the  sum  of  £50,  said :  The 
matter  which  I  desire  to  bring  before 
the  Committee  is  one  which,  in  my 
opinion,  justifies  me  in  asking  for  the 
earnest  and  serious  attention  of  the 
Oommittee.  To  put  it  briefly,  the  case 
is  this :  On  the  18th  of  June  last  year, 
a  day  generally  supposed  to  be  bright 
in  the  military  annals  of  this  country, 
a  terrible  massacre  was  perpetrated  in 
a  district  of  the  Gold  Coast  by  a  force 
of  native  soldiers  employed  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  British  £lmpire.  In  that 
massacre  700  poor  people  were 
slaughtered  or  otherwise  done  to  death, 
200  of  them  being  women  and  children. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  this  massacre  has 
received  the  approval  of  the  Oolonial 
Secretary,  I  hope  with  an  insufficient 
understanding  at  the  time  of  what  the 
facts  were.  More  information  has  come 
to  light  since.  Bnt  on  the  drd  of  August 
Lord  Knutsford  wrote  these  words,  *'  I 
have  to  express  my  entire  approval  of 
^our  action  " — that  is  the  aetion  of  the 
Governor — ''under   the  oiroomstaneee, 


and  my  satisfaction  at  the  good  work 
which  has  been  done  by  the  Oolonial 
Secretary  and  the  other  officers  con- 
cerned." It  may  be  thought  that  at 
that  time  full  information  had  not 
reached  this  country  as  to  the  extent  of 
the  slaughter,  and,  indeed,  that  was  the 
case,  but  those  facts  were  fully  known 
in  September.  And  yet  on  the  29th  of 
that  month  Lord  Knutsford  wrote  a 
despatch  deploring  the  great  loss  of  life, 
but  again  expressing  his  approval  of 
the  action  of  the  Governor.  It  is  this 
letter  of  which  I  ask  the  Oommittee  to 
express  its  disapproval  in  the  manner 
my  Motion  indicates.  In  order  to  justify 
the  Motion  I  must  ask  the  permission 
of  the  Committee  to  lay  the  facts  of  the 
case  before  them  in  a  little  detail.  The 
district  in  which  the  massacre  occurred 
is  very  remote  and  has  verv  little  com- 
munication with  anybody  but  officials. 
The  newspapers  of  this  country  know 
nothing  whatever  about  it.  It  lies  in- 
land from  the  sea  and  is  upon  the  border 
of  the  notorious  kingdom  of  Dahomey. 
This  Crepi  country  is  divided  into  a 
number  of  little  communities  which 
appear  to  have  been  organized  more  or 
less  on  the  feudal  system — or  a  savage 
imitation  of  the  feudal  system.  There 
is  a  Chief  named  Quadjoe  Deh  supreme 
over  that  district.  Under  him  there 
are  subordinate  chiefs,  one  of  whom  is 
placed  over  the  settlement  of  Tavieve, 
and  then  there  is  another  district  and 
settlement  called  Shave.  Between 
Tavieve  and  Shave  there  have  been  for 
15  years'  past  many  unpleasantnesses 
and  much  disturbance.  It  is  well  known 
that  when  once  a  quarrel  breaks  out  in 
these  districts,  it  is  only  by  a  wise  and 
most  careful  exercise  of  diplomacy  and 
the  moral  weight  of  superior  civilization 
that  peace  can  be  preserved.  But  in  this 
district  we  have  adopted  a  very  different 
method,  as  I  shall  presently  show.  On 
the  3rd  of  April,  Quadjoe  Deh,  the 
Chief  or  King,  reported  to  the  Distriet 
Commissioner,  who  is,  of  course,  an 
official  of  the  Government  of  the  Colony, 
that  an  attack  had  been  made  by  the 
people  of  Tavieve,  under  their  Chief* 
tain,  upon  the  district  of  Shave.  A<^ 
cordingly,  as  reported  in  the  Blue  Bookf 
Mr.  Frederick  Evans,  the  Oolonial  Seo* 
retary,  directed  the  Assistant  Inspeotor, 
Dalrymple,  to  proceed  with  an  armed 
force  to  Akuse,  and  thence  operate  ufoa 
the  disturbed  district,  and  endeavour  to 
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if  ih*\  pro';<t<{^Jiri{(H  ha^l  b<s«;ri  r^rrifid  on  ; 
in  thfit.  niMrif,,  f  Am  / orivino^^d  that  this  j 
tri^^hltiil  niHHnn4;n%  Uf  which  I  r^fhr 
ri«ivftr  t.t,ti\i\  hfivo  '/<'y:iirr<)d.  But  when 
AHMiMtjinf,  lrm{i«-f:t//r  I  Ml  ry  rri|il')  car/io  to 
Umv  hor'l'tm  of  tho  rliHtrict  from  which 
UiM  raifl  hii/l  )itu\u  ihtnUi  ii|K;n  Hhave,  he 
NiwirfiN  f^f  hiivo  Hrrivfi'i  at  tho  coriclunion 
thfit.  tho  pf'Ojflfi  th«tro  ou^ht  t«>  be 
Niiviifiily  |iiniiMhftfl.  \tt%i  riiH  nay  hero 
fJini  ho  hful  nrt*t\i  (iilll<;iilty  in  iiifliicing 
Ihtt  flii|MitiMr  Kifi^  Uundjoo  lioh  tfi 
piifbiiiit.  in  hiH  |iitrMiiitHliiii,  and  tf»  rofrain 
rrmii  nttiii*l4iii((  hiH  ntbnlliiMiH  fniKJatoriufl. 
'I'hiiy  iiiiKht.  liiivM  hiinii  iiiado  t(i  Niibiiiit 
III  n  |iiifii>iiHhhi  iiiiitiiinr,  but  ill  a  bitttir 
ihal  liii  aihlrnHNiMl  nii  thii  '2'ltli  of  April 
io  thit  (liiliiiiiiil  Miirroiitry,  ho  miyN  :  — 
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"  rhiin^i  j'ji  ir.'i  :iiiii  1:  u   zee  poafibld  Tc* 

^  •  - 

sr'.r.nri  zok  irr>9C  :f  'Ju  pjtrses  31'MC  :ciii.iiBb9d 
:a  ^ik  uLi4ik  imi  drirL;  i^a  :iie  JhaTes.  wish- 
vim  r^flcrtin^'  :i^  ::r:»;.  7:0.  ir*  sc  r*pcrs  is  once 
V*  siK  '""^  4i:«!:ciAl  2i':a*:iiir»r.  zi-niLr  ai-*  fall  xa* 
f  .rrjiticr.  u  v,  •'z.-i  2*nerml  iiApcK:i>:ii  :£  the 
%ft>^Aiz^  piT'A-ia.  Vit^r  aCRO^UL  ^..  <c..  Ac^ 
Ml*  h-j  £x.:«iiJiacT  tea  t>3T»nLor  ulziocaIt 
hop^M  ^hA£  y-,:^  will  Vs  &bLe  co  brin^  toot 
ir.:.«f:'.r.  i>'j  %  iTiociiSAf-il  ijrad  jU an  early  li&te by 
thf-  lA*;  '-f  •xcciliav.ry  meadontt  only.  Too 
ar<i  not,  how»:7»r.  og  any  pretext  to  reaoit  to 
forrnbie  meaitir«ss  withcat  rec«iTing  the 
Governor's  p«:rmi3aioii  in  cha&  regard.** 

Could    any    officer    sent  out  on  a  re- 
fipon«ibIe   duty  receive    stricter  orders 
than   this  young  man  received?    But- 
he  wan  not  content  to  obey  his  orders, 
lie  was  determined,  apparently,  to  act 
on  his  own  responaibility.    Accordingly) . 
when  ho  came  to  Tayieye  he  met  the- 
subordinate  Chief  there,  who  is  called. 
Jielio  Kwabla.     He  told   this  Chiefs 
what?    That  he  must    submit  to  the- 
Hiiporior  Government  of  Great  Britain  P' 
No.    That  he  must  go  to  Peki,  the  seat 
of  his  superior  lord.    There  was  a  blood 
foud  lN)tween  the  two  peoples.    Bello- 
Kwabla  was  afraid  to  go  to  Peki  be* 
cause,  some  fifteen  years  ago,  a  subor^ 
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dinate  King  of  Tayiere  had  been,  as  he 
alleged,  treacherooslj  murdered  by  the 
Ohieftain .  of   Peki,    and  he  naturally 
feared  that  if  he  was  put  in  the  power 
of  his  savage  superior  he  would  suffer 
the  same  fate.    Accordingly,  he  and  his 
colleagues  pleaded  earnestly  with  the 
young  Assistant  Inspector  that  he  miffht, 
instead  of  being  sent  to  Peki,  be  tuen 
down  to  Accra,  and  then  the  case  be- 
tween Tavieye  and  Shave  might  be  tried 
by  the  Engb'sh  authorities,   in   whom 
they  stated  they  had  confidence.    This 
young    man   would  not   yield  to  this 
append.     He  was  staying  in  the  house 
of  the  Ohief,  but  he  would  not  listen  to 
the  voice  of  sympathy  and  of  justice. 
District  Inspector  Burnett,  who  ought 
to  know  the  district  very  well,  wrote  a 
letter  after  the  death  of  this  unfortunate 
and  misguided  young  man,  in  which  he 
said  that  no  other  result  but  his  death 
could  have  been  expected  by  the  course 
Assistant    Inspector    Dalrymple   took. 
Unfortunately,  the  words  of  Mr.  Bur- 
nett were  not  written  until  after  the 
death  of  yong  Dalrymple.     When  Bello 
Kwabla  refused  to  go  to   Peki,  Dal- 
rymple put  his  hand  upon  him — with  no 
violence,  I  am  bound  to  confess,  but  ap- 
parently   in    a  friendly    manner — and 
stated,  "  1  arrest  you  in  the  name  of  the 
Queen"  ;     and    he    called     upon    his 
men  to   arrest  the  subordinate  Chie&, 
with  the  result  that  eleven  of  them  were 
taken    into    custody.      Bello    Kwabla, 
however,  asked  permission   to  go  into 
his  house  to    obtain   some   cloth;   he 
availed  himself  of  the  permission  granted 
to  him  to  escape,  and  he  was  not  for 
some  hours  afterwards  seen.     In  a  few 
moments  Mr.  Dalrymple,  wisely  think- 
ing he  ought  not  to  wait  under  these 
circumstances,  put  his  soldiers  on  the 
march,  placed  bis  ten  remaining  prison- 
ers amongst  them,  and  proceeded,  it  is 
believed,  towards  Crepi.     After   going 
some    miles — I  cannot    ascertain    the 
exact  distance— it  was  observed  that  the 
bush   on  either  side  of  the  road  was 
thronged    with    natives    belonging    to 
Tavieve.      There  was  no  concealment 
on  the  point.    The  jury  before  whom 
the  trial   subsequently  took  place  de- 
clared that  it  was  the  custom  to  escort  a 
Chief  in  this  way,  when  he  was  going 
from  one  place  to  another,  that  the 
openness  of  the  action  of  these  people 
was  a  proof  that  it  was  not  an  ambush, 
and    that    they  only   intended    to  do 


homage  to  the  subordinate  chieftains* 
However,  when  they  had  marched  some^ 
miles,  one  of  the  Chiefs  positively  re- 
fused to  go  any  further.    The  evidence 
then    becomes    conflicting,    but     the^ 
balance  of  evidence  certainly  seems  inr 
favour  of  what  appears  very  likely  in^ 
itself— namely,  that  Assistant  Inspector 
Dalrymple,   like  a  brave  man,  deter* 
mined  to  have  his  orders  carried  out^ 
and  that  he  drew  his  pistol  and  shot  the 
Chief.     At  any  rate  the  man  was  shot^ 
and  was  killed. 

♦Babon  H.  de  WORMS:  I  beg: 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon*  Caa< 
he  point  to  any  despatch  in  which  such.t 
a  statement  is  made  ? 

♦Mr.  PICTON  :  I  can  only  point  to  the 
memorial  of  the  jury,  signed  with  their- 
names,  in  which  they  summarize  the* 
evidence   given  at  the  trial,  and  give* 
their  reasons  for  believing  the  evide«ee« 
that  Daliymple  shot  the  prisoner.     I  do 
not  say  this  is  proof  positive ;  I  am  saying 
that  it  is  a  case  for  inquiry.  Well,  then, 
of  course,  there  was  more  shootings  and. 
poor  Dalrymple  was  shot  from  the  bash.. 
§ome  of  the  witnesses  have  itthathe> 
was  shot  without    any  previous    shot 
being    fired.     Instantly    there    was    a. 
general  skirmish  in  the  road  and  in  the- 
bush,    and   a  considerable  amount   of 
murder     was    effected,     the    Tavieve 

rK>ple  suffering  more  than  the  Houssas. . 
do  not  deny  that  this  occurrence  was  ^ 
an  outrage  upon  British  authority,  and 
that  it  had  to  be  dealt  with.     None  of 
us  would  permit  murder  to  be  perpe- 
trated   in    any    part    of    the    British, 
dominions  if  it  could  be  prevented.   But . 
there  are  different  modes  of  preventing^, 
such  an  occurrence,  and  of  dealing  with* 
it  after  it  has  taken  place.     What  I 
wish    to    refer    to     is    the     mode     of* 
vengeance   adopted,    a   mode   of  ven- 
geance which  has  since  been  approved. 
by  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies.    As 
soon   as  this  lamentable  and  terrible* 
event  was  known  orders  were   given, 
at  Accra  to  Assistant  Inspector  Akers- 
to    take    a    force    of    50    Houssas- — 
afterwards  increased  to  63 — to  obtain, 
allies  from  Chief  Quadjoe  Deh  of  Peki. 
and   to    march    upon  Tavieve.      That. 

glace  was  taken  without  resistance  on. 
[ay  29th.  Then  Assistant  Inspector 
Akers  went  down  to  Accra,  leaving  5(K 
Houssas  and  50  Crepi  allies  to  watohi 
the  town.  Then  arose  another 
disturbance.    The  Peki    people    were» 
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Dalrymple  was  shot  before  the  Houssas 
who  accompanied  him  fired.  Two 
Houssas  were  killed  and  five  missing. 
In  the  despatch  which  was  written 
some  time  after  Mr.  Dalrymple's 
death.  Mr.  Bennett  seems  to  have 
attributed  Mr.  Dalrymple's  death, 
in  part,  to  his  own  conduct.  But 
there  is  no  evidence  in  support  of 
this  yiew,  and  Mr.  Bennett  mmself 
escaped  death  by  discreetly  running 
away.  After  the  news  of  Mr.  Dalrym- 
pie's  death  measures  were  taken  for  the 
arrest  of  the  murderers.  It  is  easy  to 
arouse  sympathy  by  calling  attention  to 
the  great  number  of  natives  killed ;  but 
in  order  to  vindicate  the  principles  of 
justice  it  was  necessary  that  Mr. 
X)alrymple's  murderers  should  be 
punished.  The  spurious  humanitarian 
views  of  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
lead  to  more  bloodshed  than  what  may 
appear  to  be  a  sterner  policy.  Mercy 
and  humanity  are  excellent  things,  and 
fhey  ought  to  be  carried  out,  but  we 
owe  something  to  those  who  are  under 
our  flag,  and  whose  lives  we  are  bound 
to  protect*  Surely  we  are  bound  to 
punish  severely  Uiose  who  resort  to 
murder  ? 

♦Mr.  PIOTON :  In  this  case.  200  of 
the  victims  were  women  and  children. 

♦Babon  H.  db  WOEMS:  They 
perished  from  hunger  and  exposure. 
They  were  following  the  army — for  it 
was  an  army— which  attacked  our  small 
force.  I  protest  against  the  word 
**  massacre ''  being  used.  There  can  be 
no  excuse  for  murder,  and  in  this  case 
there  was  no  provocation  whatever  given 
by  Mr.  Dalrymple. 

♦Mr.  PIOTON :  Yes  there  was. 

♦Babon  H.  db  WORMS :  I  defy  the 
hon.  Member  to  show  that  there  was 
any  real  provocation  given  by  Mr. 
Dalrymple. 

♦Mb.  PIOTON :  I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  no  desire  to  mis- 
represent me.  It  was  not  a  case  of 
wanting  these  people  to  go  down  to 
Tavieve.  They  would  have  gone  gladly, 
but  Mr.  Dalrymple  wanted  them  to  go 
to  Peki,  the  residence  of  their  incensed 
enemy. 

♦Babon  H.  db  WORMS :  What  was 
Mr.  Dalrymple  sent  there  for  ?  He  was 
sent  to  prevent  two  hostile  tribes  from 
fighting,  and  how  could  he  do  it  ?  One 
tnbe  had  already  separated  peacefullv, 
but  the  other  was  contemplating  a  raid 
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which  would  have  resulted  in  greats 
bloodshed.  What  could  he  do  but  arrest 
the  ringleaders  and  try  to  prevent  blood- 
shed ?  It  was  in  the  execution  of  that 
duty  that  Mr.  Dalrymple  was  wantonly* 
and  treacherously  murdered.  The  fol- 
lowing two  telegrams  from  the  Oolonial 
Secretary  to  the  Governor  confirm* 
this: — 

"Acora,May  19, 1888. 

<'A  man  brought  to  me  by  Biby  Williamir 
says  that  a  man  who  was  present  when  Dal- 
rymple was  shot  told  him  that  when  Dalrympil» 
arrested  the  Chiefs,  he  marched  alongside  Ohlef 
of  Tavieve,  that  an  ambush  was  made.    HouBsat. 
saw  and  gave  warning,  bat  warning  was  disre- 
garded, a  man  sprang  out  of  bush  and  pointed 
his  gun  at  Dalrymple  a  few  paces  off.    Dal- 
rymple waived  him  off,  man  fired  and  hit  hioL 
in  the  stomach,  a  running  fire  ensued,  Housaaa* 
bearing  the  body." 

<<Aocra,May22,  18881. 

'*  Letter  from  Bennett,  dated  Ho,  14th  May,- 
received.  It  would  app>ear  that  Mr.  Dalrymple 
imfolded  his  plans  to  Ohief  of  Tavieve,  who  waS' 
enabled  to  lay  an  ambush  for  him ;  that- 
Taviewe,  having  shot  Mr.  Dalrymple,  pursaed- 
Mr.  Bennett,  overtook  some  of  has  carrieara.  who' 
dropped  their  loads  and  ran  to  save  their  Uves^ 
Mr.  DaL^mple  was  shot  before  Houssas  oom- 
menced  firing;  two  Houssas  killed  and  flver 
missing." 

I  regret  that  the  hon.  Oentleman  did 
not  express  any  sympathy  with  thia 
unfortunate  man  who  was  murdered  iik 
the  execution  of  his  dufy,  but  tried 
rather  to  show  that  he  was  to  blame. 

♦Mb.  PIOTON :  No. 

♦Babon  H.  de  WORMS :  All  the  sym- 
pathy expressed  by  the  hon.  Member 
has  been  for  the  savages,  and  he  tried^ 
all  in  his  power  to  show  that  Mr*. 
Dalrymple's  murder  was  through  his- 
own  fault.  Why  did  the  hon.  Gentiemaat 
say  that  Mr.  Dalrymple  had  rockets  witk 
him,  unless  he  meant  to  imply  that  Mr. 
Dalrymple  used  them?  Ab  a  matter 
of  fact  he  never  did  use  them.  Does* 
the  hon.  Member  mean  to  say  that  Mr. 
Dalrymple  was  not  entitled  to  take 
with  him  the  ordinary  means  of  defenoe^ 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  meant  nothing, 
why  did  he  say  anything  aboat  rockets  ?* 
If  he  meant  something,  he  oujphi  to* 
have  said  what  it  was.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  the  Committee  believe* 
that  a  large  force  under  Mr.  Aken- 
suddenly  came  upon  a  number  of  on- 
fortunate  men  and  shot  them  down.. 
Surely  he  cannot  have  taken  the  trouUe* 
to  investigate  the  facts  of  the  case.  Doee 
not  the  hon.  Member  know  thai  thia  ie- 
a  most  warlike  and  treaoheroos  tribe^ 
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rand  when  Mr.  Aken  went  to  arrest  the 
.murderers  he  was  met  by  the  savages, 
who  were  very  well  armed,  and  who 
engaged  in  a  pitohed  battle  with  the 
iforoe  under  his  command.  The  result 
was  that  the  more  civilized  and  better 
4urmed  force  had  the  advantage.  It 
is  very  much  to  be  regretted  that  in 
this  unequal  strife  a  great  number  of 
these  people,  as  I  admit,  were  killed. 
But  the  object  was  a  necessary  and  a 
legitimate  one — that  of  arresting  and 
punishing  the  murderers  of  Mr.  Dal- 
lymple.  These  are  the  plain  facts  of 
ine  case.  I  regret,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  reg^ts,  that  so  many  of  these 
people  were  killed,  but  when  we  have 
■saia  that  we  have  said  all  we  can  say, 
•because  it  was  necessary  for  those  under 
•the  protection  of  our  flag  that  every 
effort  should  be  made  to  bring 
the  murderers  of  Mr.  Dalrymple  to 
justice.  It  is  impossible  to  put  the 
■case  more  fairly  than  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  done,  when  he  says  that,  while 
he  reg^ts  very  much  this  unfortunate 
loss  of  life,  he  acquits  Mr.  Akers  of  doing 
anything  beyond  that  which  he  was  en- 
titled to  do  under  the  circumstances.  I 
hope  the  Committee  will  not  be  misled  by 
what  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester,  who  has  overstated  one 
part  of  the  case  and  understated 
another. 

«Mb.  G.  0.  MOBGAN  :  There  can  be 
no  doubt  that  this  was  a  most  unfor- 
tunate affair,  and,  as  usual  in  such  cases, 
there  is  a  good  deal  of  difficulty  about 
it.  As  I  understand  it,  putting  the 
statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  and  the  Under  Secretary  to- 
gether, it  comes  to  this  that  Mr. 
Dalrymple  was  sent  on  a  conciliatory 
mission  at  the  head  of  a  small  number 
of  persons.  Well,  Mr.  Dalrymple  is 
dead,  and  I  do  not  want  to  say  a  word 
.against  him.  He  is  not  here  to  defend 
himself.  It  is  only  fair  to  him  to  say 
that  he  did  nothing  wit])  which  I  can  find 
fault  with,  except  that  he  acted  some- 
what injudiciously.  He  has  been  shot, 
perhaps  treacherously.  But  assuming 
that  he  was  treacherously  shot,  without 
iiaving  given  any  provocation  to  his 
murderers,  can  it  be  said  that  it  was 
necessary,  in  order  to  avenge  his  death, 
to  kill  800  people.  To  say  that  would 
be  perfectly  monstrous. 

«Ba]iov  db  WOBMS:  What  I  stated 
was  that  it  was  naoesMiy  to  arrest  his 


murderers,  and  that  the  endeavour  to 
arrest  them  led  to  resistance  and  to  this 
unfortunate  bloodshed. 
♦Mb.  G.  0.  MORGAN :  Was  it  neces- 
sary, in  order  to  arrest  the  murderers, 
that  out  of  a  population  of  2,000  some 
800  should  be  killed,  including  200 
women  and  children  ?  It  is  a  most  un- 
precedented thing,  and  in  my  opinion 
this  unfortunate  matter  calls  for  inquiry. 
At  present  we  have  had  none.  Unless 
some  sort  of  impartial  inquiry  is  con- 
ceded to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  shall  support 
his  Motion. 

Db.  GLAEK  :  I  was  astonished 
to  hear  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  am  not  often  aston- 
ished, because  it  is  rarely  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  attempt  to 
reply  to  the  arguments  adduced  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  or  to  give  reasons  for 
their  action.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
sat  down  without  having  said  a  single 
word  in  defence  of  Mr.  Akers'  action, 
nor  has  he  given  a  single  reason  why 
this  chief,  after  having  been  tried  by  a 
jury  and  acquitted,  should  be  tried  again 
and  kept  a  prisoner  for  life,  a  Bill 
having  been  brought  in  and  carried  in  a 
single  morning  for  that  purpose.  Not  a 
single  word  has  been  said  in  defence  of 
that  policy.  We  are  always  fighting  with 
these  savage  tribes  on  the  Gold  Ooast. 
and  we  are  fighting  now  as  we  used 
to  fight  in  the  Highlands  200  years  ago« 
A  mission  appears  to  have  been  sent 
out  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  con- 
ciliate two  native  tribes.  Mr.  Dalrymple 
said  the  object  of  the  mission  was  to 
endeavour  to  effect  a  peaceful  reconcilia- 
tion. But  what  did  Mr.  Dalrymple  do  ? 
Hb  disregarded  and  disobeyed  the 
instructions  of  his  superior,  the  (Gover- 
nor of  the  Gk>ld  Ooast  and  his  own 
Ck>mmissioner  Mr.  Burnett,  and  he 
wrote  that  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
natives  of  Tavieve  ought  to  be  punished. 
He  added  these  words  '*  I  may  mention 
that  I  have  rockets  with  me  to  bum  the 
village."  You  have  Mr.  Dalrymple 
goinff  on  a  peaceful  mission  to  reconole 
two  nostile  tribes,  but  Mr.  Dalrymple 
like  many  others  in  such  a  position 
being  ambitious  of  distinction,  and 
wanting  promotion,  having  his  Honssaa 
around  him,  thought  he  would  try 
warlike  operations  on  his  own  aooouirt 
and  wipe  out  the  Tavieve  ohiefl 
Despite  the  warning  of  his  superior 
officer,  he  resolved  to  carry  on  a  war 
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on  his  own  account.  In  the  sixth 
paragraph  of  Mr.  Burnett's  Beport,  the 
UommissioDer  said  it  was  his  deliberate 
opinion  that  the  troubles  arising  with 
tne  Tavieves  after  his  departure  arose 
in  a  great  measure  from  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Dalrymple  very  unwisely  expressed 
his  intention  of  making  the  chief  a 
prisoner,  and  he  (Mr.  Burnett)  strongly 
.  advised  Mr.  Dalrymple  not  to  attempt 
ity  but  Dalrymple  laughed  at  his  fears. 
So  here  was  a  young  man  in  authority 
who  laughed  at  the  advice  of  his  superior 
officer  the  Chief  Commissioner,  dis- 
regeurded  the  orders  of  the  Governor  as 
to  the  object  of  his  mission,  and  there 
is  the  result  that  as  one  of  the 
consequences  he  is  killed.  Tou 
have  had  the  evidence  from  both 
aides.  The  Chief  was  being  taken  a 
prisoner  into  the  camp  of  his  hereditary 
enemy — why,  it  is  similar  to  taking  a 
Home  Hule  leader  to  Belfast  to  be  tried 
by  Orangemen.  There  was  a  blood  feud 
between  the  tribes  of  the  bitterest 
character,  and  it  had  existed  for  years, 
but  instead  of  sending  the  Chief  of 
Accra  to  be  brought  to'  trial  before 
judges  in  whom  he  would  have  had 
some  confidence,  he  was  being  taken 
among  his  hereditary  enemies,  and  some 
of  the  more  active  members  of  his  tribe 
seeing  their  Chief  about  to  be  taken 
away,  as  they  would  think  to  death, 
.planned  a  rescue.  The  result  was  that 
Sir.  Dalrymple  met  his  death  through 
Mb  own  folly  and  disobedience  to  orders, 
having  laughed  at  and  scorned  the 
objections  of  his  superior  officer.  A 
force  was  then  sent  to  avenge  his  death, 
and  some  800  of  these  Tavieves  were 
murdered  while  only  five  Houssas  were 
Ulled  and  wounded.  Naturally  this  was 
the  result  when  a  force  armed  with 
breech-loading  guns  fought  with  natives 
armed  with  old  g^uns  and  spears.  Mr. 
Dalrymple's  murder  was  avenged  by 
the  death  of  800  Tavieves,  some  nlled  at 
once,  others  dying  from  wounds  and 
starvation.  The  Chief  and  head  man 
were  tried  and  found  not  guilty.  Judge 
and  jury  both  being  against  conviction. 
More  vengeance,  however,  was  wanted, 
and  so  a  Bill  was  rushed  through  the 
Legislative  Council,  a  Council  princi- 
pally composed  of  members  subservient 
to  &e  will  of  the  Gbvemor,  and  the 
Tavieve  Chief,  though  acquitted  by 
Judge  and  jury  of  the  crime  imputed  to 
him,  is  detained  a  prisoner.    Even  the 
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Attorney  General  refused  to  go  on  witb 
another    indictment.      And      yet    the- 
Colonial  Office  is  satisfied  with  the  per- 
version of  justice  by  which  this  unfor* 
tunate  Chief  is  detained  in  prison. 
*Babon  H.  db  worms  :  The  men  are 
detained  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
peace,  and  because  a  renewal  of  disturb- 
ance   is     apprehended    were    they    to- 
be    sent   back    at   the   present   time. 
There    is  another    matter    I    did   not 
wish   to    allude    to,    but    as    I    am. 
challen^d  with    it    I    must.      Ghreat 
stress    has   been    laid    upon    the    ob- 
servationsof   Mr.  Burnett,  and  the  faon.. 
Member   for  Leicester    attached   great 
importance    to  the  blame  imputed  by 
Mr.  Burnett    to   the    unfortunate  Mr. 
Dalrymple.      Mr.    Burnett    has    been, 
compelled  to  resign    his   appointment 
in    consequence    of  his    cowardice  on 
the  occasion,  and  the  evidence  given  to 
the  Committee  by  the  hon.  Members- 
opposite  is  that  which  Mr.  Burnett  gave 
against  the  man  whom  he  did  not  sup- 
port.   Mr.  Burnett  is  no  longer  a  Mem-- 
oerof  the  Civil  Service  of  the  Colony,, 
because  of  his  conduct  on  the  occasion, 
and    I    think    hon.    Members   would 
have  done  well  to  have  omitted  these- 
referenoes. 

Mb.    W.    JAMES    (Gateshead):    I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
this  matter  if  only  to  bear  testimony  to 
the  terms  of  studied  moderation  in  whick 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  referred 
to  the  action  through  which  Mr.  Dal- 
rymple forfeited  his  life,  and  to  contrast 
the  language  with  that  employed  by 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  (jblonies. 
The  matter  and  form  of  the  latter  speech 
are  not  calculated,  I  think,  to  improve 
future  trade  relations,   British  credit,. 
Briti^    prestige,    or   the    honourable 
name  of  tSiis  country,  in  this  dark  comer- 
of  the  earUi  or  in  other  parts  of  the 
world.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
defending  the  course  taken,  sustained  a 
part,  played  a  rAle  we  have  heard  and 
seen  again  and  again.    The  proceedings 
oomplfuned   of,    he  says,  were  not  a. 
massacre  —  well,  as  a  matter  of  faoty 
every  battle  is  more  or  less  a  massacre 
— but  the  whole  tone  and  snirit  of  the^ 
remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend,  he  said, 
were  likely  to  engender  more  diffioolties- 
and  bloodshed,  and  then  the  Under 
Secretary  gave  expression  to  what  I 
may  call  the  **  Brituh  Lion  "  view,  eal- 
oolated  to  precipitate  party  fceKngs  and. 
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to  prevent  impartial  disctissions  of  this 
matter.  For  my  part  I  think  these 
transactions  on  distant  coasts  are  as  dis- 
tasteful to  our  political  opponents  as 
they  are  to  us.  The  attitude  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  for  the 
credit  of  this  country*  and  is  calculated 
to  repeat  the  difficulties  into  which  we 
have  heen  brought  by  "  prancing  Pro- 
Oonsuls  "  in  different  parts  of  the  world. 
In  the  growth  of  our  Oolonial  Empire 
we  have  found  that  before  the  conquer- 
ing spirit  of  British  enterprise  aboriginal 
races  disappear,  and  our  humbler  fellow 
creatures,  such  as  the  Indians  in  Canada, 
the  Maories  in  New  Zealand,  and  the 
natives  of  Australia  cease  to  exist ;  but 
that  is  not  so  in  Africa,  where  the  black 
tide  of  humanity  is  ever  before  us.  We 
only  occupy  a  small  frinee  of  the  coast 
line,  and  are  ever  liable  to  troubles, 
which  the  spirit  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  likely  to  mitigate. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  he 
produced  an  effect  by  stating  that  Mr. 

Burnett  was  dismissed  for  cowardice, 
but  it  is  quite  conceivable  that  the 
officials  who  take  an  ezageerated  view 
of  what  should  be  our  policy  towards 
the  natives,  are  likely  to  condemn  for 
cowardice  those  who  do  not  entirely 
approve  of  their  conduct.  On  all  these 
pomts  a  full  and  impartial  inquiry  is 
necessary;  the  reply  of  the  Under 
Secretary  is  eminently  unsatisfactory, 
and  thanks  are  due  to  ^e  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  for  bringing  this  matter 
forward.  

*SiB  R.  N.  FOWLER  (London) :  It  is, 
I  think,  the  feeling  of  the  Committee 
that  eveirbody  must  deplore  the  very  sad 
events  that  have  taken  place,  but  the 
question  is,  what  is  to  be  done?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who  has  ren- 
dered a  service  in  oringing  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  recommends 
that  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  should  be 
sent  out,  and  I  should  be  very  glad  to 
see  that  done  if  it  were  possible  to  get  a 
ffood  Commission  to  so  out.  I  do  not 
Slink  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
would  be  disposed  to  leave  his  duties 
here,  or  even  in  the  Recees  would  care 
to  go  out  on  such  a  mission  to  the  GK>ld 
Coast.  There  would  be  great  difficulty, 
I  fear,  in  finding  impartial  men  to  go 
out.  Now,  I  do  not  like  the  new  prin- 
ciple, the  new  practice  which  is  spring- 
ing up  of  making  Votes  on  Sam>ly  an 
opporiomty  for  movingTotes  of  Otawttre 


upon  the  Government.     Such  a  practice 
did  not   exist  when  I  came  into  the 
House,  and  I  do  not  like  it  now.   If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  had  made 
these  events  the  foundation  of  a  sub* 
stantive     Motion    for     censuring    the^ 
local  administration  in  this  part  of  the 
world,  I  should  have  been  glad  to  sup- 
port him,  but  the  form  the  Motion  now 
takes  is   a  Vote  of  Censure  on  Lord! 
Knutsford.     Now,  I  would   appeal  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  either  side,  do  they^ 
know  a  more  humane  man  than  Lor^ 
Knutsford  ?    I  do  not  see  how  we  caH' 
have  a  better  tribunal  to  investigate  the* 
case.    Lord  Knutsford  may  have  erred, 
in  his  decision,  but  I  am  not  prepared . 
to  censure  him  for  that  in  the  manner 
proposed. 

♦Sib     GEORGE      CAMPBELL:     I 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber   for  Gateshead  (Mr.    James),    the^- 
saddest,  most  dangerous  point  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter  is  the  answer  wo^ 
have  had  from  the  Under  Secretaxy, 
though  I  cannot  agree  with  him  as  t^ 
the  necessity  of  an  inquiry.     I  do  not 
see  that  much  good  would  be  done  by 
that,  for  the  facts  are  patent.    We  have 
two  tribes  engaged  -in  a  quarrel  in  the  * 
neighbourho^  of  a  small  British  set- 
tlement ;  a  British  officer  is  sent  out  to  • 
interfere,  and  he  is  killed  in  a  scuffle  f . 
the  term  murder  is  not  well  applied^ 
practically  it  was  a  scuffle  in  whicn  the 
officer  was  killed.      This  unfortunate 
occurrence  arose  out  of  some  indiscretion 
on  the  part  of  the  officer,  but  not  out  of ' 
any  great  breach  of  duty.      Then  wo 
sent  out  a  force  which  took  a  merciless 
revenge  in  the  slaughter  of  some   800 
human  beings,   and  this  part    of  the 
transaction  is  to  be  reg^tted,   to  be 
deeply  deplored,  to  be  spoken  of  with 
bated  breath,  and  in  such  a  tone  as  will 
not  encourage  other  officers  in   other 
Colonies     to     adopt    such    a    course 
without    the     direst,    most     absolute 
necessity.    I  would  speak  with  strong 
feeling  on  this  subject,  for  I  am  indined 
to  think  that  this  is  not  the  worst  case, 
among  many  such  oases  we  have  from 
time  to  time  heard  of  from  the  coast  of 
Africa,  or  distant  ides  in  the  Paoifio». 
Disputes    arise    between   traders   and 
natives,  the  British  Consul  is  appealed, 
to,  and  takes  the  part  of  the  tradeis^ 
a  man-of-war  and  an  armed  force 
sent  Amt,  and  a  merdlsss  massaoie 
hd^ess  natiives  follows.      Soaiody 
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Mr.  J.  NOLAN  (Loutii,  N.).:  I  desire 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Oolonies  to  a  rather  unfortunate  con- 
dition of  affairs  existing  in  the  Falkland 
Islands.  I  believe  some  friction  has 
arisen  between  the  G-ovemor  of  the 
eolony  and  the  Colonial  Surg^n  in 
regard  to  some  quarantine  regulations, 
and  I  am  informed  that  an  application 
has  been  made  by  the  Governor  to  the 
Gt>v6mment  to  have  tibie  Colonial 
Surgeon  dismissed.  I  desire  to  know 
whether  the  Government  will  inquire 
into  this  matter.  The  residents  on  the 
Falkland  Islands  are  well  pleased  with 
the  surgeon,  and  seeing  tliat  there  is 
only  one  medical  man  there,  it  is  desirable 
that  he  should  always  be  a  gentleman 
acceptable  to  the  families.  I  mention  this 
matter  now  as  I  do  not  think  another 
opportunity  will  arise  before  the  mail 
leaves. 

♦Barow  H.  de  WORMS:  I  will  in- 
quire into  the  matter. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  this 
day. 

SUPPLY. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

THE  OPIUM  TRADE  WITH  CHINA. 

♦Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  said,  I  rise  in 
pursuance  of  the  Notice  I  have  placed 
on  the  Paper, 

**  To  call  attention  to  the  Opium  Trade  with 
China ;  and  to  move,  ^at  this  House  views 
with  deep  regret  the  history  of  our  Opium  policy 
towards  China,  and  regards  the  traffic  in  that 
drug  as  repugnant  to  the  true  interests  of  that 
country ;  that  it  calls  u^n  the  Government  of 
l^dia  to  take  steps  looking  to  the  final  extinc- 
tion of  the  trade,  and  urges  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemmentto  intimate  to  the  Chinese  Gk>vem- 
ment  that  in  the  next  revision  of  the  Treaty  of 
Tientsin  full  nower  will  be  given  to  extinguish 
the  trade  in  Opium  if  it  thinks  fit." 

I  am  conoious  that  I  am  raising  a  ques- 
tion of  extraordinary  difficulty;  but  I 
^fOL  80  impressed  with  the  gigantic 
evil  of  this  opium  trade  that  I  cannot 
remain  silent  with  regard  to  it.  Our 
nation  has  woven  for  itself  a  network 
of  difficulty  in  oonneoftion  with  the 
opium  trade  from  ikrUoh  extrication 
seems  to  be  almost  impossible;  yet 
we  cannot  nt  still  and  idly  Ibid  t)ur 


hands.    I  therefore  ask  the  Honse  onc^ 
more    to    register    a    protest    againajb- 
England's  greatest  national  sin.     We- 
have    had    no    debate  on  the  Opium 
Question  in  this  House  since  the  year 
1 886.    There  are  no  doubt  many  non*. 
Members  to  whom  this  subject  may  be 
somewhat  strange,  and  who  have  not 
heard  the  old  debates  that  used  to  take 
place  upon  it;   consequently  it  will  be* 
necessary  for  me  to-night  to  go  to  aome 
extent  over  ground  that  has  been  trodden 
before,  in  order  that  all  Members  of' 
this  House  may  be  able  to  judge  of  the 
morality  of   the  position  we    occupy. 
We  cannot  form  such  a  judgment  exo^t^ 
in  connection  with  the  history  of  tQe* 
past.    We  find  ourselves  the  heirs  oT 
what  has  gone  before,  and  it  is  only  by 
getting  some  competent  knowledge  of' 
the  past  history  of  the  subject  that  the 
House  will  be  able  to  form  a  judgment 
as  to  the  responsibilities  that  rest  upon 
it.    I  will  therefore  attempt  to  prove  the- 
two  following  propositions — ^first,   that 
we  forced  the  opium  trade  upon  China 
a^nst  its  determined  opposition  and  f. 
secondly,  that  it  has  done  incalculable 
harm  to  that  country.    To  prove  the  first 
of  these  two  propositions,  I  must  take  a 
rapid  survey  of  our  relations  to  Ohina. 
The  Ohinese  opium  trade  is  one  of  oom- 
paratively  modem  growth.    As  far  as  I. 
can  ;gather  from  the  early  histoiy  of  that 
country,  there  was  no  common  use   of 
opium  there  in  the  sense  in  which  it  now 
exists  until  towards  the  dose  of  the  last 
century.    There  is  no  allusion  .to  it  ujl 
the   literature    of    the    country  as    a 
national  vice  in  the  sense  in  wmoh  itia- 
spoken  of  to-day.    Indeed,  there  is  no- 
evidence  that    opium  smoking  was  a 
common  practice  in  Ohina  until  towards 
the  end  of  the  last  centurv  and  the  be- 
ginning of  this.    Up  to  the  year  1767 
the  export  of  opium  from  India  to  Ghin^. 
seldom  exceeded  200  chests  a  year ;  ^l 
1767  that  amount  was  increased,  and  it 
grew  during   that    century    to    abosnt 
4,000    chests,  while  now  it  has  gone 
up  to    the    terrible  figure  of    100,0Q0 
chests  a  year.    As  soon  aa  Ae  habit- 
began  to  spread,  the  Ohinese  Gh>Tea^mmt 
passed  stringent  regula;tioqs  agauiist^e- 
use,  manufacture,  and  9^e  of  opium  .in 
their    dominiqna      These    jr^gij/datiqi^ 
became  xpore  and  more  aevere  ontfl  ^ 
last  the  Ohinese  Government  wenjt  ^ 
far  as   to   decree   of^pittd  .puniij^mqii^ 
agamst   those  who  eitliier  jquAm  fk 
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sold  opium.  Wlien  the  )krade  was 
forbidden  it  was  carried  on  between 
India  and  China  by  smuffglers,  the 
opium  being  sold  by  the  JBast  India 
(%mpany  to  &e  smugglers  for  the 
avowed  purpose  of  being  run  into 
China,  the  profit  derived  from  1;he  trade 
being  divided  between  the  Company 
and  the  smugglers.  To  show  what  the 
East  India  Company  thought  of  the 
effects  of  this  drug  I  will  quote  a  few 
lines  from  a  despatch  dated  1817,  in 
:which  they  say — 

"  Were  it  potsibie  to  prevent  the  use  of  the 
drug  altogether  we  would  gladly  do  it  in  oon^pas- 
don  to  mankind." 

But,  notwithstanding  this^ne  sentiment, 
the  £^t  India  Company  were  not 
ashamed  to  make  a  profit  out  of  the 
degradation  of  the  Chinese.  The  trade 
thus  went  on  until  in  1836  the  Chinese 
Qovemment  made  a  determined  effort 
to  stop  it,  and  resolved  once  for  all  to 
stamp  it  out.  The  result  of  that  action 
on  their  part  was  the  first  Chinese  War. 
l^e    act     which    immediately    led    to 

that  war  was  the  destruction  of  20,000    wtoipokeof  the  Britbh  flag  waving  in  gloy  at 
•■      .       «       •  1  •  1  •     i  u    1  Canton.    That  flag  la  hoisted  to  protect  aa 

chests  of  opium,  which  were  seized  by  ^^^^^  oontrabaSd  traffic;  and  il  it  never 
the  Chinese  Authorities  at  Canton  and  were  hoiated,  except  as  it  is  now  hoisted  on  the 
thrown  into  the  river,  in  doing  which  •    - -~  •  ^    ,j 


Chinese  subjects  consume  it.  wasting  their 
property  and  destroying  their  Uves,  and  the 
calamities  arising  therefrom  are  unutterable. 
How  is  it  possible  for  us  to  refrain  from  for-^ 
bidding  our  people  to  use  it  V* 

That  was  what  a  heathen  Oovernment 
wrote  to  Christian  England.  And  now 
I  will  read  a  few  words  from  one  whos» 
authority,  I  am  sure,  will  be  recognized 
by  this  House.  I  refer  to  the  right  hon.. 
Gentleman  the  Member  fur  Mid  Lotbiait 
(Mr.  Qladstone).  Speaking  in  the  year 
1840.  about  the  Chiuese  War,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

''They  gave  you  notice  to  abandon  your 
contrabuid  trade.  When  they  found  that  you. 
would  not,  Uiey  had  a  right  to  drive  you  from 
their  coasts,  on  account  of  your  obstinacy  ia 
persisting  in  this  ix^amous  and  atrocious  traffic. 
X  ou  allowed  your  agent  to  aid  and  abet  those 
who  were  concerned  in  carrying  on  that  trade  ; 
and  1  do  not  know  how  it  can  be  urged  as  a. 
crime  against  the  Chinese  that  they  refused 
provisions  to  those  who  refused  obedience  to 
their  laws  whilst  residing  within  their  terri- 
tories. A  war  more  unjust  in  its  origin,  a  wajr 
more  calculated  to  cover  this  country  wii^ 
permanent  disjnrace,  I  do  not  know,  and  I  have 
not  read  of.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 


the  Chinese  Government  were  acting 
entirely  within  their  own  rights.  What 
would  have  any  European  countrv  have 
done  under  similar  circumstances  r  We 
had  no  right  to  go  to  war  on  such  a 
ground,  but  unhappily  we  did  go  to 
war  and  bombarded  Canton  and  many 
other  defenceless  towns,  and  in  the  end 
compelled  the  Chinese  to  pay  to  the 
smuggling  traders  an  indemnity  for  the 
opium  destroyed.  Still,  we  could  not  get 
them  to  legalize  the  trade.  Our  Am- 
bass|i4or,  Sir  H.  Pottinffer,  tried  it,  and 
what  was  the  noble  reply  made  to  him 
by  the  Chinese  En^peror  ?    He  s&id — 

"It  if  true,  I  cannot  prevent  the  intro- 
duction of  the  flowiAs;  poison.  .  •  Gain-seeldng 
and  corrupt  men  will,  for  nrofit  and  sensuality, 
defeat  my  wishes,  bat  nothing  will  induce  me 
to  derive  a  revenue  from  the  noe  and  missry  of 
my  people." 

Then  a  letter  was  written  bv  the  Chinese 
Government  to  Sir  H.  Pottinger,  in 
wh^efa  they  said — 

*'  Our  nations  have  been  nnited  by  a  friendly 
ooi|i|nercial  interooiine  lor  200  years.  How 
ilm,  at  Ibis  time,  aie  our  old  rslatioiis  so  rad- 
dsaly  changed,  so  as  to.hs.th»«|U9PB  of  nf^tioaal 
4|iim^  U  a^riffs  oiqf^  Mm;»41y /nan  the 
spreading  opin^  jp(ns(»n.  Ppinm  ip  nttther 
polae  n*  fl^sin,  sad  yst  nmltiiades  of  ou 


coast  of  China,  we  should  recoil  from  its  sight 
with  horror." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spokeik 
many  noble  words,  but  he  certainly 
never  spoke  any  that  were  nobler  or 
truer  than  these.  Nevertheless,  the- 
smuggling  of  opium  into  China  still 
went  on  until,  in  1 858,  it  had  the 
effect  of  producing  the  second  Chinese 
War,  which  sprang  out  of  the  case  of 
the  lorcha  Arrowy  which  was  seized  by 
the  Chinese.  This  was  during  th^ 
Government  of  Lord  Paimerston.  t^ 
this  war  the  Chinese  were  again  defeated » 
the  capital  of  China  was  taken,  and  the 
Chinese  compelled  at  the  point  of  the 
bavonet  to  legalize  the  trade  i^ 
omum  under  the  Treaty  of  Tienti|iin«. 
Tnerefore,  it  was  not  till  we  had 
fought  two  successful  wars  that  we 
were  enabled  to  bring  about  that 
jTe^ttlt.  The  trade  then  went  on ;  but 
what  tha  Chinese  tbousht  about  th,^ 
matter  «nay  be  gathered  from  what  was 
said  by  Sir  Thomas  Wade,  our  Ambas- 
sador Pfi  ^okin,  who  wrote  the  following: 
despatslh  tp  tfie  Briitish  Govei;nme^t  i^ 
1868:— 

*'  Wp  ars  jgopermlly  proas  toi^rgat  that  ti^ 
iootmg  we  shave  in  China  l^M  bMn  ol^^i^«d  W 
foroi/aadby  foroe  alone,  and  that,  unwarlit^ 
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we  Hte  indebted  for  the  safety  we  enjoy  at 
certain  po!nt«  acceenble  to  onr  force.  .  .  , 
Tet  Dothini;  that  hu  been  guned,  it  muat  be 
teioeinbered,  waa  reoaived  fii<ra  the  free-will  of 
the  Chineae;  more,  the  ooncewiooi  mftde  to  ol 
froTo  time  to  time  have  been,  from  flrtt  to  laat, 
«itoTted  agaioat  the  conscience  of  the  nation ; 
in  defiance,  that  is  to  say,  of  the  moTKl  con- 
-victione  of  ita  educated  men  ;  not  merely  of  the 
«fBce- holders,  *hom  we  call  mandanns,  and 
who  are  numerically  but  a  small  proportion  of 
the  educated  class,  but  of  the  millions  who  are 
saturated  with  a  knowledge  of  the  history  and 
philosophy  of  their  cooDtry.  To  these,  a»  a 
rule,  the  very   extension  of   our  trade  must 

Spear  politically,  or  what  ia  in  Uhina  the  lame 
ing,  morally  wrong  :  and  the  s'ory  of  foreign 
intarcourse  during  the  laat  30  yean  can  have 
liad  no  effect  but  to  oonflnn  them  in  their 
opinion." 

These  were  the  deliberate  vords  of  out 
OWD  Ambassador  at  Pehia— theone  wbo 
«xlorted  the  Treaty  of  Tientain.  There 
Ib  ODe  more  quotation  on  thia  point  of 
the  subject  which  I  should  like  to  read. 
I  do  not  know  anything  more  touching, 
and  I  am  sure  there  is  not  one  here  but 
will  feel  the  force  of  it.  Here  is  our 
Ambassador'B  despatch  of  lBfi9,  in  which 
lie  reports  that  the  Chinese  Uinistsr 
nsed  the  following  notable  words  in 
reply  to  the  charge  thnt  the  Chinese 
Oovemment  were  hostile  to  foreigners. 
The  Chinese  Ministers  at  first  disputed 
tiie  fact,  but  — 

"  In  the  end  Wen-8eang  abifted  his  gronnd, 
and  asked  how  could  it  be  otherwise  F  They 
Iiad  often  seen  forei^ers  making  war  on  the 
country;  and  then,  again,  how  irreparable  and 
continuous  wee  the  injury  which  they  saw  in- 
flicted apon  the  whole  Kmpire  by  the  foreign 
importation  of  opium  !  If  England  would  ood~ 
Mnt  to  interdict  this — cease  either  to  grow  it  in 
India,  or  to  allow  their  ship*  to  bring  it  to 
China^  there  might  be  some  hope 
friendly  teKlioga.  No  doubt  there  was  a  very 
strong  feeling  entertained  by  alt  the  literati 
and  gentry  aa  to  the  frightful  eviln  attending 
Uie  smoking  of  opium,  its  thomaghly  demoralii- 

g  effects,  and  the  utter  ruin  brought  upon  all 
:e  gave  way  to  the  vice  the' believed 
the  Bxtenaion  of  this  pernicious  habit 
mainly  due  to  the  alacritt  with  which  foreigners 
anpplied  the  poison  for  their  own  pruflt, 
perfectli  reeardleu  of  the  irreparable  injury 
inflicted,  and  naturallf  thef  felt  hoatile  to  all 
concerned  in  such  a  traffic.  ...  If  Kngland 
ceased  to  protect  the  trade,  it  conld  then  h 
cflectuall;  prohibited  b>  Uie  Emperor;  and  i 
would  eventually  cease  to  trouble  them,  whilo 
great  cause  of  hostilit*  and  distrust  in  th 
minds  of  the  people  would  be  removed." 
I  confess  it  is  very  difficult  to  read 
these  words  without  feeling  ashamed. 
I  do  not  believe  that,  if  the  British 
Mr.  S.  Smith 
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people  had  fully  understood  the  luittm 
of  Uiese  operations  and  the  polioj  wa 
were  pursuing  towards  China,  that  thef 
would  ever  have  tolerated  what  we 
were  doing.  The  great  maae  of  the 
nation  knew  nothing  about  the  qaes> 
tion.  Parliament  was  not  at  that  time 
as  fully  representative  of  the  views  of 
the  people  as  it  is  now.  I  do  not  boliere 
that  any  educated  democracy  would 
tolerate  such  cruel  and  unjust  oondoot 
towards  a  helpless  oation  as  we  at  that 
time  practised  towards  China.  Welli  I 
have  only  one  more  step  to  allude  to, 
and  that  will  bring  to  aa  end  thia 
brief  review  of  the  history  of  onr  rela- 
tions with  China.  I  said  that  the 
Treaty  of  Tientsin  legalised  the  trade  in 
opium.  But,  after  a  few  years,  the 
opium  merchants  began  to  oomplain 
that  local  dues  were  placed  upon  ofnum 
in  the  interior,  so  high  as  to  somewhat 
restrict  the  trade.  The  Treaty  of 
Tientsin,  it  appears,  only  provided  for  an 
Import  Duty  payable  at  the  Customs, 
And  BO  they  began,  backed  up  by  the 
Indian  Oovemment,  to  agitate  that  we 
should  urge  upon  China  to  abolish  these 
inland  trnpoete  bo  as  to  make  it  eaner 
for  opium  to  get  up  the  oountry.  And 
so  we  had  the  Cnefoo  Convention  in 
1876.  providing  that  tbere  should  be  no 
"  liktn "  imposts  in  the  interior,  bat 
that  a  certain  fixed  duty  should  be  paid 
at  the  port  in  addition  to  the  Forei^ 
Import  Duty.  This  Chefoo  Convention 
was  not  considered  to  be  suffloientif 
favourable  to  British  trade  by  the  Home 
Government,  and  it  remained  unratified 
for  no  less  than  nine  years.  All  that 
time  our  Oovemment  continued  to  urn 
upon  China  more  favourable  terms.  At 
iMt  the  ratification  was  completed  in  the 
year  1865.  And,  if  I  am  not  mistaken, 
the  total  amount  of  duty  now  oha^M- 
able  is  110  "taels"  per  ohest.  Bat 
that  Convention  was  liable  to  be 
oanoelled  by  twelve  months'  notice  from 
either  Power  from  theyear  1890.  Audi 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  important  faot,  that  m 
are  approaching  a  time  when  wtber 
Eegland  or  China  can  give  notioe  to 
end  this  Convention ;  and  it  is  putly  in 
view  of  this  that  I  venture  to  bring 
this  question  before  the  Hooae.  Now. 
what  I  have  aaid  I  think  will  lead 
those  who  are  present  to  aooept  the  But 
part  of  the  Besolntion — namelj— 
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"  That  this  House  views  with  deep  re^t 
the  history  of  oar  opium  polioj  towards  China, 
and  regards  the  traflSc  in  that  drug  as  repug- 
nant to  the  true  interests  of  that  country-" 

I  think  I  may  challenge  the  unanimous 
assent  of  this  House  to  this  proposition. 
Now,  I  am  quite  aware  that  within  the 
last  few  years  a  feeble  and   a    futile 
effort  has  been  made  to  persuade  the 
British  public  that  the  use  of  opium  is 
not  noxious,  that  opium  is  a  compara- 
tively healthy  drug,  and  that  it  may  be 
used  by  the  great  mass  of  the  Chinese 
without  any  greater  harm  than  results 
from  the  use  of  beer  by  our  population, 
or  even  with  any   greater  harm    than 
from  tobacco  smoking.     There  is  one 
gentleman,  Sir  George  Bird  wood,  who 
has  signalized  himself  by  propounding 
what  I  must    call  preposterous   views 
in  posing  as  an  apologist  of  the  opium 
trade.     Now,  in  order  to   induce    the 
House  to  believe  that  the  evils  resulting 
from  the  use  of  opium  are  no  less  than 
the  Chinese   Government  have  always 
alleged,  I  shall  be  required  to  cite  some 
competent  witnesses.     I    may    state  to 
the   House  that  for  some  20  years  at 
least  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  dis- 
cussing this  question  with  persons  long 
resident  in  China.     I  have  gathered  the 
opinions    of   many     missionaries     and 
medical   men — men    in   charge    of  the 
hospitals,    and   who  have  gained  ui  in- 
timate knowledge  of  the  evils  arising 
Irom  the  use  of  opium.   I  have  collected 
a  large  amount  of   information  on  the 
subject  during  those  20year8,and  I  make 
this  statement  to  the  House  that  I  have 
never  come  across  a  single  disinterested 
witness  who  did  not  regard  the  common 
use  of  opium  as  one  of  the  most  terrible 
curses  that  could  befal  humanity.    [Sir 
G.  Campbell  :  Worse  than  whisky  ?  J   I 
say  much  worse  than  whisky.     A  man 
may  g^ve  up  the  use  of  whisky  and  re- 
cover, but  the  opium  eater,  after  a  cer- 
tain stage,  cannot  give  it  up,    because 
to  do  so  means  speedy  death.     In  any 
case, the  recovery  from  the  use  of  opium 
causes   such    torments,    such   exquisite 
suffering,  that  not  one  man  in  a  thou- 
sand can  undergo  the  ordeal.     I  will  call 
two  witnesses,  both  of  them  competent 
— two  of  our  own  Ambassadors  toChina, 
the  two  men  who  negotiated  our  Treaties 
with  China,   the  one    Sir  R.   Aloock, 
and  the  other  Sir  Thomas  Wade.     Sir 
B.    Alcook  examined  before    a    Com- 


mittee of  this  House  in   1871,  answered 
the  following  question: — 

*' '  Can  the  evils,  physical,  moral,  commer- 
cial,   and    political,    as    respects  individuals^ 
families,  and  the  nation  at  large,  of  indulgence- 
in  this  vice  be  exaggerated?     (Sir  R.  Alcock.) 
**  I  have  no  doubt  that,  where  there  is  a  great 
amount  of  evil,  there  is  always  a  certain  danger 
of  exaggeration ;  but  looking  to  the  universality 
of  the  belief  among  the  Chinese,  that  whenever 
a  man  takes  to  smoking  opium,  it  will  probably 
be  the  impoverishment  and  ruin  of  his  family— 
a  popular  feeling  which  is  universal  both  among 
those  who  are  addicted  to  it,  who  always  con- 
sider themselves  as  moral  criminals  and  amongst 
those  who  abstain  from  it,  and  are  merely  en- 
deavouring to  prevent  its  consumption — it  is- 
difficult  not  to  conclude  that  what  we  hear  of 
it  is  essentially  true,  and  that  it  is  a  source  of 
impovishment  aud  ruin  to  families.* " 

That  was  the  unwilling  evidence  given 
by  our  own  Ambassador.  Now  I  will 
give  you  the  evidence  of  Sir  Thomaa 
Wade,  who  was  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  Chinese  people  and  knew  their 
language,  who  lived  long  in  the  country,, 
and  who,  I  believe,  is  even  a  more  com- 
petent witness  than  Sir  B.  Alcock,  and 
he  says  that  it  does  greater  mischief 
than  dirink,  because  it  works  insidiously 
and  does  not  show  external  evidence  of 
the  effects  which  expose  the  victimt 
of  habitual  drunkenness.  His  words- 
are : — 

*'  It  is  to  me  vain  to  think  otherwise  of  th» 
drug  in  China  than  as  of  a  habit  many  timee 
more  pernicious,  nationally  speaking,  than  the 
gin  and  whisky   drinking  which  we  deplore  at 
home.    It  takes  possession  more  insidiously,, 
and  keeps  its  hold  to  the  fuU  as  tenaciously* 
It  has  insured,  in  every  case  within  my  know- 
ledge, the  steady  descent,  moral  and  physical^ 
of  the  smoker ;  and  it  is  so  far  a  greater  mischief 
than    drink,  that   it    does    not,    by  external 
evidence  of  its  effect,  expose  its  victim  to  the 
loss  of  repute  which  is  the  penalty  of  habituall 
drunkenness." 

I  think  I   could   rest  my  case  on  the^ 
testimony    of    our    two    Ambassadors^ 
competent    witnesses,    who    were    not 
likely    to    weigh    unduly   the    charge* 
against  their  own  country,  and  whose^ 
natural  bias  would  be  the  other  way. 
But  I  will  add  to  that  testimony  one  or- 
two  statements  made  by  missionaries  of 
long  experience  in   China.     I  believe 
there  is  no  class  of  men  who   are  so- 
capable  of  giving  an  honest  and  true- 
opinion  upon   such  a  question   as  the* 
men  who  spend  the  greater  part  of  their 
lives  labouring  among  the  poor  Chinese, 
and,   in  many  cases,  attending  in  the^ 
hospitals,  where  they  become  acquainted 
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with  th*  -rt'H*  rA  rjtnum  in  a  waj  dutt  .  J-J'F?^   ^^?^  "^."^ 


Wo!f*,  wntteft  oclj  Uutt  ftftpt*itl«r:—  & 

^Sjft^y^  ti»a   W/yn;  <y>ttwqT^irtly  its  «M:  it 

4«TiI///»£ir^X]Mv«tttT«Dt^awjRMr«Mk«i  0|««,  be  wffl  *e,  «ad  im  agsMf  . 

y  v^  l/yf  tfc^  'it^Crv^A  of  0*wi  «od  Wy  tbao  j  |j^^  ghrtad  to  fbB  HooM  flut  OB0  rf 


tfcu  //f  ->i;«r.«  «r^A»wf,  lAd  wr^  u.  tbtt  mmn    ^,      ^g^^^^^  erib  hi   comifleCioB  wiA 
whi'/  >/7  w/yr-l  *>r  4«d   i^4i  toy  fmpovt  or    '"f   grew^  ^i»   m    **7^'     7  Tl 

^m^y-vrkT'w^Hrt  t// tJi«  b<Hl-lwrD  tn&i *    Uit    tliM  tjst«m  u  the  fllmoit  bo|iuliiHnmM 


B4t>c'>!4Mtrf  to  ^«r7  fmad  ol  tb*  CfatMse  lo  etm.    The  tormeat  nndetgone  bj  the 

tytmk  f/ni  m  iU  thaa^M  tad  mmk  d^xwm  patient  is  eoch  tiiat  Terr  lev  hsve  Oe 

ir>«ft^ ^^  th*  ^6  ./f  r^iim  «o^^  b^  oMiniM  to  withrtend  it    Tlneii 

y^,-vU  *r*!  t^nr  ntriM^  br  it,  mA  it  m  turned       ,       Jr     J^^      T     •        ^i ^^ 

riff^^UhU.  V^;k    to    ei«    ynA^mu^s  what  Dr.  Gait,  who  ^  diaxge  of 


of  tk*  >>'>rrit/l«  crioMt.    The  p«niicioM  naolto        „_,  ,      .. . .n  -      i,  ,  ■  ir  i 

//f  tM«    ^/nl    «t>4    VAlr'4«£'7ii>«  »i«   •»    „"Oii«f '>ptheoptiimi.«»i«aiiii«dw««U. 


.«  u.»    »^i    «...    »-»7.<».»>v.«   T.<i.   «.  So  on*-  irtio  bM  not  Men  it  can  fotm  anr  Um. 

%,^kiJ'm  thi/'mn.;  -.niwoiv^,  and  energetic  ««*.  *^,*"  "»  *'l'  "2*  J^  .Tin.  J! 

i«i,»laU'/n.    'Jle  rapid  |>ro«re«  which  opom  wnceirable  for  a  hmnaa  bemj  to  to  m,  y<* 

,r,kf„K  h«  mad*  djrinOTIl  twenty  fe.™  S^^tTl^^w^'^TLi:^  dl  ^2 

a»r.w,«  all  <J««**  of  thia  p^/pnlation  i.  arerr  222r?uJrSi^^SiS^  npl^^flCtte 

miiSfH  ;^,p.iUlion  in  •..nw  plac^i  if  aUadonad  J^-    They  wiAed  to  do  it,  and  "^oM  ov 

t4,  iht  \tJ- ^^  iMn  prAm,nfmn  ^Tug.    'Hie  effecU  Mp,  o  ttiec«Tiiigi*  •oitrongth.tfew  ando 

HM  w'lirufim^'i  in  the  fiXinsmH  y(frerir  of  the  **  nii»Mie(L 

pht,p\tt,  in  th«j  f/roken  down  and  dUaindated  Surely  it  is  onreasonable  to  oompaie 

dw^rllingn  all  ihrouuh  the  vilW,  and  in  ^  ^|j^     ^.^    of    alcohoUc    stimulants    or 

En^'ilt^V^^^^^  *?S!^.'";;!V'^  -^  opium  smoking. 

prontittite  their  wivea.  in  r/rder  to  procure  for  Why  the   Chinese  people  treat  opium 

thfrmnelvoN  the  mean*  of  indulging  in  opinm  smoking   as    one  oi    the   worst   yioes. 

amoking.     Little  children  are  Mold  aa  slares  [   know  it   will    be   said    that    Ohina 

and  turned  away  frrmi  the  embrace  of  their  ^^„    «m,*-r*.    ii^    •mmli    /ininm    fltftf    il 

helpleiw  mothewin  order  that  their  degraded  ?®^    ^^1"^^°'''!?    opium    that    it 

fathern  nuiy  have  money  to  bay  opium.    Often  "   useless   to   stop  the   importation  of 

and  often  haa  the  mianionary  to  endure  the  the  Indian  drug.    It  it,  alas!    too  true. 

humiliatifm  which  no  other  nationality  baa  to  But  for  many  years  the  Chinese  Gk>vem* 


in  thin  (Miuntry  rather  than  the  EngUih,  which  and  indeed  there  was  v^ry  little  g^wn 

to  the  (Jhiuone  it  the  emblem  of  the  moral  ruin  uutii  after  the  first  Chinese  war.     Then 

of  thoir  nation.  ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^  ^^^^^  ^y^^^  incapacsity  to 

JuHt  lot  mo  give  one  more  desoription  keep  it  out  of  the  country ;  the  restrio- 

of  tlio  phyaidil  efFectsof  opium  smoking,  tions  on  the  fl^owth  of  opium  were  not 

thai  hy  t}io  toHtiniony  of  the  Bev.  §.  enforced  with  the  same  severity,  and 

Whitohoad,  lon)(  resident  in  China —  after  the  treaty  of  1858,  which  legalised 


*•  Uolhiw  ey<iN,fiunkonoheekt,hiffhihoulder-  ^te     trade,    they     were     still     further 

boneN,  nriiartAl«id  framo,  diiooloured  teeth,  sal-  relaxed.     It  was  only  after  the  last  war 

low  roiii|)liixion,  arn  the  iiiffns  which  announce  that  the  Chinese  Government  found  how 

the  opiiiin  nfiioker  evnrvwEero.    And  the  eyila  hopeless  were  their  efforts  to  stamp  out 

thim  net  forth  have  their  oorrefpondence  in  the    . .  *^   .  j  ^i j  i..„u 

moniiU  and  moral  degradation  Sf  the  people.  A  *°®  ^^e,  and  now  we  see  the  sad  result 

amoker  need*  Honio  three  hours  a  day  to  con-  in   the   poverty,^  misery,  and    demora- 

«uuiii  the  opium  that  i§  requisite  for  him.    lie  lization  which   it   has  wrought  among 

ii  uniihlii  to  do  morn  than  two  hours'  conseou-  the  people.     In  the  last  few  years  there 

tlve  work  because  he  must  have  his  opium,  and  i.._  V^^z.  ^  «««>•♦  i^^-m^^^^  ;«  tk^  /»«Awfk 

when  he  needs  it.  whatever  he  may  be  doing,  be  *»**  *^®«^  *  8^?**  mcrease  m  thegrowth 

must  and  will  have  it.     If  he  has  not  time  to  and  consumption  of  opium  m  Western 

iako  his  rice  and  his  opium,  then  he  will  smoke  China.     It  is  computed   by  some  that 
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iftiere  aire  something  like  25,000,000  of 
opiam  smokers  in  tiie  oountry ;  and  that 
«very  year  80,000  of  these  persons  oom- 
mit  suicide.   Are  we  now  to  abstain  from 
doing  what  is  right  in  itself  because 
4he  Ohfnese  have  abandoned    all    re- 
etrictions   and    are  gradually    sinkihg 
•deeper  and  deeper  into  the  mire  ?    Are 
we   to    go   on    having   our    share   in 
the  creation  of  all  this  misery,  draw- 
ing   our   share    of    the    wicked  g^n, 
eimply  because  it  is  impossible  to  undo 
what  has  been  done?    If  we  were  to 
set  a  good  example  for  conscience  sake, 
perhaps  the  Ohinese  Government  might 
be  encouraged   even   yet  to   make    a 
supreme  effort  to  stamp  out  this  vice. 
I  cannot  admit  that  we  should  continue 
-doing  what   we  know  to    be  morally 
wrong.     One  thing  is    certain,  unless 
the  vice  is  combatted,  China  will  commit 
4Bomething  like  national  suicide  and  her 
population  will  succumb  to  pauperism, 
famine  and  death.   It  is  for  tne  Ohinese 
a  matter  simply  of  life  and  death.   There 
is  a  mote  in  our  eye  which  prevents  us 
seeing  our  duty  in  this  great  question, 
:  and  that  mote  is  that  India  derives  six 
millions  from  the  export  of  opium  to 
Ohina;    and  the  problem   is    how    to 
make  up  that  six  millions  which  India 
cannot     afford    to    lose.       Hemember 
that,    owing    to    Ohinese  competition, 
the  price  of  opium  is  falling,  and  we 
«hall  have  to  export  more  and  more  in 
order  to  keep  up  the  revenue.    I  am 
afraid  that  the  Indian  Qovemment  will 
increase  the  export  unless  this  House 
brings  pressure  to  bear  on  the  Adminis- 
tration.    Of  course,  I  cannot  ask  the 
•Oovernment  to  abandon  this  six  mil- 
lions  of  revenue  without  suggesting  a 
substitute  for  it.     Now,  I  am  going  to 
Bug^gest  one  or  two  ways  of  making  up 
this  revenue.     There  is  a  tax  which  the 
population  of  India  would  willingly  pay 
— a  tax,  speaking  generally,  on  manufac- 
tured goods.    To  oblige  Lancashire  we 
took  off  the  taxes  on  cotton  goods  im- 
ported into  India,  although  the  people  of 
India  did  not  object  to  that  taxation. 
'  The  manufactured  goods  imported  into 
India  exceed  in  value  forty  millions, 
and  a  tax  of  10  per  cent  ad  valorem 
would    produce    four    millions,   which 
would  be  increased  by  a  oorrespondinff 
tax  on  India  hooiie  manufactures,  and 
that  would  deprive  the  import  dutiee  of 
Ji  protective  character.    Thus  the  taxa- 
tion would  not  be  protection ;  it  would 


be  simply  a  fiscal  arrangement.    Th€inr 
I  think  it  right  that  England  should 
do  something  in  the  way  of  a  direct 
subvention.    It  is  well  known  that  the 
annexation  of  Upper  Burmah  was  vezjf 
repugnant  to  the  native  population  of 
India,  who  believe  it  was  carried  out 
for  the  benefit  of  England,  and  that  it 
is  unjust  to  saddle  the  cost  upon  India. 
But   India  has  had  to  bear  an  extra 
charge  of  two  millions  a-year  ever  since 
the  annexation  was  carried  out.    I  hold 
that    this    country  ought    to   take  on 
its    shoulders    this  amount,  being  the 
extra  cost  of  the  government  of  upper 
Burmah.     That   would  give   relief  to 
the  finances  of  India.     Again,  we  know 
that  India  is  very  expensively  governed^ 
and  something   might  be  saved  by  a 
larger   employment   of  native  agency. 
Again  the  Indian   Bevenue  has   been 
depleted  to  the  extent  of  three  or  fottr 
millions  by  the  fall  in  the  silver  currency; 
and  a  considerable  gain  might  be  se- 
cured to  it  if  we  adopted  bimetallism, 
even  at  the  ratio  of  20  to  one.   By  these 
adjustments  we  would  get  out  of  this 
difficulty.     I  hope  the  nation  may  be  in- 
duced to  carry  out  a  policy  of  practical 
righteousness.  I  know  that  such  a  great 
change  cannot  take  place  suddenly,  but 
the  adjustments  could  be  made  gradually 
in  proportion  as  the  opium  revenue  is 
surrendered.    I  may  mention  that  thia 
revenue  is  derived  from  two    sourcea. 
About  two-thirds  is  derived  fiom  the 
Government      monopoly    in      Bengal^ 
which    brings    in    about    three- and- a- 
half  millions,  and  the  remainder  from 
what  is  called  the  Malwa  opium,  ^prown 
in  native  States,  and  which  is  subjected 
to  a  heavy  tax  as  it  passes  through  our 
territories.    Now  it  will  not  be  enough 
for  us  merely  to  retire  from  manufao- 
turing  and  trading  in  opium,  and  leave 
the  trade  to  private  persons,  in  that  case 
the  remedy  would  oe  worse  than  the 
disease.    The  only  logical  policy  that 
would  attain  the  end  at  which  we  aim  ia 
one  that  looks  towards  the  final  sup- 
pression of  the  trade.    Oonsidering  that 
the  Bengal  monopoly  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  they  have  it  in  their 
power  entirely  to  stamp  it  out.    We 
nave,  of  coiise,  to  get  rid  of  the  diffi- 
culty with  the  native  states,  which  are 
semi-independent  and  are  large  growers 
of  opium ;  but  none  of  their  opium  can 
reaon    the    seaboard    without  passing 
through  our  territory;  and  praotioally 
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the  BritiBh  Government  would  be  able  to 
accomplish  the  extinction  of  the  opium 
trade  if  it  set  itself  earnestly  to  efiPect  that 
object.  For  instance,  they  could  prohibit 
the  opium  passing  through  British 
territory,  or  they  could  raise  the  tax 
to  a  prohibitive  point.  Unfortunately, 
the  Ohinese  Government  have  now 
ceased  to  protest  against  the  traffic ;  and 
I  am  afraid  that  it  connives  at  it.  We 
have  agreed  to  share  the  plunder  with 
them  and  have  dulled  their  conscience. 
Ohina  now  derives  a  considerable 
revenue  from  it,  though  less  than  the 
Indian  Government  receives ;  and  since 
she  has  shared  so  largely  in  the  profit 
the  conscience  of  her  Government  has, 
I  fear,  grown  rather  lax  in  the  matter. 
I  may  be  met  with  the  argument  that 
if  we  withdraw  from  exporting  the  drug 
to  China  other  nations  will  take  our 
place.  But  surely  we  can  stipulate 
that  when  we  retire  from  the  trade  it 
shall  be  prohibited  all  round.  Already 
the  Chinese  Government  in  their  treaties 
with  the  United  States,  Hussia,  and,  I 
believe,  other  countries,  prohibit  the 
importation  of  opium  into  China ;  and, 
of  course,  if  we  surrender  that  revenue, 
it  will  be  on  condition  that  China 
concludes  or  maintains  with  other 
Powers  treaties  also  excluding  opium. 
When  this  country  retired  from  the  slave 
trade  it  was  very  jealous  of  its  being 
carried  on  by  other  nations,  and  it  em- 
ployed a  squadron  to  put  it  down  ;  and 
so,  if  we  obtain  from  China  treaty 
stipulations  absolutely  excluding  opium 
from  all  sources,  no  doubt  we  shall 
become  exceedingly  jealous  that  no 
opium  should  be  smuggled  into  China. 
Japan,  one  of  the  most  progressive 
countries  in  that  part  of  the  world,  has 
stipulated  with  every  Power  that  no 
opium  shall  be  imported  into  her  ports, 
and  she  imposes  very  heavy  penalties  on 
its  sale ;  and  the  consequence  is  that 
Japan  is  rapidly  rising  in  the  scale, 
while  China  is  declining.  This  is 
simply  owing  to  the  fact  that  one  nation 
prohibits  while  the  other  allows  the 
&ade.  I  believe  that  if  this  nation  had 
the  honesty  and  moral  courage  to  adopt 
the  policy  I  recommend,  compensations 
would  come  to  us  from  unexpected 
quarters.  We  should  gain  enormously 
in  our  trade  with  China,  which  is  at 
present  stagnant  compared  with  20 
years  ago.  With  India  our  trade  is  in- 
creasing by  leaps  and  bounds;    with 
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China  it  has  been  falling  off  for  tha 
last  ten  or  fifteen  years.     Xet  me  quotes 
a  few  figures  in  proof  of  this.     1  will 
take  the  returns  of  the  exports  from  the 
United  Kingdom  to  India.      In   1871 
the  exports  were  valued  at  £20, 900, 000;. 
in  1887  they  had  risen  to  £33,600,000.. 
But  whereas  the  exports  to  China  in  1 881. 
were  £9,400,000,  in  1887  they  had  fallen, 
to  £8,700,000.      We  have  virtually  free- 
trade  with  China ;  we  have  aooeas  to  all . 
the  great  waterways  and  all  the  great- 
cities,  and  yet  our  trade  is  falling  off.  ■ 
China  has  350,000,000  people,  and  India^ 
250,000,000,  yet  while  India  spends  28.. 
8d.    per    head    with    us,  China    only^ 
spends   6d.   per    head.       The    fact    ia 
the  opium  traffic  has  killed  legitimate 
trade  in  China ;  and  who  can  doubt  but* 
that  the  Chinese  would    spend    mucht 
more  on  Manchester  goods  and  on  all 
our  other  products  if  they  did  not  spend 
such  large  sums  on  Indian  opium.    I. 
know  that  the  proposals  I  am  making: 
will  not  be  acceptable    to  Lancashire^ 
yet  most  of  my  interests  lie  in  that- 
county  ;  and  let  me  point  out  that  by 
the  expansion  of  our  trade  with  Ohina^ 
Lancashire   would    gain    greatly,    and. 
there   would  be  a  great  expansion  if' 
ten   millions  were    not    spent  by  the* 
Chinese    on    Indian     opium    as   now^ 
I  know  that  I  am  demanding   a  great 
deal  of  the  House  in  asking  it  to  pass  a.- 
Hesolution  of  this  nature,  after  the  kind* 
support  it  gave  the  other  night  to  a  pro*- 
position  of  a  not  very  dissimilar  oharao- 
ter.    But  I  believe  that  the  moral  sense 
of  the  country  is  now  rising  in  favour 
ot  such  proposals  more  than  it  has  done* 
in  former  times.    The  reform  I  now  ask. 
for  cannot  be  carried  except  by  some  self- 
denial,  but  nothing  ennobles  a  nation  more* 
than  to  make  sacrifices  for  a  great  cause... 
Qod  has   blessed    this  nation  in  many 
ways ;  and  if  we  refuse  to  purge  awaj/- 
this  national  sin,  retribution  will  over- 
take us,   and  the  evil  thing    will  b^ 
wrested  from  us  in  tears  and  in  blood*. 
I  appeal  to  the  house  to-night  to  show 
by  their  action  that  they  believe  in  a*, 
righteous  Buler  of  the  universe. 

Amendment  proposed. 

**  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That '  to  the- 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words,.. 
'  this  Uouse  views  with  deep  rejgfxet  the  hiitotjr 
of  our  Opium  policy  towards  Ohma,  and  regaxds- 
the  traffic  in  that  c&ug  as  repu^;nant  to  the  tmew 
interests  of  that  oountiy ;  that  it  calls  noon  the- 
Gk>vernment  of  India  to  take  steps  looking  to- 
the  final  extinction  of  the  trade,  and 
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pen  Her  Migeety's  GK>yemmeiit  to  intimate  to 
tae    Ohinese    Government   that  in   the  next 
revision  of  the  Treaty  of  Tientsin  full  power  will 
be  given  to  extinguish  the  trade  in  Opium  if  it 
thinks  fit."— (ifr.  Samml  Smith). 

— iDstead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Questions.'' 

*8m   J.   PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Oastle) :     I  desire  very  heartily  to  sup- 
port the  views  which  my  hon.  Friend 
nas    enunciated    with    reg^ard    to    the 
character  of  the  opium  trade  with  China, 
and  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy  in  India. 
I  know  the  statement  that  we  forced  this 
drug  on  China  has  been  controverted  in 
this  House,  I  thiok  the  evidence  proves — 
and  I  have  looked  carefully  into  it — that 
we  did  force  the  trade  upon  the  Chinese. 
I  find  among  my  opium  papers    a  dis- 
patch from  a  Chinese  Minister  to  Sir 
Butherford  Alcock»  in  which  the  writer 
complained  that  England  was  poisoning 
his  country  with  opium,  that  she  was 
wilfully  working  China's  ruin,  and  had  no 
friendly  feeling  for  her.  This  was  the  view 
of  a  CSiinese  statesman   as  far  back  as 
1869,  and  I  believe  it  is  at  this  moment 
the  view  of  those  Chinese  who  take  a 
warm  and  proper  interest  in  the  welfare 
of  their  own  country.  In  1876  the  Conven- 
tion of  Cheefoo  was  negotiated,  but  we 
declined  to  ratify  it  because  it   would 
have  placed  in  the  hands  of  China  the 
entire  control  of  those  duties  to  which 
my  hon.   Friend  has  alluded.       Lord 
Salisbury  in  the  House  of  Lords  said 
that  such  an  action  on  our  part  would 
have  a  result  which  practiciEtlly  would 
neutralize  the  policy  which  hitherto  had 
been  pursued  by  this  country  in  respect 
of    the   drug.      It  was  the    desire  of 
those  who  supported  the  ratification  of 
that  convention  to  neutralize  the  policy 
of  bye-gone  days,  and  to  leave  China  to 
control  the  importation  of  this  drug.   In 
the   correspondence   which    took   place 
between     Lord     Salisbury    and     Lord 
Granville  on  the  one  side,  and  China  on 
the  other,  we  kept  the  Chinese  Oovem- 
ment   hanging   on  for   years,   and    at 
last  the  Treaty  was  ratified  m   188j. 
In  the  meantime  we  were  demoralizing 
China.     We  got  a  larger  quantity  of 
opium  into  China  in  those  years  than 
ever  before.      The  four  years  of  the 
Treaty  expire  on  the  18th  of  January, 
1890;    at  any    subsequent  time  after 
that,  on  12  months'  notice  being  given 


on  either  side,  that  portion  of  the  Con-- 
vention  comes  to  an  end.  I  would  appeal' 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  let  the 
Chinese  Government  know  that  they  are^ 
perfectiy  masters  of  the  position,  and* 
that  no  pressure   from   Her  Majesty's ' 
Government  or  from  the  English  people - 
will  be  put  upon  them  again  to  nego- 
tiate a  treaty  of  the  same  kind.     All  we 
ask   is  that  the  Chinese    Government- 
should  have  perfect  freedom    in    thia^ 
matter.     Well,  Sir,  what  has  been  our 
conduct  on  this  subject  ?    I  think  it  waa 
in    1848   or  1844    that  the   late  Lord 
Shaftesbury  called  the  attention  of  thia 
House  and  the  country  to  the  iniquities- 
of  the  Chinese  opium  trade,  and  made  a> 
speech  of  remarkable  power  and  elo- 
quence on  the  effect  of  that  trade  upoa 
the  Chinese,  and  he  cited  various  autho- 
rities upon  the  physical  effect  of  opium; 
upon   the  human  constitution.    I   may^ 
say  that  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy 
in   China   was    then   very  small.      As- 
far    as     we     can     make    out,     there  • 
never  was  a  time  whon  the  cultivation . 
of  the  poppy  was  unknown  in  China,, 
but  it  was  at  one  time  very  little  culti- 
vated, and  was  very  little  known  or  used.. 
It  was  we  who  stimulated  the  growth  of 
the  poppy  in  China  by  introducing  the 
Indian   opium.     I    maintain    that   our 
Government     officials    stimulated     the^ 
China  trade  in  every  way  possible  in  order- 
to  increase  the  Indian  revenue.     What 
did   was   politically  wrong — it  waa- 


we 


morally  wrong,  at  any  rate,  and  what  ia 
morally  wrong  can  never  be  politically 
right.     No    statesman    who    has    ever 
sat  upon  the  Treasury  bench  has  ever 
said  a  word  in  favour  of  opium  cultiva- 
tion in  India  as  a  matter  of  morality.. 
Everyone  who  has  supported  it  has  done- 
so  because  of  the  revenue  which  India^ 
derives   from   it.     [An  hon.  Msmbsb:. 
••  No,  no."l     I  ask  my  hon.  Friend  whxy 
says  "  No,    whether  he  has  looked  back,, 
as  I  have  done  within   the  last  few- 
hours,  to  the  different  speeches  made^ 
by  Ministers  on  the  subject.     The  noble  - 
Lord  the  Member  for  Kossendaie  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  wrote  an  ex- 
cellent despatch  on  the  subject,  in  which, 
he  tacitiy  admitted  that   a  great  deal 
was  to  be  said  against  opium  cultivation, 
in  Bengal.    Lord  £ipon,  in  a  despatch^ 
made   use  of    very    similar  language.. 
The  present  Governor  of  Madras,  wheni 
Under  Secretary  for  India,  said  that  no* 
one  would  defend  the  trade  on  moraL 
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grounds.  So  it  ^as  with  the  late 
ovemor  of  Madras,  and  so  it  has  been 
with  Under  Seoretary  after  Under 
Secretary  in  this  House,  t  do  not 
wish  to  give  all  the  quotations  that 
4kre    in    my    hand,    but    there    is    an 

•  enormous  phalanx  of  evidenoe  going 
far  beyond  that  which  my  hon.  Friend 
{Mr.  S.  Smith)  has  read  as  to  the 
-consequences  of  the  use  of  opium  in 

•Ohina.  As  far  back  as  1817  Lord 
Oomwallis  received  a  despatch  from  the 

•  directors  of  the  East  India  Company,  in 
which  they  said — 

"  Were  it  possible  to  prevent  the  use  of  the 
dru^  altogether,  except  for  the  purposes  of 
medicine,  we  would  gladly  do  it  in  com- 
passion to  mankind." 

A  missionary  in  China,  the  Bev.  Griffith 
John,  at  tiie  Shanghai  Conference, 
«aid — 

"  Attempts  are  sometimes  made  to  palliate 
the  sin  of  the  trader,  and  to  make  light  of  the 

•  evil  effects  of  the  drug.  On  such  points  our 
utterance  must  be  dear  and  emphatic.  We 
know  that  opium  is  a  curse — a  curse  physically, 
^  curse  morally,  and  a  curse  socially  to  the 
■Chinese,  and  this  fact  we  must  declare  in  loud, 
ringing  tones.  It  is  our  duty  to  appeal  to  the 
great  heart  of  England,  for  she  has  a  heart, 
and  when  that  heart  begins  to  beat  warmly  un 
the  question,  this  foul  blot  on  her  eicatcheon 
will  soon  be  wiped  off." 

No  one  ever  condemned  the  trade  in 
opium  as  strongly  as  our  former  Com- 
missioner in  British  Burmah,  Sir  Charles 
.  Aitcheson.     He  says : 

*' The  paperanow  submitted  for  consideration 
present  a  painful  picture  of  the  demoralization, 
misery  ana  ruin  produced  among  the  Burmese  by 

•  opium  smoking.  Responsible  officers  in  all  diyi- 
sions  and  districts  of  the  province  and  natives 
everywhere  bear  testimony  to  it.  To  facilitate 
examination  of  the  evidence  on  this  point  I 
have  thrown  some  extracts  from  the  reports 
into  an  appendix  to  this  Memorandum,  to  show 
that  among  the  Burmans  the  habitual  use  of 
the  drug  saps  the  physical  and  mental  energies, 
destroys  the  nerves,  emaciates  the  body,  pre- 
dispoBes  to  disease,  induces  indolent  and  filthy 
habits  of  life,  destroys  self-respect,  is  one  of 
the  most  fertile  sources  of  misery,  destitution, 

.  and  crime,  fills  the  jails  with  men  of  relaxed 
ixs^me  predisposed  to  dysentery  and  cholera, 
prevents  the  due  ei tension  of  cultivation  and 
the  development  of  the  land  revenue,  checks 
the  natural  g^rowth  of  the  population  and  en- 
feebles the  constitution  of  succeeding  genera- 
tions." 

I  daresay  it    will    be    said    that    the 

Burmese  are  of  not  so  strong  a  fibre  as 

the  Chinese.     But,  still,  that  which  does 

.so  much  damage  to  the  Burmese  must 

»clo  damage  to  the  Chinesie,  as  it  has 
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been  proved  fo  do  dIaiiMige  io  S^reacl^-' 
men,  to  Caliloraians  and  to  AnfltralioMto 
The  drink  misery  is  undotfbtedl^  hmi 
enough,  but  the  opium  misery  ta  tMt 
times  worse,  and  opium  has  a  verj 
much  more  degrading  effect  than  aloohoL 
I  hold  in  my  hand  a  petition  presented 
to  this  House  a  year  or  twa  ago  aii4 
signed  by  256  of  the  nussionariea  in 
China.    They  say — 

'*  Opium  is  a  f^reat  evil  to  China  and  tins 
baneful  effects  of  its  use  cannot  be  overstated. 
It  enslaves  its  victim,  squanders  his  substancd, 
destroys  his  h^th,  weakens  his  meaoM 
powers,  lessens  his  self-esteem,  deadeas  hb 
conscience,  unfits  him  for  his  dntiest  and  leads 
to  his  steady  descent — morally,  sooally  and 
physically." 

I  have  had  papers  sent  to  me  from  China 
in  which  people  are  warned  in  the  same 
placard  against  the  missionary  and 
against  England  which  sends  with  the 
missionary  the  opium.  Sir,  wo  may 
lay  upon  ourselves  the  onus  of  having 

gractioally  brought  this  trade  into 
!hina,|  and  now  we  have  it  in  OBf 
Indian  Empire  in  a  way  that  is 
most  demoralizing.  [''No,  no!"]  I 
hear  an  hon.  Biember  say  "  No,  no." 
What  did  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  see  in  Luok- 
now  ?    He  says : — 

<*  I  have  been  in  East-end  gin  palaces  on 
Saturday  nights,  I  have  seen  men  in  varioiis 
stages  of  delirium  tremmt^  I  have  visited  many 
idiot  and  lunatic  asylums,  but  I  have  never 
seen  such  horrible  destruction  of  (jk>d's  image 
in  the  face  of  man  as  I  saw  in  the  Government 
opium  dens  of  Lucknow.  To  my  dying  day  i 
shall  carry  the  recollection  of  the  faoe  of  a 
handsome  young  woman  of  eighteen  or  nineteeo. 
years,  sprawling  on  the  senseless  bodies  of  men, 
her  fine  brown  eyes  fiattened  and  dull  with 
coming  stupor,  and  her  lips  drawn  back  from 
her  ghttering  white  teeth." 

He  goes  on  to  describe  what  he  saw  in 
the  places  he  visited  one  after  another, 
and  shows  that  opium  is  doing  immense 
damage  in  India.  It  is  perfectly  plain 
to  every  thinking  man  who  chooses  to 
go  into  the  question  with  an  unbiasseid 
mind  that  our  connection  with  the  opinid 
trade  has  been  a  curse  upon  civilisation, 
and  that  it  is  rapidly  extending.  What 
we  ask  of  the  Indian  Gbvemment  is  that 
they  should  take  such  steps  as  wiH 
gradually  decrease  our  cultivation  of  tiie 
poppy  and  put  a  stop  to  a  trade  wlddk 
IS  in  defiance  of  every  law  of 
political  economy  and  of  every 
moral  law,  and  opposed  to  eveiy 
precept  of  the  reKgion  we  proleta    On^ 
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of  the  Argamentff  vlbgA  once  61^  twice  in 
debates  on  this  snbjeot  is  that  there  is 
an  enormous  increase  in  the  srowth  of 
the  poppy  in  China,  and  that  the  Indian 
op$am  bears  no  comparison  to  it.    That 
we  all  admit.     But  there  was  very  little 
growth  in  China  when  we  began  to  send 
our  Indian  opium  there.    The  argument 
seems  to  be — that  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the   Member   for   Kircafdy  (Sir.   Qteo, 
Campbell)— that    it   is  far  better  that 
the     Chinese      should      be      poisoned 
with    good   Indian    opium    than   with 
their  own   bad   opium.     But  it  seems 
to    me    that  if  the    thing  is    bad   we 
have    no    right    to    send    it   at    all. 
What  would  be  said  if  I  saw  a  man  was 
.^ing  to  commit  suicide  and  I  shot  him 
rn  oraer  to  g^ve  him  an  easier  death  ? 
<hr  if  a  man  was  going  to  steal  and  I 
went  into  a  jeweller's  shop  and  took  the 
watches  out  of  a  case  before  him  ?    The 
argument  seems  to  me  to  amount  to  the 
same  thing  in  all  these  cases.     A  g^eat 
temptation  is  placed  before  the  eyes  of 
the  Indian  officials  to  stimulate  the  trade 
whenever  they  are  short  of  revenue,  and 
I  have  on   previous  occasions  quoted 
many  despatehes  from  Indian  officials 
stating  that  they  must  grow  more  opium 
Obecause  the  revenue  is  falling  off.     It 
is  a  degrading  trade  in  all  ways.    Indian 
officials  think  so  much  of  keeping  up 
the  revenue  that  they  forget  the  conne- 
•quences  of  the  trade.    The  desire  should 
De  to  decrease,  and  not  increase,  the  ex- 
portation of  opium  from  India.  I  think  I 
nave  proved  in  this  House  over  and  over 
again  that  the  opium  traffic  is  of  little 
or  no  use  to  the  cultivators  in  India. 
But,    Sir,    what  do  your   own  people 
say?    I  have  here  a  letter  addressed 
to    the     Gbvemment     begging     that 
Government  not  to  permit  the  poppy 
to  be  cultivated  in  Scinde,  and  expres- 
sing very  strong  objection  to  the  intro- 
duction of  an  industry  so  demoralizing  in 
its  tendency  as  the  poppy  cultivation  and 
manufacture  of  opium  into  a  province 
where  at  present  it  is  unknown  and 
not  asked  for  by  the  people.     Now,  Sir, 
the  Indian  Executive  have  ample  power 
to  do  as  they  like  in  this  matter  as  far 
as  the  cultivation  is  concerned,  because 
they  license  every  yard  of  land  under 
-cultivation,  and  if  they  choose  to  decrease 
the  quantity  they  can  do  so,  and  I  think 
this  House  will  say  they  ought  to  do  so. 
"The  Ihdfan  GNyvermnent  is  acting,  and 
:the  Oovemosent  and  ttfhott.  FHcrtads  on 


the  other  side  of  the  House  who  ar^ 
supporting  this  trade  are  acting  in  defi- 
ance of  the  expressed  wishes  of  th<i 
whole  of  the  Christian  Churches  of  the* 
couiitry.  And  I  say  that  a  great  res]£K)iii- 
sibility  rests  upon  them.  The  Convocft* 
tions  of  Canterbury  and  York  have  n^ 
titioned  this  House  against  the  traaei  f 
the  whole  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Bishopi 
of  the  United  Kingdom  have  done  tne 
same;  the  Wesleyan  Methodiste,  th6 
Primitive  Methodists,  the  Baptiste,  thd 
Congregationalists,  the  Society  ot 
Friends,  and  both  the  Free  Church  and 
National  Church  of  Scotland  haVd 
petitioned  the  House  against  it.  Thd 
representative  bodies  of  the  Christian 
Churches  are  united  on  the  question, and 
the  feeling  they  have  expressed  regard- 
ing it  is  one  which  the  House  ought 
not  to  put  aside.  I  should  think  ther^ 
is  hardly  an  hon.  Gentleman  in  thia 
House  who  does  not  subscribe  to  mis- 
sions in  some  way  or  other ;  certainly 
there  is  not  one  who  does  not  represent 
a  constituency  that  does  not  largely  sub- 
scribe to  them.  As  long  as  you  are' 
sending  your  missionaries  to  China, 
teking  with  them  the  hard-earned  money 
of  your  constituento,  you  ought  tO 
see  that  no  unnecessary  impediments 
are  placed  in  the  way  of  their  work. 
The  Indian  Government  Heport 
states : — 

''There  is  no  doubt  the  depreciation  of  6X« 
port  opium  is  one  of  the  indications  of  the  great 
falling  off  in  the  China  opium  trade.  The  re- 
ports from  Consuls  lead  to  the  belief  that  the 
loss  to  the  Indian  Revenue  will  continue,  that 
there  will  be  a  steadily  increasing  deficit." 

I  find  that  the  largest  net  revenue  wd 
ever  had  from  opium  in  any  one  year 
was  in  1881  when  it  was  £8,45I,27tf. 
In  1885  it  was  £5,849,829.  and  in  1886-7 
it  was  £6,213,913.  Of  these  amountlT 
£5,926,924  was  the  amount  derived  frbni 
Bengal  in  18»l,  £3,316,172  in  188:5. 
and  £3,629,615  in  1886-7,  the  remainde)!' 
heing  due  te  Bombay  opium.  I  havtf 
always  felt  the  great  difficulty  of  touch- 
ing the  ICalwa  opium ;  it  pays  a  high 
duty  to  independent  States,  and  it  cati 
only  reach  the  seaboard  throng' 
British  India,  and  I  have  never  reiconi- 
mended  that  anything  should  be  doti# 
beyond  leaving  this  to  be  d^alt  Witic 
hereafter  by  negotiation  with  fH^hdlj^ 
States  in  a  manner  that  meets  the  juSt 
requirements  of  the  case.  But  ^e  ought 
to  deal  at  once,  and  I  think  w^can  detf, 
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with  our  own  Department  of  Bevonue. 
Looking  at  the  depreciated  value  of  silver 
we  have  to  deal  with  a  Bengal  revenue 
from  opium  of  some   £2,500,000,   but 
taking  it  even  at  £3,000,000  it  is  not  a 
figure  we  need  be  afraid  to  deal  with. 
Sly  hon.  Friend  has  made  various  sug- 
gestions as  to  how  the  falling  off  in  the 
revenue    could    be    met.    The    Cotton 
Dutes,  as  he  said,  were  not  abolished  at 
the  request  of  the  Indian  Government,  or 
people,  but  to  meet  the  desires  of  the 
manufacturers  here.  £  1 ,  200, 000  was  the 
amount  thus  taken  from    the   Indian 
Exchequer,    and    the  duties    replaced 
would  be  so  much  (nearly  one-half)  to- 
wards the  £3,000,000  we  desire  to  find. 
Investigations  have  been  made  by  Lord 
Northbrook  and  others  into  the  Indian 
xhilitary  expenditure,  and    it  has  been 
pointed  out   as  the  result    how  large 
savings  might  be  effected  under  that 
head  without  in  any  way  detracting  from 
the  power  we  ought  to  possess  in  India. 
I  have  put  the  question  to  a  great  many 
military  men,  and  they  all  agree  that 
large  savings   might    be    made    with- 
out    lowering     our     actual     military 
strength.     Suppose  we  get  £500,000  or 
£600,000  from  that,  and  speaking  from 
memory  I  believe  that  it  has  been  sug- 
gested  by  some  authorities   we    could 
save    a  great  deal    more,   more    than 
double  that   sum.     There  is  then  the 
question   of  what  ie  the  duty  of  this 
country  as  regards  the  expenses  of  Bur- 
mah.     I  have  always  advocated  that  if 
we  in  this  House  ask  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment to  make  considerable  sacrifices  of 
revenue  in  order  to  fulfil  the  demand 
made  on  them  by  this  country,  we  ought 
to    be  prepared  out  of  our  own  taxa- 
tion to  do  something  towards  meeting 
the  deficit,  if  such  occurred,  by  the  adop- 
tion of  our  policy.    I  feel  perfectly  cer- 
tain  that  if  the    Indian  Government, 
instead  of  looking  at  the  abolition  of 
the  opium  trade  as  something    impos- 
sible to  accomplish  would  regard  it  as 
an  end  which,  is  desirable,  and  is  to  be 
attained,  and  were  to  apply  their  minds 
to  it  with  the  desire  of  accomplishing 
that  which  all  Christian  people  desire, 
the  cultivation  of  the  poppy  in  Ben- 
gal might  be  abandoned  without  injury 
to  the  cultivators   there,  for   it  is  all 
we  can  do  to  get  them  to  cultivate  it 
at    all.      By   these    methods     by    the 
Cotton  Goods  Duty,  by  the  help  of  this 
country  in  regard  to  Butmah,  and  by 
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economy  in  administration  we  oould  find 
a  way  out  of  the  financial  difficulty  of 
the  policy  we  earnestly  recommend  to* 
the  House.     I  have  spoken  eameetljy. 
for    I    feel    warmly    on    this    subjcK^- 
as    one  of    the  greatest   blots   on  the 
fair  name  of  Englishmen  and  of  English 
administration  in  the  world.    Turn  over- 
French  and  German  newspapers,   and. 
you  find  it  constantly  alluded  to.     T 
really  think,  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  look  at  it  in  the  light  in 
which  we  have  endeavoured  to  indicate 
it,  with  the  desire  to  do  something  that 
would  not  expose  the  people  of  India,, 
who  are  poor  enough  and  could  not  bear- 
much  more  pressure  of  taxation,  to  freak- 
burdens,  they  would  be  able  first  to  cur- 
tail and   then   abandon    that    portion, 
of  the  revenue  derived  from  the  cul- 
tivation in  Bengal,  leaving  for  futore^ 
negotiation  the  two  and  a- half  millions 
of  transport  duties  on  Malwa  opium.     L 
have  endeavoured  to  do  what  I  could  to 
throw  light  on  the  subject,  and  I  have^ 
great  faith  in  those  religious  teachingft' 
which,  in  one  form  or  another,  are  dear* 
to  every  Member  here.     This  trade,  de- 
moralizing to  so  large  a  portion  of  man- 
kind, stands  in  the  way  of  the  spread  of 
the  Christian  faith  that  we  all  desire, 
knowing   the  blessings   which   always 
must  accompany  it. 

♦Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  r 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
seconded  this  Motion  is  not  nearly  sO' 
thorough- going  as  that  of  the  hon* 
Member  who  proposed  the  Motion.  The^ 
contention  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire is  that  the  Government  of  India  ia 
as  responsible  for  the  duty  on  tlie  Afalwa. 
opium  as  for  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy 
in  Bengal,  and  that  is  thoroughly  con- 
sistent with  the  principle  he  has  always^ 
advocated.  No  doubt,  if  we  are  to  take 
the  moral  view  recommended  by  the» 
hon.  Members  who  have  moved  and 
seconded  this  Resolution,  if  we  are  to  try 
and  fulfil  what  they  call  the  desire 
of  the  Christian  people  of  this  country^ 
that  the  traffic  in  opium  should  be 
abolished,  we  cannot  stop  at  halT 
measures — the  abolition  must  be  com- 
plete. I  have  always  admired  the 
courage  and  consistency  of  the  hon** 
Member  for  Flintshire,  but  I  think. 
to-night  he  has  surpassed  himself.. 
Only  two  days  ago  he  made  a  very 
serious  attack  upon  the  Excise  Bevenue' 
the  Government  of  India  derivea  frouk 
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rthe  sale  of  spiritaous  liquors,  and  now 
he  is  attacking  the  Opium   Revenue. 
ILast  year  he  attacked  the  Salt  Tax,  and, 
as  we  are  now  g^ing  back  upon  ancient 
'history  to  make  atonement  for  the  sins 
-of  our  fathers  committed  in  carrying 
•on  the  opium  war  of  1840,  we  might 
as  well  retrace  our  steps  a  little  further 
•And  g^ve  up  the  land  revenue  of  Bengal 
on  account  of  the  misdeeds  of  Warren 
'Hastings ;  and  as  to  the  land  revenue 
•of     the    Punjab,    I    think,    consider- 
ing the  number  of  undeveloped  Burkes 
that  sit  below  the  Gangway  opposite, 
we    may  look  forward   to   the  forma- 
tion of  a  party  to  urge  the  claims  of 
the  Maharajah  Dhuleep  Singh  to  the 
revenue  of  that  province.     The  hon. 
Jiiember  for  Flintshire  is  perfectly  in- 
satiable in  his  attacks  upon  the  revenues 
of  India.     I  remember  in  his  somewhat 
irreverent    commentary    upon    certain 
passages  in  "  Exodus  "  Mark  Twain  re- 
marks that  if  Pharoah  had  only  dreamed 
Another  dream  and  Joseph  had  inter- 
preted it,  the  people  of  Egypt  would  have 
had  nothing  left  to  live  upon  ;    and   I 
think  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire 
makes  another  pilgrimage  to  Bombay 
the  unfortunate  Indian  Government  wiU 
be  in  danger  of  having  no  revenue  left. 
However,    on   this  occasion,    the   hon. 
Member  was  good   enough  to  tell  us 
how  he  intended  to  supply  the  Bevenue 
he  proposes  to  take  away  in  the  manner 
set    forth    in    his   Motion.     The    hon. 
Member  is,  I  think,  a  little  in  error  in 
his  estimate  of   the    total   amount  of 
which  he  would  deprive  the  people  of 
India ;   he  puts  it  at  six  millions,  and 
that  is  the  net  revenue  derived  by  the 
<]^overnment    of  India,   but    the    total 
▼alue    of   the   crop  sold  to    Ohina   is 
between  ten  and  eleven  millions.      If 
jou  are  going  to   do   away    with   the 
•cultivation  of  the  poppy,   you  deprive 
the  people  of  India  of  10  or  1 1  millions 
derived    from    the   cultivation    of   the 
iDrop. 

«Mb.  S.   smith  :    They  could  grow 
Bomething  else. 

«Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN :  A  suggestion 
readily  made,  but  they  could  not  grow 
Anything  so  profitable.  Opium  is  the 
most  profitable  crop  that  can  be  grown. 
The  hon.  Member  made  proposals 
to-ni^ht  which  were  accepted  sub- 
stantially by  hisseconder.and  as  to  which 
I  shall,  wiUi  some  curiosity,  watch  the 
•bourse  of  this   debate  to  see  if   any 


responsible  Member  on  the  Front  Bench 
opposite  adopts  them.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  supply  the  deficiency  he  pro- 
poses to  create  in  the  Indian  Kevenue, 
first  by  laying  a  tax  of  ten  per  cent  on 
all  English  manufactures  imported  into 
India,  not  only  cotton  goods  but  other' 
goods,  and  he  mentioned  metals.    From 
that    he    hopes    to   get  four    millions^ 
and  then  he  is  going  to  ask  the  British 
tax-payer     to     be    good    enough    to 
pay    a    million     and    a    half    a    year 
for   the   expenses   of   the    administra- 
tion  of  Burmah,  and  then  he  proposes 
to    get    another    half-million    out    of 
bi-metallism.       This    is    the    financial 
programme  of   the  hon.   Member    for 
Flintshire,  and  I  look   with   eagerness 
to  see  if  it  is  adopted  on   the  Front 
Bench  opposite.    It  would  be  a  delight- 
ful programme  for  the  Liberal  Party  to 
go  to  the  country  with,  but  I  should 
like  to  know  how  many  Members  who 
voted  for  it  would  return  to  this  House 
to  assist  in  carrying  it  into  effect. "  The 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  told  us  a 
good  deal  about  the  frightful  sufferings 
we  inflict  on  the  people  of  Ohina  by  this 
Godless  traffic,  but  I  should  like  to  know 
who  are  the  hon.  Members'  clients.    Are 
they  the  Government  of  Ohina  or  the 
people  of  Ohina?    Where  are  the  hon. 
Members'  credentials?    Why  does  the 
hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  come  here 
and  claim  to  speak  in  the  name  of  the 
people  of  Ohina,  and  ask  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  trade?    The  hon.  Member 
has  g^ven  us  nothing  in  support  of  his 
claim,  but  extracts  from  the  reports  of 
missionaries— excellent  men,  no  doubt, 
and  animated  by  the  best  intentions, 
but,  according  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  (Mr.  Oaine),  who  lately  travelled 
over  the  scene  of  tneir  labours,  they  are 
not  always  so  successful  as  one  would 
desire    them    to    be.    After    all,    mis- 
sionaries are  but  human,  and  it  must 
be  a  great  temptation  to  them  when 
they  know  their  mission  has  failed  to 
raise  a  cry  likely  to  appeal  at  once  both 
to  the  hearts  and  tne  pockets  of  the 
English  people.  I  maintain  that  portions 
of  the  language  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member  show  a  tendency  to  exaggera- 
tion greatly  to  be  deplored.      Humaii 
nature,  in  all  countries  and  among  all 
races,  has  always  shown  a  craving  for 
stimulants    of    one  kind    or    another; 
Some  persons  satisfy  this  craving  by  in- 
dulgence in  alcoholic  drinks,  some  by 
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smoking  tobacco,  some  by  smoking  or 
drinking  opium,  and  some  even  gratify 
it  by  unlimited  indulgence  in  platform 
oratory,  or  by  moving  sensational  Reso- 
lutions in  the  House  of  Commons. 
All  these  ways  of  gratifying  the 
appetite  are  injurious  if  carried 
to  excess,  but  I  believe  a  moderate 
use  of  stimulants  is  wholesome  and 
beneficial  rather  than  injurious  to  man- 
}fmd.  The  hon.  Member  has  declaimed 
m>on  the  decay  and  degradation  of  the 
Oninese  people,  their  terrible  state  of 
misery  and  poverty  and  so  on,  and 
offered  as  proof  the  falling  off  in  the 
4irect  trade  between  Great  Britain  and 
China.  Now  I  must  say  that  in 
^s  part  of  his  speech  he  was  not 
Quite  so  candid  as  I  should  have  exr 
peoted  him  to  be,  for  he,  with  his  very 
thorough  knowledge  of  commercial 
affairs,  must  be  perfectly  well  aware 
that  the  falling  off  in  the  value 
of  trade  between  England  and  China 
of  late  years  is  due  to  these  facts: 
First,  a  general  decline  in  prices 
which  has  affected  the  trade  of 
all  countries  in  some  degree ;  secondly, 
Indian  tea  now  enters  very  largely  into 
competition  with  Chinese  tea,  and  the 
•xportation  of  tea  from  China  h^  con- 
siderably decreased;  and  also  Indian 
cotton  manufactures  have  to  a  consider- 
able extent  supplanted  the  cotton  goods 
which  used  to  oe  sent  from  this  country 
to  the  East.  So  in  both  exports  and 
imports  there  has  been  ^  considerable 
reduction  in  trade,  but  this  falling  off  is 
^ot  at  all  due  to  a  falling  off  in  either 
the  producing  or  the  consuming  capacity 
of  the  Ohinese  people.  The  ihon. 
Member  tells  us  these  people  are  in  a 
p^tate  of  miserable  physical  decay,  but  as 
everybody  knows  there  is  no  more  pro- 
lific, industrious,  or  energetic  race  in  ail 
the  East  than  the  Chinese ;  they  overflow 
itheir  own  country  and  emigrate  in  such 
swarms,  not  only  to  the  Straits  Settle- 
ments, where  they  are  predominant,  but 
to  America  and  AjUstialia,  that  the 
Governments  of  America  and  Australia, 
j^  foremost  communities  of  the  Western 
Worldi  are  passing  stringent  laws  to 
keep  out  the  competition  of  Chineee 
labour,  and  this  labour,  which  our  own 
pace  find  so  difficult  to  compete  witti,  the 
^on.  Member  sftys  is  that  of  a  people 
i^rly  4omoralized  by  the  consumption 
^  opium !  Whj,  Six,  thejse  aje  travel- 
j^^  tales,  which  seem  to  nxfi  eveii  ^  be  I 
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invented  to  trade  on  the  credu^ty  of  tha 
English  people.    iFor  Heaven's  sake  let 
us  deal  with  this  matter  as  men  of  th^  - 
world.   The  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire 
sets  up  as  a  universal  oenpor  of  moriJs;: 
he  has  laid  down  the  law  thfit  nobody 
in  this  country  should  drink   a  glass  of 
beer  or  read  a  French  novel,  and  now 
he  appears  to  have  taken  under  his  pro- 
tection the  morals  of  all  the  people  of 
India  and  China.    I  do  not  think  they 
will  thank  him  for  his  efforts.   I  do  ngt 
believe  that  the   Chinese  people  have- 
any  of    those  fine  feelings  aoout  th^ 
consumption  of  opium  he  attributes  to 
their    Government.        No    doubt    th^ 
Emperor  at  the  time  of  the  Chinese  War 
of  1840  did  give  utterance  to  a  very 
grand  sentiment,  that  he  would  not  $t 
any  price  consent  to  the  introduction  of 
a    drug    that    would    demoralize     fna 
people,  but  I  fancy  that  he  must  at  the* 
time  have  had  at  his  elbow  a  mandarin 
of  something  of  the  same  temperament 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintsnire  who 
indited     this    very      beautiful    moral 
maxim  for  him.    The  real  position  of' 
the  Chinese  Government  was  to  .try  and 
^et  as  much  revenue  from  the   foreign 
importations  as  they  possibly  could,  and 
the  cause  of  their  quarrel  with  us  waf 
that  we  wo\ild  not  let  them  have  a  larger 
share  of  the  Opium  Revenue  |than  we* 
thought  they  were  legitimately  entitled 
to.      The    hon.    Member     says     we 
are  responsible   for    the    introduction 
of    the  taste  for    opium   into    Ohinay 
but    I  think  it  can  be  proved  that, 
long    before  the  war  of  1840,   native 
opium     was    very    largely    oidtivate^. 
in    many    of    the  provinces  of  Ohixi^. 
and  that  cultivation  has  gone  on  in- 
creasing ever  since.    If  we  were  to  give* 
i^p  the  traffic,  and  inflict  on  the  people 
of  India  the  loss  of  thip  laree  revenue^ 
we  should  do  no  good  to  the  moralij^ 
of  the  Chinese  people.    There  is  mother 
point  that   I    would   impress  on  the 
House,  and  it  is  this.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  talking  so  glibly  of  ,the  miUkypB 
the  British  tfucpayers  ought  to  present 
to  the  Indian  people  as  (Oj^mpenBation 
for  their  loss  oi  revenue,  h^  ^^  told 
us  where  the  money  should  come  from. 
I  hope  when  he  lays  his  nTOgra^nme' 
before  the  country   he   will   t^  ^ 
British  taxpayers  in  wha|t  way  J^e  m- 
tends  to  bring  this  1^  millions  a-year  of 
extra  taiAtio;i  we  are  going. to  kna&e  ^ 
pi^esent  oi  to  t^ie  Government  ^of  ^  ^* 
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Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  say  that  we 
ought  to  extort  any  trfbute  from 
the  people  of  India;  but  I  must 
maintain  that  it  would  be  far  better 
for  us  to  abandon  that  country, 
than  to  make  it  a  drain  upon  the  re- 
sources of  Ens^land  as  the  hon.  Member 
proposes  we  should.  I  should  have  the 
greatest  conBdence  in  appealing  to  the 
country  to  maintain  this  revenue,  which 
is  of  the  greatest  value  to  the  people  of 
India,  against  the  programme  of  the 
hon.  member  to  do  away  with  it,  and 
replace  it  by  a  burden  on  the  taxpayers 
of  Great  Britain. 
Sib    Q.    CAMPBELL  :     The    hon. 

Member  below  me  has  certainly 
been  very  fortunate  in  the  ballot 
in  securing  two  places  in  one  week 
for  his  Motions  in  relation  to 
India.  I  cordially  voted  with  him  on 
the  last  occasion  but  I  cannot  do  so  on 
this,  and  my  main  reason  is  that  we  are 
responsible  for  the  people  of  India,  but 
not  for  the  people  of  China.  This 
view  prevents  me  voting  with  one  part 
of  the  Motion  though  I  could  support 
the  other,  and  in  that  smise  I  placed  an 
Amendment  on  the  Notice  Paper  that 
expresses  what  I  think  the  right  view 
in  this  matter.  I  entirely  assent  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Resolution  regretting 
the  history  of  our  opium  policy  in  for- 
cing the  introduction  upon  China.  That  I 

think  should  be  the  subject  of  national 
regret,  and  I  accept  that  part  of  the 
Motion  in  the  most  complete  manner. 
But  then  my  hon.  Friend  goes  on  to  say 
that  the  traiffic  in  the  drw  is  repugnant 
to  the  true  interests  of  China,  and 
though  I  do  not  greatly  differ  ftom  him 
I  doubt  whether  it  is  any  affair  of  ours 
whether  the  trade  is  repugnant  to  the 
interests  of  China  or  not.  My  view  is 
that  the  Government  of  India  have 
nothinflf  to  do  with  that ;  they  impose  a 
tax  and  restrict  the  cultivation  of  opium, 
as  they  might  oi  any  other  drug,  and  for 
the  rest  my  Amendment  eatprcgseo  mf 
^ew  tbat  our  Qoveniment  should 
abstain  Uoxa  forcing  or  facilitating  the 
introduction  of  opium  into  China  by 
treaty  or  otherwise.  We  do  not  ifbroe 
opium  into  Chines^  ports  ;  China 
accepts  it   on   eertaili   terms    nsing 


out  of  circumstances   of  former  times  ; 
but  I  g^  further  and  say  we  should  not 
afford  special  facilities  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  our  opium.     We  are  bound  to- 
let  the  Chinese  Government  take  their 
own  course ;  we  are  bound  to  regard  the 
Chinese    as  a    free    and    independent 
nation,  and  to  say  ''  we  repent  of  our 
past  sins ;  you  are  now  free  to  admit  or 
leave  our  opium ;  tax  high,  tax  low  a» 
you  please,  we  are  not  entitled  to  inter- 
fere, more  than  that  the  trade  is  on  our 
conscience,  and  we  do  not  feel  justified  in 
forcing  vou  to  take  ours  or  any  other 
opium. '^      That    position    I    take    it 
would  be  a  just  position  and  free  us  from 
much  trouble.     But  I  am  afraid  that  it 
is  the  case  that  the  Chinese  Government 
are  not  now  anxious  to  stop  the  trade, 
but  are  intent  rather  on  dividing  the 
profit  with  ourselves.     They  have  made 
a  bargain  by  which  they  ag^ee  to  admit 
our  opium   on  certain   terms,  and   we 
agree  to  collect  the  duty  for  them.     I 
ODJect  to  that  course.     I  think  we  ought 
to  wash  our  hands  of  this  business  and 
make  no  attempt  to  induce  the  Chinese  to 
receive  our  opium  in  return    for  our 
facilitating  the  {collection  of  that  duty* 
I  think  we  should  leave  the  Chinese 
free  to  do  exactly  as  they  like ;  but  I 
object  to  the  phrase  in  this  Resolution, 
which  says  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Indian  Government  to  stop  the  opium 
traffic.    The  Indian  Government  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  introduction  of 
opium  into  China.  It  does  not  encourage 
he  gprowing  of  opium  in  India ;  on  the 
contrary,  it  very  materially  restricts  it  by 
imposing    a     heavy    tax     upon    it — a 
heavier    one    even    than    tnat    upon 
alcoholic  liquors  in  this  country.    Well, 
objecting  as  I  do  to  the  injury  to  Indian 
cultivators    and  to    Indian    taxpayers 
which  would  ensue  from  the  stopping 
of  opium  cultivation,  what  strikes  me 
is  that  neither  the  Mover  nor  Seconder 
of  the  Resolution  has  ever  faced  the 
practical  question  how  you  are  to  make 
up  for  ihe  loss  to  the  Indian  Exchequer 
if  you  call  upon  the  Indian  GOvemmeot 
to  put  an  end  to  the  traffic.    What  sub- 
stitute would  they  propose  for  the  opium 
duty  ?    But  I  have  denied  before  and  I 
denv  ag^ain  that  tiiis  is  a  question  of 
Indian  revenue.    No  doubt  it  is  the 
case  ihat  the  revenue  ^derived  fiom  tfauii 
source  is    iueideDtally  an    important 
question,  but  1  maintain  that  it  is  not  # . 
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^tal  question  which  we  are  entitled  to 
put  forward  as  an    argument   against 
stopping  the  opium  trade,  if  it  could  be 
stopped.    K  China  herself  were  to  put  a 
rstop  to  it  I  should  say  we  must  submit 
•and  make  up  for  the  loss  of  revenue  as 
best   we  can.     But  I   deny  that  it  is 
purely  a  revenue  question.  If  the  culti- 
vation of  the  poppy  were  stopped  in 
India  the  effect  would  be  to  stimulate 
the  cultivation  in   other  parts  of  the 
world.     The  Seconder  of  the  Eesolution 
-  alluded  to  the  cultivation  in  the  Native 
States,  but  did  not  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
point  to  which  I  am  now  referring.  The 
result  of  putting  an  end  to  the  cultivation 
in  India  would  be  that  it  would  be 
taken  up  in  the  Native  States.     It  may 
be  said  that  we  could  prevent  the  culti- 
'vation  there  also.     So  we  could,  but  it 
would  only  be  by  the  adoption   of  a 
high-handed  policy.     How  could  we  do 
it    without    taking    on     ourselves    the 
administration  of  those  States?     And 
even  when  we  had  stopped  the  cultiva- 
tion in  the  Native   States   we  should 
be    powerless    to     prevent    increased 
cultivation    in     China.      Why,     even 
now     the     cultivation     is     increasing 
to  such   an  extent    in    China  that    it 
threatens    to    exting^sh    the    Indian 
trade.     And    if    the   Indian    trade  is 
stopped  it  will  be  stimulated  in  Persia, 
Turkey,    Africa,    America,   and   other 
places ;  so  that,  whilst  we  shall  be  doing 
>no  good  to  our  own  people,  we  shall  be 
encouraging  the  trade  in  other  countries. 
It    is  because    this    result    would    be 
brought  about,  that  I  cannot  support 
ihe  Motion.     I  would  urge  the  Oovern- 
ment  to  intimate   to  the  Chinese  that 
ihe  Treaties   of  Tientsin    and  Ohefoo 
will  be  brought  to  an  end,  and  that  this 
.  country  will  no  more  interfere  with  the 
opium  trade  of  China  than  it  does  with 
-the   whisky    trade  at  home.      I  have 
t  lived  in  opium  districts  a  considerable 
part  of  my  life,  and  have  been  respon- 
sible for  the  opium  revenue  in  Bengal, 
where  a  searching  inquiry  was  made 
into  the  question.     I  can  say,  from  my 
own  knowledge,  that  the  opium  culti- 
vators are  not  debauched  by  opium — 
that  they  do  not  use  their  own  opium 
to  any  extent.      I    have  studied  this 
matter  a  good  deal,  and  the  conclusion 
I  have  come  to  is  tiiat  opium  smoking 
is  a  matter  of  race.     Nations,  we  are 
-.told,  require  some  sort  of  stimulant — 
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some  opium,  some  whisky,  aome 
speechifying.  Without  dealing  with 
the  last-named  category,  the  Arian 
races,  I  may  say,  are  gi^on  to  alooholio 
stimiilants,  and  the  Turanian  have  a 
tendency  to  opium,  and  that  probably 
is  why  opium  is  less  baneful  in  its  effects 
upon  the  Chinese  than  upon  others. 
The  opium  question  is  not  so  difficult  as 
the  question  of  alcohol,  and  it  is  on  that 
ground  that  I  voted  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  when 
he  brought  forward  his  Motion  the  other 
day  relating  to  the  liquor  traffic  in 
India,  although  I  am  not  prepared  to 
vote  for  a  Resolution  condemning  the 
the  cultivation  of  the  poppy  in  India, 
either  as  an  Indian  or  a  Chinese  ques- 
tion.  With  regard  to  the  picturesque 
description  which  has  been  given  to  us 
of  an  opium  den,  I  venture  to  say 
that  a  Chinese  traveller  in  this 
country  would  be  able  to  draw 
quite  as  vivid  and  telling  a  picture  of 
horror  of  a  London  gin  palace.  Drugs 
and  strong  drinks  are  no  more  injurious 
in  the  one  country  than  in  the  other,  and 
when  we  have  put  an  end  to  the  liquor 
traffic  in  this  country  we  may  begin  to 
think  about  putting  an  end  to  the  opium 
traffic  in  India.  I  admit  that  opium 
in  India  and  spirits  in  thia  country  are 
bad,  but  I  contend  that  opium  in  India 
is  not  nearly  so  injurious  as  spirits  in 
this  country. 

♦Me.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  think  that  if  we  refer  to  what 
took  place  on  this  subject  some  14  years 
ago  when  the  question  was  brouglit 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House 
we  shall  see  that  a  great  advance  has 
been  made  towards  a  solution  of  the 
problem.  At  that  time  I  myself  brought 
forward  a  Motion  having  for  its  object 
a  diminution  in  the  manufaoture  of 
opium  by  the  Government  of  India,  and 
that  Motion,  as  hon.  Members  may 
suppose,  was  rejected  by  a  large 
majority.  Since  then  the  question  has 
grown  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  the 
country,  so  much  so  that  in  1876|  when 

considerable  pressure  had  been  brooeht 
to  bear  on  the  Oovemment  of  the  daj 
and  the  Ohefoo  Convention  was  drawn 
up  it  took  something  like  six  years  to 
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get  the  Convention  ratified,  the  Govern- 
ment of  the    day    being  unwilling  to 
ratify    it.     That  Convention  produoed 
almost  a  revolution  in  political  history 
as   between    China    and   this  country. 
China  had  no  independence  up  to  then, 
but  she  has  now  became  practically  inde- 
pendent, and  was  able  to  impose  a  far 
heavier  tax  on  Indian  opium  than  she 
had  ever  imposed  before.    We  no  longer 
coerce  China  [in  the  matter,  and  that  I 
bold  is  a  considerable  advance  to  have 
made.     Indignant  protests  were  made, 
extending     as     far*    back     as     1858, 
when    the    Treaty    of     Tientsin     was 
ratified     between      this    country     and 
China,       and       great       dissatisfaction 
was        caused      in      the      minds      of 
thinking    people,    but    much    of    that 
dissatisfaction  has  been  since  removed, 
and   China  is  now  in  a  very  different 
position  from  what  she  was  then.     Now 
that  the   matter   has  come  before   the 
House  of  Commons  in  a  somewhat  dif- 
ferent form  than   formerly — rather  at- 
tacking  the   Government    of  India  in 
regard  to  the  manufacture  of  opium  and 
the  monopoly  it  holds  than  dealing  with 
the  matter  on  general  grounds — I  think 
we,   at  all  events,  may  have  some  good 
hope  for  believing  that  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment will  take  note  of  the  view  so 
strongly  held  by  many  persons  in  this 
country  —  held     by     every    Christian 
Church,    so    far   as    I    know,   in    the 
country.     The  opinion  of  the  Christian 
Churches  in    this  country  is  that  the 
Indian  Government  ought  no  longer  to 
he  the  producers  and  manufacturers  of 
this  drug.     Those  who  have  studied  the 
question  know  the  great  difficolties  to  be 
faced,  especially  the  difficulty  of  dealing 
with   Malwa  opium.     You  will  not  by 
raising  the  tax  stop  the  flow  of  opium 
into  China ;  and   you  have  to  consider 
the   difficulty  caused  by  the  fact  that 

this  has  become  a  question  of  revenue  in 
China.  Since  the  Chefoo  Convention 
China  has  obtained  a  large  sum  from  the 
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opium  trade,  and  now  that  she  has  got  so 
much  she  will  try  to  get  more  when  the 
Treaty  comes  to  be  reviewed  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years.  I  hope  she  will 
be  allowed  to  exercise  a  free  hand  in 
the  matter,  whether  she  desires  to  im- 
pose a  prohibitive  tariff  or  admit  opium 
to  the  privileges  of  free  trade.  In  addi- 
tion to  the  evidence  on  this  opium 
question  quoted  by  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, I  would  point  out  that  Sir 
William  Muir  in  an  able  article 
thought  it  most  objectionable  that  the 
Indian  Government  should  take  so 
active  a  part  in  the  opium  trade, 
and  that  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock 
maintained  some  years  ago  that  if 
there  was  a  gradual  diminution  of 
the  manufacture  of  opium  in  India 
the  Chinese  Government  would  pari 
patiUy  diminish  the  production  of  opium 
in  China.  Whether  or  not  that  can  be 
said  now  I  do  not  know.  Travellers 
who  have  been  to  China  tell  us  that  the 
cultivation  of  the  poppy  is  largely  in- 
creasing  in    that  country.      Knowing 

well  the  difficulties  that  beset  the 
Government,  I  do  trust  that  they  will 
use  their  best  endeavours  to,  if  not 
altogether  abolish,  at  any  rate  diminish 
the  amount  of  opium  grown  and  manu- 
factured in  Bengal.  Though  we  cannot 
hope  for  the  total  extinction  of  the 
manufacture  of  the  drug,  I  believe  that 
these  protests  from  time  to  time,  and 
the  fact  of  our  calling  public  attention 
to  the  matter,  will  strengthen  the 
Government  in  taking  a  wise  and  equit- 
able view  of  it,  so  that  if  any  sudden 
resolution  is  passed  by  the  House  in 
favour  of  stopping  the  opium  manufac- 
ture, this  House  will  be  found  willing 
to  recoup  the  Indian  Elxchequer  for  the 
loss. 

*SiB  H.  TEMPLE  (Worcester,  Eve- 
sham) :  At  this  late  hour  I  shall  en- 
deavour to  be  brief,  therefore  I  will  not 
touch  upon  what  has  been  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Durham  in  what  is  practically  a  re- 
produotion  of  a  speech  about  India  de- 
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liyeredfrom  these  Benohes  in  1886  and 
answered   by    me    from    the    opposite 
Benohes.     I  then  ventured  to  play  the 
part  of  St.  George  to  the  hon.  Baronet's 
dragon.    But  more  than  this,  I  have  the 
fear  of    your   ruling,   Sir,    before    my 
eyes,   and  do  not  desire  to  follow  the 
hon.  Baronet  into  irrelevant  matter,  the 
Motion    before  the   House  relating  to 
Ohina  rather  than  to  India.     The  hon. 
Mover    of   this    Besolution    has  again 
made  a  temperance  speech  which  ought 
to  have  been  addressed  to  the  people 
of  China  rather  than  preached  to  the 
Members  of  this  House,  who  are  already 
converted.     The  hon.  Mover  should  go 
to  China  with  an  ascetic  robe,  accom- 
panied by  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth 
as  acolytes.     Their  utterances  would  no 
doubt  be  adequately  reproduced  through 
the  medium  of  a  Chinese  interpreter, 
and  g^eat  would  be  the  effect  on  Chinese 
hearts.     Temperance  advocates  in  this 
country,  when  they  preach  against  the 
evils  of  gin- drinking,  do  not  propose  to 
do  away   with    the  revenue  which  the 
Chancellor  of   the    Exchequer  derives 
from  that  source.      We    are   no  more 
bound    to   give  up  the  corresponding 
taxes  on  Indian  opium  than  we  are  to 
abandon  our  revenue  from  wines  and 
spirits  in  England.     The  hon.  Baronet 
asks  whether  the  whole  opinion  of  China 
is  wrong,  and  the  opinion  of  England 
right,  and  points  to  the    prohibitions 
against  the  use  of  opium  issued  from 
time  to  time  by  the  Chinese  Authorities. 
But  are  we  to  accept  the  opinions  of 
men  who  preach  against  what  they  them- 
selves practise  ?   The  Chinese  proclama- 
tion of  1869  has  been  quoted,   and  its 
language  sounded  so  near  to  the  sublime 
that  it  touched  hon.  Members;  but  at 
that  very  time  the  Chinese  Government 
were  encouraging  the  growth  of  the 

poppy  over  a  vast  tract  of  their  own 
country,  and  were  deriving  revenue 
therefrom.     The  very  Mandarins  were 
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opium-smokers.  Am  I  not  entitled  to 
say  that  these  proclamations,  which  are 
quoted  with  such  effect  in  this  House, 
are  nothing  more  than  organized 
hypocrisy.  One  hon.  Member  mentianed 
the  case  of  a  district  in  China  which  had 
been  depopulated  from  the  consequences 
of  opium  smoking,  and  any  outBider 
hearing  him  would  have  supposed  that 
he  was  speaking  of  Indian  opium.  Bat 
that  is  not  the  case.  It  was  native 
grown  Chinese  opium  that  the  people 
had  been  smoking.  Much  is  said  about 
the  evil  of  opium  smoking  in  Ohina  ; 
but  the  very  same  class  of  persons  who 
draw  these  melancholy  pictures  of  the 
condition  of  China  would  draw 'the  same 
picture  of  intemperance  at  home.  Why 
should  we  apply  to  China  a  standard 
which  we  dare  not  apply  to  our  own 
revenue  and  our  own  people?  The 
hon.  Mover  says  England  has  a 
hand  in  the  opium  traffic,  but  I 
maintain  that  England  has  no  hand 
whatever  in  the  opium  traffic  in 
the  sense  that  the  hon.  Member  means. 
The  fact  is  that  the  proportion  of  Indian 
opium  to  Chinese  opium  is  now  very 
small,  the  former  bearing  about  the 
same  proportion  to  the  latter  as  is  borne 
by  the  champagne  wine  of  France  to  the 
rest  of  the  wine  grown  in  that  favoured 
country.  Thus  it  is  China  which  has  be- 
come the  gpreat  producer  of  the  opium 
drug.  I  will  spare  the  House  some 
quotations  I  had  intended  to  make  from 
the  official  reports  of  British  Consuls, 
describing  how  the  opium  of  China  is 

superseding  that  of  India ;  but  they  are 
accessible  to  any  Member  of  this  House. 
It  is  an  extraordinary  circumstance  that 
30  years  ago  India  was  a  sreat  opium 
producing  country  and  China  a  neat 
tea  producing  country,  whereas  India  is 
now  more  and  more  driving  the  Chinese 
tea  out  of  the  British  market,  while,  on 
the  other  hand,  China  is  supersedine 
India  in  production  of  opium  which 
used  to  be  chiefly  an  Indian  drug.  These 
results  are,  I  think,  altogether  to  the 
credit  of  India  and  of  Britub  rule,    The 
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faotisthftt  thscaaseofthe  Chinese  oppo- 
sition is  fiscal  jeBloQBy  and  nothing  else. 
The  Chinese  desire  to  participate  in  th« 
revenue  from  Indian  opium,  and,  there- 
fore, nitb  an  eye  to  the  temperance 
adTooatee  in  England  they  have  tried  to 
throw  every  opprobrium  on  the  Indian 
opium.  They  brought  that  to  the  front, 
though  they  knew  perfectly  well  they  j 
had  Uieir  own  opium  at  the  baok  of  it. 
China  has  now  gained  what  she  con- 
siders to  be  something  like  a  fair  share 
of  the  tax,  and,  therefore,  is  now  oaaaing 
to  protest.  She  has  gained  her  object, 
and  is  now  competing  in  the  production 
and  so  beating  off  the  Indian  drug,  so 
that  her  own  may  have  the  command  of 
the  market.  Some  hon.  Membera  have 
spoken  to-night  as  if  we  have  a  share 
in  the  profits  of  the  trade ;  but  that  is 
notan  accurate  expression.  Those  profits 
go  to  the  Armenians  and  Jews,  and 
various  other  classes  of  highly  eeteemed 
nationalities. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  did  not  refer 
to  the  profits  of  the  trade,  but  to  the 
profiU  of  the  taxation. 
*SiB.  B.  TEMPLE:  I  am  afraid  the 
word  "profits"  is  used  in  a  manner 
which  involves  misapprehension  in  this 
House.  Our  share  is  in  the  taxation, 
and  we  have  no  more  concern  in  the 
profits  than  the  British  Exchequer  has 
in  the  beer  or  wine  trades  of  this  coun- 
try. With  regard  to  the  Chefoo  Con- 
vention, it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
that  Convention  related  to  opium  alone. 
That  Convention  is  the  latest  edition  ol 
the  Treaty  of  Tientsin.  There  is  a  tarifi 
as  long  asyour  arm,  containing  hundreds 
of  items,  of  which  opium  is  only  one- 
Of  course,  at  the  next  reviaion  of  the 
Convention  there  may  be  modifications 
here  and  there,  but  opium  must  take  its 
chance  with  the  rest.  That  revision  is, 
I  understand,  to  take  place  in  the  year 
1896,  and  not  1690,  as  has  been  said, 
that  is  beyond  the  duration  of  this 
Parliament.  So  I  hope  the  House  wil) 
not  be  inclined  to  interfere  in  the 
matter  until  th«n.  I  must  say  a  word 
in  contndiotion  of  the  statement  that  it 
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was  we  who  taught  the  Chinese  to 
smoke  opium.  They  knew  aomethiL(j 
about  opium  smoking  generations  bo- 
fore  we  ever  went  there.  The  report 
of  Sir  Sobert  Hart,  who  is  probably 
the  best  informed  man  on  the 
subject,  and  who  is  the  Imperial 
Commisioners  of  Customs  to  the 
Chinese  Qovemment,  sets  forth  that 
the  use  of  opium  in  China  has  been 
going  on  for— I  forget  how  many 
generations.  Then,  again,  as  to  the 
causes  of  the  Chinese  wars  to  which  at- 
tention has  been  called,  it  is  misleading 
and  an  entire  misreading  of  history  to 
stigmatize  those  wars  as  opium  wars. 
No  title  was  ever  given  to  particular  wars 
which  had  less  justification.  Itisnothing 
more  than  this — that  the  Chinese  had 
for  generations  determined  to  get  rid  of 
the  barbarians  and  to  have  no  com- 
merce with  England  or  any  other 
nation.  In  opposition  to  that  policy  it 
was  determined  that  China  shonld  bo 
thrown  open  to  the  commerce  of  the 
world,  and  It  so  happened  that  in  the 
struggle  which  arose  between  the  British 
local  officials  and  the  Ohineae  offidaU 
the  first  quarrel  ocoarred  about  certain 
opium  stores.  It  chanced  that  some 
opium  stores  were  destroyed.  The  case 
would  have  been  the  same  had  the 
stores  consisted  of  grain  or  of  piece 
goods.  That  was  only  the  spark 
which  set  the  powder  magarine  on  fire, 
and  hence  it  was  that  there  arose  what 
appeared  to  be  an  opium  war,  whereas 
it  was  nothing  but  a  war  of  commerce 
and  international  communication — and 
very  justly  so.  Then,  as  to  the  second 
war  me  same  thing  oocnrred.  It  began 
with  the  lorcha  Arrow.  But  was 
she  an  opium  vessel  ?  Not  at  all ; 
she  was  a  trader,  and  the  question 
that  arose  was  one  relative  to  the 
commercial  position  we  hold  on  the 
Coast  of  China.  I  would  merely  add 
that  the  proportion  which  opium  bears 
to  the  trade  of  China  has  always  been 
small.  The  trade  with  China  now  is 
not  far  from  £60,000,000  or  £70,000,000 
per  annnm,  and  the  opium  trade  is  not 
more  than  one-fourth  or  one-sixth  of 
that  amount.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  proposes  that  we  should  sacri- 
fice some  six  millions  of  Indian  Bevenue 
not  for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  con- 
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dition  of  the  Ohinese,  because  it  would 
do  no  good  in  their  behalf, and  really  for 
nothing  at  all  that  will  conduce  to  the 
interests  of  China  or  the  cause  of  prac- 
tical morality  anywhere.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber suggests  by  way  of  compensation  for 
the  loss   of  this  revenue,    that    there 
should  be  a  tax  on  the  importation  of 
piece  goods  into  India  ;  so  that,  for  the 
sake  of  this  most  fruitless,  bootless,  and 
unnecessary  sacrifice,  we  are  to  impose 
a  burden  on  British  enterprise  entering 
British  territory.     To-morrow,  I  have 
to  go  to  Manchester  to  address  a  meet- 
ing of  my  friends  there,  and  I  will  take 
care  to  submit  to  the  people  of  that  city 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
to  ask  them  how  they  like  the  prospect 
of  such  a  suggestion  being  carried  into 
effect  when  the  Party  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  belongs  returns  to  Power?  Then 
it  is  suggested  that  there  should  be  a 
subvention — that  the  British  taxpayer  is 
to  bear  a  part  of  the  cost  of  the  late 
Burmese  War.     Why  is  not  Lidia  to 
bear  the  cost  of  that  war?    Burmah 
is    essentially    a   part   of    the   British 
Empire.     It  is  a  neighbour  of  India — 
connected  with  India  for  two  genera- 
tions.    The  House  will  remember  that 
for  many  years  India  has  been  drawing 
a  g^eat  surplus  from  Lower  Burmah. 
But  after  all  that,  India  is  not  to  bear 
the  burden  in  relation  to  her  own  newly 
acquired  territory,  and  the  British  tax- 
payer is  to  be  called  upon  to  sustain 
it,   not  for  any    moral    purposes    but 
simply  to  gratify  or  to  satisfy  the  senti- 
mental tastes  of  the  hon.  Mover.  I  appeal 
to  the  House  to  reject  this  resolution 
upon  the  very  considerations  which  have 
been  frankly  and  candidly  adduced  by 
the  hon.  Mover  himself.     His  Besolu- 
tion  is  virtually  answered  by  his  own 
reasons.     He  admits  that  the  Chinese 
people  are  growing  opium  to  such  an 
extent  that  nothing  we  can  do  will  have 
the  slightest  effect  upon  it.     Therefore 
to  sacrifice  the  Indian  revenue  would 
be  merely  to  injure  our  own  subjects  in 
India  for  no  purpose,  and  the  remedies 
which  the  right  hon.   Mover  approves 
and  proposes  by  way  of  compensation 
are    politically,    socially,    and  admini- 
stratively impossible. 

♦Dk.  FAEQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
spoken  of  opium  wars,  but  what  he  has 
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stated  with  regard  to  them  was  not 
well  founded,  because  they  were  simply 
wars  of  tariff.  I  wish  simply  to  deal 
with  our  Government  in  connection 
with  the  charge  of  our  having  forced 
opium  on  the  Chinese.  I  do  not  know 
whether  hon.  Members  recollect  the 
correspondence  which  appeared  in  the 
Times  nine  years  ago,  and  which  was 
carried  on  by  the  Chinese  Envoy  and 
the  late  Mr.  Lawrence  Oliphant.  M. 
Lay,  Chinese  Secretary  to  Lord  Elgin's 
Special  Mission,  wrote  to  the  Times  on 
October  22nd,  1880,  and  said:— 

**  The  Chinese  Government  admitted  opiam 
as  a  legal  article  of  import,  not  undor  oon-. 
straint,  but  of  their  own  free  will,  de- 
liberately.'* 

And  Mr.  Lawrence  Oliphant,  Secretary 
to  the  same  Mission,  also  referring  to 
the  Tientsin  Treaty,  wrote :  — 

**  I  was  appointed,  in  1868,  to  the  Oommiaiion 
for  the  settlement  of  the  trade  and  tariff  regu- 
lations with  China,  and,  during  my  absence 
with  Lord  Elgin  in  Japan,  M.  Lay  was  charged 
to  consider  the  details  with  the  subordinate 
Chinese  officials  named  for  the  purpose.  On 
my  return  to  Shanghai,  I  went  throuffh  the 
tariff  elaborated  by  these  gentlemen  with  the 
Commission  appointed  by  the  Chinese  Gk>Yem- 
ment.  When  we  came  to  the  artide  opium,  I 
informed  the  Commissioner  that  I  had  received 
instructions  from  Lord  Elgin  not  to  insist  on 
the  insertion  of  the  drug  in  the  tariff  dioald 
the  Chinese  Government  wish  to  omit  it.  Tlus 
he  declined  to  do.  I  then  proposed  that  the 
duty  should  be  increased  beyond  the  figure 
suggested  on  the  tariff;  but  to  this  he  objected, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  increase  the  induce- 
ments to  smuggling.  I  trust  that  the  delusion 
that  the  opium  trade  now  existing  with  China 
was  extorted  from  that  country  by  the  British 
Ambassador  may  be  finally  dispelled." 

That  correspondence  proves  soocessfullyi 
if  not  to  the  House,  to  my  own  mind, 
that  opium  trade  was  not  foitied  upon 
the  Chinese  Government  by  ourselves, 
and  that  really  the  Ohinese  were  not 
reluctant  to  enter  upon  it,  to  say  nothing 
more.  I  would  like  to  say  one  word  as 
to  the  effects  of  the  use  of  opium.  With 
great  deference  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  mover  of  the  Eesolution,  with  whose 
object  I  have  much  sympathy,  and  who 
made  an  excellent  and  iiistruotive  speech 
on  this  question.  I  think  there  has  been 
a  great  deal  of  exaggeration  of  the 
injurious  effects    of    opium  upon   the 
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Ohinese  and  Indian  populations.  Mr. 
Hart,  Oonsul  at  China,  an  extremely 
experienced  man,  sums  up  the  number 
of  opium  eaters  in  Ohina  at  one- third  of 
1  per  cent,  an  infinitesimal  percentage 
indeed.  He  pointed  out  that  the  Chinese 
people  are  strong  enough  and  industrious 
enough,  and  do  not  seem  in  any  way  or 
in  any  material  degree  to  suffer  by  the 
use  of  the  drug.  Eeally  I  think  that  | 
those  who  take  the  opposite  view 
try  to  prove  a  great  deal  too 
much.  If  it  were  correct  that  there 
is  this  frightful  demoralization  from 
the  use  of  opium,  we  should  see 
the  Chinese  people  making  enor- 
mously rapid  strides  to  destruction.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say  that  the  evi- 
dence in  proof  of  such  a  statement  is  of 
a  satisfactory  character.  I  think  a  case 
may  be  made  out  on  the  other  side.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  use  of  opium  in 
small  doses  may  be  of  a  beneficial 
character.  Very  many  use  it  in  small 
doses  with  in  no  degree  hurtful,  but 
beneficial,  results.  The  Chinese  soldiers 
are  in  the  habit  of  taking,  as  a 
matter  of  routine,  certain  small  doses 
of  opium  ;  at  the  same  time  those 
who  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  them  in  the  field  admit  that  a 
more  brave,  hardy,  and  admirable 
set  of  men  cannot  be  conceived. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  will  bear  me  out  when  I  say 
that  the  Kajpoots,  whp  are  the  finest 
race  in  India,  the  finest  men,  are  also 
in  the  habit  of  takins;  opium  as  a  mat- 
ter of  routine.  It  does  not  make  the 
man  sleep ;  it  seems  to  brace  him,  and 
invigorate  him  for  his  work.  I  remem- 
ber, on  a  former  occasion,  giving 
instances  of  opium  eaters,  and  I 
recollect  reminding  the  House  that 
Wilberforce,  one  of  the  greatest  of 
English  statesmen,  always  took  an 
opium  pill  before  getting  up  to  speak. 
Then  I  should  like  to  say  a  word  on  the 
comparative  effects  of  the  use  of  opium 
and  alcohol.  Now,  no  one  can  deny, 
who  has  looked  at  the^question,  that  the 
effects  of  alcohol  are  very  much  worse 
than  those  of  opium.  It  causes  degene- 
ration of  the  tissues  of  the  body,  and 
injures  the  kidneys,  or  brain,  or  some 
other  internal  organ.  No  such  effects 
are  produced  by  opium,  nor  has  anyone 
contended  that  sucn  effects  are  produced. 
We    often    find    a   large    number   of 


diseases,  including  insanity,  as  the  re- 
sults of  the  use  of  alcohol.  And  it  has 
been  said  that  40  per  cent  of  the  crime  of 
the  country  is  produced  by  alcohol. 
There  is  no  proof  whatever  that  the 
use  of  opium  has  produced  any  specific 
disease,  certainly  not  any  crime,  because 
opium  eaters  in  excess  sleep  away  a 
considerable  portion  of  their  life.  We 
see  a  great  number  of  painful  and 
humiliating  external  manifestations  of 
the  use  of  alcohol,  but  these  are  not 
seen,  nor  proved  to  exist,  in  the  case  of 
opium.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  for  a 
smgle  moment  that  there  are  not  evils 
in  connection  with  the  excessive  use  of 
opium  ;  but  I  do  not  think  any  of  them 
are  so  terrible  as  the  effects  of  alcohol. 
I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  specific 
deterioration  from  the  use  of  opium. 
As  I  endeavoured  to  show,  we  do  not 
force  opium  upon  the  Chinese  people, 
and  the  effects  of  opium  upon  the 
Chinese  people  have  been  very  much 
exap^gerated.  I  think  a  case  has  been 
made  out  against  my  hon.  Friend,  and, 
therefore,  in  support  of  my  own  con- 
victions I  shall  walk  into  the  Lobby 
against  him. 

*Thb  under  secretary  for 
INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham) :  Before 
I  address  the  House  on  the  main  subject, 
allow  me  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
moral  aspect  of  the  question.  Now,  I 
have  the  most  profound  respect  for  the 
good  intentions  of  the  mover  and 
seconder  of  this  Besolntion,  and  I  have 
been  taught  such  a  respect  for  all 
persons  who  spend  their  lives  in  seeking . 
to  improve  the  morals  of  their  fellow- 
creatures.  But  the  older  one  grows, 
and  the  more  experience  one  has,  the 
more  one  sees  how  frequendy  those 
who  desire  im  improve  the  morality  of 
their  fellow -creatures  inflict  greater 
hardships  and  misfortunes  upon  them, 
and  how  dangerous  it  is  for  people, 
however  good  and  however  earnest,  to 
endeavour  to  impose  by  violent  means 
their  ideas  of  what  is  right  and  moral 
upon  their  fellow-creatures.  Now,  I  was 
brought  up  in  the  belief  that  it  was  very 
eithiar  to  aoioke  or  to    dxink 
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bound  by  treaty  in  order  to  put  down 
the  cultivation  of  a  drug  which  in  our 
opinion  ought  not  to  be  grown. 

*Mb.  S.  smith  :  But  treaties  expire. 

*8iK  J.  GOEST  :  Yes,  but  these 
treaties  are  now  in  force.  An  hon. 
Member  has  spoken  of  compensating  the 
native  States  for  the  loss  to  be  sustained 
if  we  stop  the  growth  of  the  poppy ;  but 
remember  that  the  total  revenue  now  re- 
ceived by  the  Native  States  from  the  cul- 
tivation of  the  poppy  is  1,200,000  Rx, 
and  the  sum  that  would  be  required  in 
compensation  for  the  loss  of  that 
amount  would  be  such  as  I  should 
hardly  like  to  propose  either  to  the 
Indian  or  the  British  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  And  even  if  this  were 
done,  what  would  be  the  result  ?  Would 
it  stop  the  consumption  of  opium  in 
China  and  turn  the  Chinese  people  into 
a  people  of  abstainers  ?  Nothing  of  the 
kind.  It  would  simply  open  the  door 
for  native- grown  and  for  Persian  opium  ; 
and  those  poor  Indian  ryots  would  suffer 
in  order  that  Persian  cultivators  might 
gain  the  profits  which  the  morality  of 
this  House  has  deprived  them  of.  Indian 
opium  in  China  is  a  luxury,  just  as 
French  wine  is  a  luxury  in  this  country. 

The  common  people  in  England  con- 
sume beer  and  gin,  and  the  rich  drink 
French  wine.  So  the  Chinese  common 
people  consume  native-grown  Chinese 
opium,  while  the  richer  classes  in  China 
indulge  in  Indian  opium,  and  it  would 
be  just  as  sensible  for  the  French 
Government  to  stop  the  trade  in  French 
wine  because  of  the  intemperate  use  of 
gin  and  beer  in  Great  Britain  as  it  would 
be  for  the  Government  of  India  to  stop 
the  trade  in  Indian  opium  because  of 
the  excesses  of  the  Chinese  consumers 
of  native- grown  Chinese  opium.  Nay, 
the  action  of  the  French  Government  in 
such  a  case  would  be  more  sensible  than 
that  of  the  Indian  Gt>vemment|  because 
the  French  Government  would  be  inflict- 
ing injury  on  their  own  people,  whereas 
we  should  be  indulging  our  high  moral 
sense  at  the  expense  of  the  Indian  ryot 
who  does  not  understand  our  scruples 
or  our  motives.     The  last  part  of  the 

Sir  J.  Goret 


Resolution  is,  I  consider,  really  an 
insult  to  China.  The  hon.  Membeor  fbr 
Flintshire  invites  the  House  to  urge 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  intimate 
to  the  Government  of  China  ''that  in 
the  next  revision  of  the  Treaty  of 
Tientsin  full  power  will  be  given  to 
extinguish  the  trade  in  opium  if  it 
thinks  fit"  A  great  independent 
Power  like  China  does  not  want  such 
an  assurance  from  us.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  House  has  properly  appre- 
ciated the  extracts  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  gave  from  letters 
written  by  gentlemen  concerned  in 
framing  the  Treaty  which,  it  is 
asserted,  has  been  wrung  from  China. 
[Aw  Hon.  Membeb:  **  Hear,  hear!"] 
As  the  hon.  Member  said  **  Hear, 
hear,"  I  am  afraid  I  must  trouble  the 
House  by  again  referring  to  those 
letters.  Mr.  Liay,  who  was  SoGretary  to 
Lord  Elgin's  mission,  said : 

**A11  the  negotiations  at  Tientsin  passed 
through  me.  Not  one  word  apon  either  side 
was  ever  said  about  opium  from  first  to  last. 
The  preparation  of  the  tariff  devolved  upon 
me  at  the  desire  of  the  Chinese  no  less  than 
of  Lord  Elgin.  When  I  came  to  opium  I 
inquired  what  course  they  proposed  to  take  in 
respect  to  it.  The  answer  was,  'We  have 
resolved  to  put  it  into  the  tariff  as  foreign 
medicine.'  I  urged  a  moderate  duty  in  view  of 
the  cost  of  collection,  which  was  agreed  to. 
This  represents  with  strict  accuracy  the  amount 
of  '  extortion '  resorted  to." 

Mr.  Laurence  Oliphant  who  was  one  of 
the  Commissioners  engaged  in  the 
negotiation  of  the  treaty,  said  : — 

<<  When  we  came  to  the  article  '  opium '  1 
informed  the  Commissioner  that  I  had  received 
instructions  from  Lord  Elgin  not  to  insist  on 
the  insertion  of  the  drug  in  the  tariff  should 
the  Chinese  Government  wish  to  omit  it. 
This  he  declined  to  do.  I  then  proposed  that 
that  the  duty  should  be  increased  beyond  the 
figure  suggested  in  the  tariff;  but  to  this  he 
objected,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  inoreaae 
the  inducements  to  smuggling.  I  trust  that  the 
delusion  that  the  opium  tiade  now  existing 
with  China  was  *  extorted '  from  that  country 
by  the  British  Ambassador  may  be  finally  dis- 
pelled." 

So  far,  however,  from  its  being  finally 
dispelled  by  that  letter  to  The  Tknee  in 
1880,  the  delusion  is  in  full  yigour  to- 
night, and  after  those  words  has  been 
quoted  twice  in  the  House  the  delusion 
in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham  is  as  vigorous  as  ever.  But 
the  Chinese  are  not  inclined  to  renounce 
this  treaty.     They  raise  at  present  a 
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reyenue  of  £1,000,000  flterling  from  the 
opium  imported  from  India,  and  they 
quite  appreciate  the  advantages  of  that 
revenue,  while  they  have  no  moral 
scruples  which  prevent  them  from  ac- 
cepting: it.  Therefore,  if  the  Chinese 
and  British  Governments  are  let  alone 
tliere  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
Indian  trade  in  opium  will  be  continued 
BO  long:  as  it  is  not  displaced  by  the 
natural  prrowth  of  the  native  Chinese 
opium  or  imported  Persian  opium.  And 
what  I  submit  to  this  House  is  that  in 
matters  of  this  kind  we  should  leave 
to  the  Chinese  Government  the  care  of 
the  morality  of  their  own  subjects, 
and  should  not  in  our  presumptuous 
ignorance  venture  to  dictate  to  Oriental 
nations  what  they  may  morally  eat  and 
virtuously  drink,  but  should  rather  con- 
fine ourselves  to  the  condition  of  our  own 
home  population,  with  whose  wants  we 
are  far  better  acquainted,  and  when  we 
have  put  a  final  stop  to  the  abuse  of 
alcohol  in  Great  Britain  then  will  be  the 
time  to  commence  a  cru«»ade  against  the 
evils  of  the  use  of  opium  in  China. 


Sir  R.  N.  FOWLER  :  Having  on 
several  previous  occasions  voted  in 
favour  of  similar  Resolutions,  I  shall 
now  support  my  hon.  Friend  opposite, 
but  I  desire  to  explain  I  feel  very 
strongly  that  we  have  no  right  to  im- 
pose any  addition  to  burdens  on  the 
people  of  India,  and  if  the  tax  is  to  be 
taken  away  it  must  bo  at  the  expense  of 
this  country.  If  we  take  from  India  a 
source  of  revenue  we  must  put  our  hands 
into  our  own  pockets.  My  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  R.  Temple)  the  Member  for 
Evesham  seems  to  think  that  there 
is    an    analogy    between  ihe    revenue 

for  spirits  in  this  country  and  the 
revenue  for  opium  in  India.  But 
nobody  knows  better  than  he  that 
the  opium  revenue  in  Bengal  is  obtained 
in  a  very  peculiar  way,  and  that  the 
Government  make  advances  to  the 
ryots  from  whom  they  purchase  the 
opium  which  they  prepare  for  the 
Chinese  market  at  Patna  and  Oazeepore. 
I'o  make  the  analogy  perfect  our  Go- 
vernment should  distil  their  own  spirits 
and  sell  them  to  the  people.  We  do  not 
do  this,  and  I  do  not  think,  therefore, 
that  the  analogy  is  borne  out. 

VOL.  CCCXXXY.      [third  kerie?."] 
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♦Sir  U.  KAY  8HUTTLEW0RTH 
(Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  My  hon. 
Friend  often  brings  subjects  under 
the  attention  of  this  House  in  a 
manner  calculated  to  command  the 
sympathies  of  hon.  Members  on 
these  Benches,  and  I  always  feel 
a  desire  to  vote  with  him,  especially 
considering  the  class  of  argument  he 
advances.  If  a  policy  is  morally  wrong 
I  agree  with  him  that  it  cannot  be  politi- 
cally right.  Now  he  asks  the  House  to 
call  on  the  Government  of  India  to  take 
steps  for  the  suppression  of  this  trade. 
But  we  have  before  us  evidence  which 
has  been  quoted  over  and  over  again  in 
the  course  of  this  debate,  that  the 
Chinese  are  themselves  producing  more 
and  more  opium,  and  that  they  produce 
much  more  than  is  imported  from  India. 
Therefore  the  only  effect  of  stopping 
the  cultivation  of  Indian  opium  would 
be  largely  to  transfer  the  cultivation  to 
China,  and  to  Persia  and  Turkev,  and 
the  state  of  China  in  the  end  would 
be  no  better  than  it  now  is.  The  object 
in  view  is,  therefore,  impracticable. 
But  there  is  also  this  very  great  difficulty. 
In  India  a  large  portion  of  the  native 
population,  in  whom  my  hon.  Friend 
takes  such  a  deep  and  sincere  interest,  is 
dependent  on   the    cultivation    of    the 

poppy,  and  to  deprive  them  of 
their  occupation  would  be  dangerous. 
Moreover  if  my  hon.  Friend  advocates 
this,  as  he  does  in  some  degree  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  interests  of  opium- 
smokers  among  the  Indian,  people,  he 
must  know  that  it  is  highly  probablaj 
that  if  they  did  not  consume  opium  they^ 
would  consume  those*  locals  alcoholic 
spirits  which  are  so  pernicious  in 
their  effects.  The  last  state  of  the 
Indian  population,  therefore,  would  be 
worse  than  the  first.  *Then  he  asks  us'to 
pass  this  resolution  in  the  interests  of 
the  Chinese.  It  is  very  doubtful  whether 
any  benefit  would  be  done  to  the  Chinese. 
My  belief  is  that  they  would  consume 
just  as  much  opium  if  we  took  the  action 
proposed  as  they  do  now.'*  i  But  if  we 
are  about  to  enter  upon  the  extinction 
of  the  trade   in    stimulants    surely  we 
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should  address  ourselyes  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  stimulants  which  are  con- 
sumed in  such  great  quantities  in  this 
country  before    we    interfere  with  the 
stimulants  in  which  the  Chinese  indulge. 
Biit  what  particularly  called  me  to  my 
legs  at  this  hour  was  the  substitutes  for 
the    Opium   Eevenue    which   my  hon. 
Friend   proposed   to  the    House.     He 
said  that  the  problem  of  making  good 
the  revenue  which  would  be  lost  by  the 
non-cultivation  of  the  poppy  was  insur- 
mountable,  and  then    he    immediately 
proceeded  to  try  and  surmount  it.     He 
suggested     that     there     should    be    a 
10    per    cent    ad    valorem    tax    levied 
upon  all   cotton    goods   imported   into 
India,     which     he     estimated     would 
yield      4,000,000      sterling      and      he 
suggested     a    similar     tax     upon     all 
e:oods  manufactured  in  India.     He  also 
proposed    that  there  should    be  some- 
thing in   the  nature  of   a    direct   sub- 
vention and  finally  he  advocated  a  re- 
sort to  bimettalism.      I  will  only  deal 
with  the  first  of  these  proposals.     My 
hon  Friend  himself  indicated  that  he  did 
not  expect  his  proposal  would  bis  received 
with  very  much  favovr   in    the  county 
in    which     he     lives     and     a    division 
of  which  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent.      Certainly    net.       But  consider 
it    from    the    Indian    point    of    view. 
He  proposes  to  tax  the  cotton  garments 
which  the  people  of  India  wear.     For 
what  reason  ?     In  response  to  some  de- 
mand, coming  from  the  Indian  people  ? 
No.     Simply    to    satisfy   a  British  cry 
the  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  lay  a  tax 
on  the  whole  population  of  India.     Is 
this  to  benefit  the  Indian  people  ?  No  : 
But  to  confer  an  imaginary  benefit  upon 
the  Chinese.      I  say  **  imaginary  "  be- 
cause it  is   well   to  remember  that  the 
Indian   opium  imported  into   China  is 
the  luxury  of  the  rich  in   China.     The 
opium  consumed  by  the  masses  of  the 
people  is  grown  in  China  itself,  indeed, 
the  Under  Secretary  for  India  has  told 
the  House  that  out  of   350   millions  of 
people  living  in  China  only  about  one 
million  consume  Indian  opium.     Let  us 
compare  what  we  are  asked  to  do  with 
what  the  French  Chamber  of  Deputies 
might  be  atked  to  do.      Suppose   the 
Cliamber  passed  a  resolution  that  it  was 
immoral  to  intoxicate  rich  English  and 
Scotch  people  with  claret  and  brandy, 
and  that  therefore   they  must   prohibit 
the  export  of  the  best  claret  and  brandy. 


TVhat  should  we  think  of  the  French 
Chamber  ?  That  is  precisely  the  same 
position  in  which  we  should  place  our- 
selves if  we  passed  this  Besolutioo.  On 
these  grounds  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I 
cannot  support  the  Kesolution. 

♦Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDQE  (Stockport), 
who  rose  amidst  cries  of  ''  Divide, 
Divide " :  I  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  for  two  minutes  only.  Having 
been  for  many  years  interested  in  the 
operations  of  the  Church  Missionary 
Society  in  China,  I  cannot  allow  the 
attack  made  upon  the  Bishops  and  Mis- 
sionaries in  China  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  (Mr.  Maclean)  to  pass  with- 
out a  word  from  me  in  contradiction. 
The  hon.  Member  sneered  at  the  Mis- 
sionaries in  China  as  men  who,  conscious 
of  failure  in  their  missions,  made  false 
excuses  for  that  failure,  and  availed 
themselves  of  those  false  excuses  to 
extract  money  from  the  pockets  of  the 
English  people.  I  maintain  that  the 
missions  in  China  have  not  been  failures . 
that  looking  to  the  enorm  ous  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  the  progress  of  Christianity 
in  that  country,  to  the  great  difHculty 
of  the  language,  to  the  immobility  of 
their  ancient  civilization,  to  the  fact 
that  many  years  ago— about  the  time  we 
first  planted  Christian  Missions  there — 
opium  was  introduced  into  that  country 
by  the  gun  and  at  the  point  of  the 
bayonet,  I  say  the  Missions  have  not 
been  failures,  but  that  the  success  of 
Christianity  in  that  country   has  been 

equal  to  the  success  of  the  Apostles  in 
the  first  century.  Some  of  the  Mis- 
sionaries are  personal  friends  of  my  own, 
and  I  know  they  are  quite  incapable  of 
the  conduct  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  has  imputed  to  them.  I  indig- 
nantly deny  the  charge,  but  I  shall  not 
not  vote  on  this  question  at  all. 

The     House     divided  :  —  Ayes    165  ; 
Noes  88.     (Div.  List,  No.  95.) 

House  adjourned  at  five  miiiutes  before 
One  o*clock,  till  Monday  next. 
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SAT  FIRST. 

The  Earl  of  GaxUale — after  the  death 
of  his  unele. 


STANDING  COlQinTEfiS. 

Beport  from  the  Oiininittee  of  Chair- 
men of  Standing  Gommittea,  that  they 
have  (in  pnrsnanee  of  Stapding  Order 
No.  L.)  appointed  the  Lord  Herachell 
Clhairman  of  the  Standing  Committee 
fag  BiUs  relating  to  Law,  &c,,  and  the 
Barl  of  Carnarvon,  Chairman  of  the 
Standhig  Committee  for  General  Bills ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTIGX  FOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Beport  from,  that  the  Committee  have 
addea  the  Earl  Beanchamp  to  the 
Standing  Conmiittee  for  General  Bills, 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Horseflesh 
(Sale  for  Food)  BiU. 

Bead,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
TaUe. 

NATIONAL  PORTRAIT  GALLERY- 
QUESTION. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  :  My  Lords,  I 
desire,  having  given  private  notice,  to 
adc  the  noble  Marquess,  whether  he  can 
state  with  whom  rests  the  choice  of 
site  for  the  National  Portrait  Gallery 
which  is  to  be  erected  by  the  munifl- 
oence  of  a  private  donor,  as  announced 
by  the  noble  Marquess  on  Saturday? 
Tvlll  the  selection  of  the  site  lie  with 
the  Trustees  of  the  National  Q^ery,  or 
with  others  ?    Without  saying  a  word 

VOL.  OOGXXXY.    [thibd  sxribs.] 


in  depreciation  of  the  munifioeiioe  of  the 
donor,  I  think  it  is  not  quite  dignified 
on  the  part  of  a  great  oountry  Hke  this 
thatit^uld  be  dependent  for 
building  on  private  genetositT. 

The  PRIME  MINISTET 
BETABY  OF  STATE  Fom 
AFFAIBS  (The  Mazquees  of  Saus- 
Bcny) :  It  is  veiy  difl^enlt  for  me  t^ 
answer  such  a  question  as  that  which  is 
put  to  me  off-hand,  and  my  impifwioa 
that  it  would  be  more  fitting  if  the  ques- 
tion  were  put  to  the  representaiive  c^*  the 
Office  of  Works,  who  could  state  exaetl  j 

ithe  conditions  imposed  by  the  donor. 
Matters  have  not  advanced  far  enough 
as  yet  to  enable  me  to  give  the  noble 

I  Lord  all  the  details  he  appears  to  desire, 
but  if  he  will  put  a  question  on  die 
Paper  no  doubt  further  infonnation  will 
be  forthcoming. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  to-morrow. 

THE   LIQUOR   TRAFFIC  AMONG   THE 
AFRICAN  RACES— OBSERVATIONS. 

♦The    Duke    op    WESTMINSTER : 
My  Lords,  in  bringing  this  question  of 
Liquor  Traffic  among  the  African  races 
before  your  Lordships'  House,  on  behalf 
of  all  the  temperance  societies  of  the 
country,  combined  with  the  missionary 
societies  and  others  who  are  interested 
in  the  matter,  I  have  to  call  attention 
to  the  evils  attending  the  introduction 
of  foreign  spirits  among  native  races  in 
Africa,  and  to  appeal  to  the  Government 
to  continue  their  efforts  to  mitigate  them 
by  restriction  and,  where  possible,  by 

frohibition    of    the     Liqour    Traffic, 
have  been  requested  to  bring  this 
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matter  before  your  LordBhips  by  the 
Committee  which  represents  all  the  large 
temperance  societies  in  the  country, 
allied  with|the  missionary  societies,  who 
are  impressed  by  the  gravity  of  the  case, 
and  are  anxious  to  know  what  can  be 
done  to  remedy  the  evil.  Those  societies 
have  gained  extensive  information  from 
all  parts  of  the  world,  from  the  most 
reliable  witnesses,  and  some  of  that  evi- 
dence I  should  very  much  like  to  place 
before  your  Lordships.  I  hope  I  shall 
not  trespass  too  long  upon  you  if  I  call 
attention  to  a  few  of  the  strongest  cases 
which  have  been  brought  before  them. 
Debates  on  the  subject  took  place  last 
year  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
nothing  could  be  more  satisfactory 
than  the  replies  then  given  by 
ihe  Members  of  the  Government. 
1  had  the  honour  of  accompanying  a 
•deputation  last  year  to  the  Prune 
Minister,  and  was  delighted  to  hear  the 
reply  of  the  noble  Marquess.  There  is, 
however,  one  sentence  in  that  reply, 
inth  regard  to  which  I  join  issue  with 
ihe  Prime  Minister,  and  that  is  the 
sentence  wherein  he  said  the  Govern- 
ment must  proceed  with  caution  and 
i^ircumspection,  and  with  due  respect  to 
the  craving  for  drink  which  had  to  be 
satisfied  in  Africa.  We  object  to  that 
statement,  and  assert  that  the  want  of 
•drink  among  the  natives  is  created  by 
the  supply.  In  many  cases  the  natives 
make  their  own  liquors,  but  these  were 
as  milk  and  water  compared  with  the 
abominable  stuff  imported  from  this 
country,  America,  Portugal,  and 
especially  from  Germany.  In  Africa 
there  exists  the  curse  of  the  slave  trade, 
And  the  curse  of  the  liquor  trade,  and 
some  of  the  natives  say  that  the  liquor 
traffic  is  almost  a  greater  evil  than  the 
slave  traffic  However  that  may  be, 
it  is  the  duty  of  all  the  civilized  nations 
to  do  what  they  can  to  put  an  end  to 
the  curse  of  the  liquor  treuie.  Professor 
Drummond  says  Africa  is  the  land  of 
the  unemployed ;  the  men  do  nothing 
but  eat,  and  the  women  do  the  work. 
Under  the  great  heat  prevailing,  the 
drink  traffic  reduces  the  natives  to 
absolute  ruin  and  misery.  The  blackest 
spots  appeared  to  be  on  the  west  and 
south  coasts  in  the  district  connected 
with  the  Gape.  Liquors  are  poured 
into^  that  country,  and  some  of  the 
spirits  are  sold  at  4s.  6d.  per  dozen 
pint  bottles.    What  is  called  "  superior 
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gin  *'  is  sold  at  28.  6d.  per  dosen  pint 

bottles,  and  ''  splendid  ram  "  at  9d.  per 

gallon.     These  horrible  drinks  auppfied 

to  the  natives,  under  the  hot  sun  beneath 

which  they  live,  reduces  them  to  misery 

and  ruin.      There    is    no   question   of 

moderate  drinking  with  them.      They 

will  drink  to  excess.    Former  Gkivsm- 

ments  have  dealt  with  this  evil,   and 

the  present  Gt)vemment  should  follow 

their  example.    Mr.  Joseph  ThomsoDi 

a  very  reliaole  witness,  says  : 

*'  In  the  notorioos  gin  trade,  however,  lief  t 
still  greater  evil.  It  is  indeed  a  aoandal  and  a 
shame,  well  worthj  to  be  elatted  with  the  de- 
tested slave  tra<1e.  In  which  we  had  ovreelvei 
ever  to  prominent  a  part.  We  talk  of  eiviliiiM 
the  negro,  and  introdoeing  the  bleaainga  of 
European  trade,  while  at  one  and  the  nme 
time  we  pour  into  this  anhappj  ooantry  ineredi- 
hie  qaantilies  of  gin,  mm.  gunpowder,  and  fona. 
We  are  so  accustomed  to  hearing  a  deli|^tfel 
list  of  useful  articles  whieh  the  negro  wanu  ia 
return  for  the  products  of  his  CDuntrj  that  we 
are  apt  to  think  thai  the  trade  in  spirita  roust  be 
quite  a  minor  affair.  Banish  all  such  pleadnf 
illusions  from  jour  minds.  The  trade  in  this 
baleful  article  is  enormous.  The  appetite  for  it 
increases  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  desire  for 
better  things,  and,  to  our  sliame  be  it  said,  we 
are  ever  readj  to  supply  the  viotima  to  the 
utmost,  driving  them  deeper  and  deeper  into  the 
slough  of  depravity,  ruining  them  body  and  sool, 
while  at  home  we  talk  sanctimoniously  aa  if  the 
introduction  of  our  trade  and  the  elevation  of  the 
negro  went  hand  in  hand.  The  time  baa  surely 
come  when,  in  the  interests  of  our  national 
honour,  more  energetic  efforts  should  be  to  sop- 
press  the  diabolical  traffic.  There  ean  be  no 
excuse  for  its  continuance,  and  it  is  a  blot  oa 
Christian  civilisation.  From  the  moment  the 
traveller  leaves  Liverpool  he  finds  himself  in  an 
atmosphere  of  poisonous  spirits.  It  pervades 
every  comer  of  the  steamer  in  whieh  he  takes 
passage.  He  sees  the  gin  and  rum  disgorged 
from  its  capscious  holds  in  thousands  of  cases  at 
port  after  port,  and  he  will  almost  look  in  vain 
for  a  bale  of  Manchester  cotton.  On  shore  be 
finds  '  the  warehouses  of  the  merohanta  almost 
exclusively  occupied  with  the  same  pemieions 
stuff.  In  marching  through  some  of  the  native 
Tillages  on  the  Kru  Ooast,  one  feels  as  if  in  a 
kind  of  Hades  peopled  by  brutallsed  human 
beings  whose  punishment  it  is  to  be  possessed  by 
a  never-ending  thirst  for  drink.  On  all  sidea 
you  are  followed  by  eager  cries  of  gin,  gin, 
always  gin.  The  line  of  African  coast,  dotted 
over  with  European  settlements,  stations,  and 
factories,  should  be  a  fringe  bright  with  promiae 
for  the  future,  a  fringe  which  ahonld  radiate 
some  of  the  warmth,  the  sweetness,  and  light  of 
civilisation,  which,  slowly  extending  onward, 
should  tinge  the  whole  heart  of  the  Dark  Conti- 
nent. That  is  how  I  would  like  to  describe  the 
influence  of  the  white  man  on  the  black ;  but  il 
I  am  to  speak  the  truth  I  must  use  far  dilferent 
terms.  To  me  that  fringe  of  ooast  is  simply  a 
hot-bed  of  cancerous  roots,  which  are  swiftly  grow- 
ing inward,  threatening  to  turn  the  entire  conti- 
nent into  one  huge  festering  sore,  rifallinf  in 
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tiufaltiida  tbkt  otlwr  grMi  AMmq  diwua  from 
whwh  that  region   hu  luffarod   fsr   lome  mo- 

I  believe,  my  Lord,  that  is  a  very  true 
dewription  of  the  state  of  affairs.  There 
is  an  island  of  Lagos  on  the  West  Ooaat. 
It  is  not  a  very  laim  place.  It  ie  in* 
habited  by  75,000  odd  of  the  natiTW,  it 
baa  been  a  Crown  colonr  for  six  years, 
and  it  is  a  very  unhealthy  part  of  the 
OOunti^.  I  will  quote  the  statement 
made  in  the  report  of  Mr.  Johnson — 

"  Lssoi  ii  ■  «inm11  ialand  on  tha  Wnt  GoMt  of 
Africa,  and  bai  ba«D  a  Crown  oolouf  br  tba  laat 
tU  jrun,  and  It  ia  the  kij  to  tha  Toroba  ooantrr, 
Witb.whioh  it  bald  oommeroial  nlationi.  It  fau 
a  popalatiOD  of  75,000.  Befbro  ita  octnoD  Uiere 
«ai  a  amall  amoant  of  liquor  traUBo  oarriad  on 
booaiiie  It  WM  a  slaTO-tradini  port.      Sinoa  the 

vaa  made  with  the  diatinot  object  ofsupprtMiDg 
ths  ilare  trade  and  tbe  amalioration  of  the 
countrj — the  fiuilily  whiob  thlt  gOTemment  gi'sa 
to  trade  haa  enabled  the  liquer  trade  to  grow 
■teadilj  nnlil  it  haa  attained  at  preaeat  treman- 
doaa  proportion*.  In  tbe  town  of  Lagoa,  wbioh 
baa  36,000  inbablUnti,  tba  GoTernment  allow  16 
whoteaala  ihopa  for  (ha  aale  of  tbia  drink,  Thers 
sr«  50  lieeoaed  plaooa  where  niriU  are  eold  to 
tha  people  of  the  town  and  diatriat,  and  then 
through  them  to  ths  interior  of  tbe  eonnlrf.  The 
(armera  bring  their  prodooa  to  Lagoa,  and  thej 
return  to  their  *abiolea  loaded  with  mm  and  gin. 
Man  and  woman  and  ehildren  all  drink,  and  one 
reanlt  of  it  i<  that  tbe  people  baTs  beoome 
nttarlf  demoraliied.  Their  King*  and  obiafa 
hare  endeaioured  bj  their  own  lawa  to  put  a 
•top  to  the  importation  of  tbia  drink  :  yet  the; 
have  no  power  arer  their  people.  Tha  people 
are  ao  demoraliied  that  tbaj  will  not  oonforni 
to  the  wiahei  of  their  mlare,  and  theaa  ha*e 
been  obliged  to  give  way.  And  then  aa  to  the 
Niger,  v^re  we  IttTs  IfiU  mile*  nn^r  Britiah 
proteotion,  there  ia  a  large  trade  done  in  liquor 
with  tribea  lome  of  whom  are  eannibalg  and 
Bome  of  the  wildeet  tribea  that  oontd  poaiiblj  be 
"~e  were  Bible  to  introdnoe  miaiionarf 
le  of  Iheae  town*  30  year*  ago  ;  but 
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\  for  100  faara,  and  although  thii 
11  me  oaee  we  Bnd  daring  thoeo  timea  that  tbe 
pe  ople  indulged  in  eannibaliim  and  other  nnlm- 
aginable  Tioea." 

Then  there  ia  a  Beport  from  Ifr.  W.  C. 
Betta,  one  of  the  prinoipal  native  liquor 
traders  in  Sierra  Leone  : — 

"  I  am  mjieir  a  large  dealer  in  ipiritnoua 
liqnon  i  I  hare  on  the  road  now  thoawnda  of 
gallon*  of  ram  and  •arerai  thouaanda  of  d*mi- 
jahnaof  gin  bound  for  tha  Nortbam  RiTar  ooon- 
triea,  where  1  oarry  on  the  greater  pkrt  of  m; 
baiiaaai.  The  liquor  trafflo  daatrar*  bod;  and 
eoul  together  ;  inch  alam  ban  thay  become  to 
tba  white  man'*  rum  and  gin.  Rom  and  gin  are  i 
their  Ineeaaant  demand  ana  or;.  The  trafflo  haa  , 
BO  debaaed  them  that  ererjwhere  the;  negleot 
their  own  oombrt," 
From  theae  M^erta,  my  Loida,  it  ia  clear 
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that  everyone  objects  to  the  trafflo, 
speaking  f^m  tbe  results  in  his  owd 
part  of  the  country.  In  the  case  of  the 
Niger  territory  the  Company  have  taken 
steps  to  prohibit  the  importation  of 
liquor,  and  in  some  parts  of  their  district 
they  have  had  satisfactory  results.  The 
Cape  Oovemment  Commission  on  the 
Liquor  Traffic  hasreported  as  follows:— 
"  The  Commiiiion  hare  been  deeply  impr*a>ed 
with  tha  emphatic  and  urgent  repreaentationa 
contained  in  nearly  all  the  efidenae  taken,  and 
eapeoiailr  from  the  natire*  thatnaslTei,  on  Ute 
eiila  ariaing  out  of  tba  aalf  and  oonaumption  of 
itrong  drinki.  All  tbia  eiidenoe  point*  in  the 
•leareat  way  to  tbe  uee  of  apirituou*  liquor* 
(obieSj  ardent  apirita,  tbe  produoa  of  tbe  dittQ- 
leriea)  a*  an  unmitigated  evil  to  tba  natifa  raaet, 

increaaea  idlansaa  and  erinie  and  ia  to  oompleteljr 
deatruotlTS  not  only  of  all  progreai  or  improae- 
ment,  but  even  of  the  reaaonable  hope  of  any 
progieaa  or  improrement.  Tboie  memberi  «f 
Commiatjon  who,  for  tbe  porpoia  of  taking 
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Irieta  were  eye-wilnsaaeB  of  the  miaohief,  wretch- 
edneei,  and  miaary  which  mnUiplied  raoilitie*  for 
th*  (ale  of  apirita  by  Itoenaad  canteen*  in  tho 
neighbourhood  of  natira  tooation*  are  preduclng. 
If  unebroked,  it  can  only  hare  one  reault,  and 
that  i*  tbe  entire  deatruotion  of  Ibat  portion  of 
tbe  natirei  who  acquire  tha  laata  for  brandy.  All 
the  better  olaaa  of  naiirea,  and  ervn  tha  healben 
and  aaeduoaled  portion,  appear  to  be  eonaoion* 
of  thi*,  and  hare  implored  the  Commiesion  to 
aoppree*  the  evil  wbiab  ia  bringing  ruin  on  tbem< 
ielre*  and  their  country." 

Drink  has  very  rnuoh  tlie  same  effects 
upon  the  natives  in  all  parts  of  Afrioa  ; 
they  have  the  same  craving  for  drink, 
which  is  never  satisfied,  except  by  some 
of  this  horrible  stuff.  The  following 
extract  from  an  article  in  the  Chrultan 
Expriu,  of  Lovedftle,  South  Africa,  of 
the  let  of  February,  1886,  will  show 
what  has  taken  place  in  Baautoland : — 
"  What  tbe  ttale  of  aSiira  in  Baautoland  was 
ail  montha  aio  ia  rary  wall  known.  .  '  Droukon 
BMUIoland.i.Riotona  BMUloland  !'  haa  been  the 
common  ulk  of  all  who  Uke  any  Intereat  in  ita 
future.  From  Caledon  to  tbs  haari  of  the  Blue 
Hountaiaa  brandy  had  become  a  onrta  under 
wbioh  indiriduala,  hniliea,  and  the  whole  tribe 
were  cnubed  without  any  viiible  hope  of  reeone. 
And  yet,  ineredtble  aa  it  may  look,  matter*  bare 
auddanly  taken  a  new  turn.  Our  obiefa  had  all 
become  total  abatainen  and  uted  now  their  graat 
inSuenoo  to  oblige  their  aubordinalaa  to  renounoo 
alrong  drinka.  It  ia  a  laot  that  lor  the  laat  all 
montha  Letiie,  Leratbodi,  Mama,  Maanpha,  and 
all  tbe  principal  obiefi  in  Baautoland  hate  not 
in  tatted  liquor,  and  that  the  bulk  of  their 
iple  bare  dooe  the  aame.  Striat  watoh  ia  k«pt 
the  border  10  prerent  either  the  BatDtOi  froa 
going  Into  tbe  Free  State  sod  baying  braodf 
there,  or  tbe  white  tmugglera  entering  Banto- 
land  wlththairaoearasd  nwrobandiia.  " 
2  Y2 
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which  were  Terj  common  ia  Masapha's  dUtriot, 
hare  disappeared,  and  heayj  fines  are  imposed  on 
those  who  nave  heen  caught  in  the  act  of  tress- 
IMUising  against  the  orders  of  the  powers  that  be.'> 

Mj  Lords,  I  am  afraid  that  the 
Portuguese  are  great  ofifenders  in  this 
matter  of  importing  spirits.  Thej 
import  g^eat  quantities,  and  I  am 
tola  that  in  one  opium  factory  on  the 
Zambesi  the  people  employed  are  paid 
in  spirits.  I  quite  recognize  the  diffi- 
culties which  surround  this  question. 
In  connection  with  this  point,  I  may 
quote  the  evidence  of  two  or  three 
people.  Mr.  James  Irvine,  of  liver- 
pool  says : — 

<*  Two  hundred  and  fifty  miles  of  the  West 
Coast  of  Africa  consume  20,000  tuns  of  spirits 
a-year— say,  20  ships  of  1,000  tuns  each.  The 
amazing  thing  is  that  all  this  traffic  is  con- 
ducted in  the  main  by  not  over  a  dozen  firms, 
the  members  of  which  are  excellent  men,  and 
many  of  them,  I  believe,  sincere  Christians. 
Convince  them  that  they  are  wrong,  and  induce 
them  to  withdraw.  What  is  accomplished? 
Simply  that  worse  men  take  their  place.  I 
corcually  believe  that  no  effort  should  be  spared 
to  stop  or  reduce  the  evil.  It  is  the  Ijbrd's 
work,  and  He  can  make  it  succeed  in  ways 
unthought  of  at  present  by  us." 

My  Lords,  we  are  perfectly  well  aware 
of  the  difficulties  surrounding  this  ques- 
tion. Lord  Salisbury  told  us  that  he 
was  impressed  with  enormous  difficulties 
in  the  way,  and  one  cannot  help  feeling 
impressed  with  the  extraordinary  diffi- 
culties on  all  sides.  Mr.  Joseph  Thom- 
son, a  great  authority  in  regard  to  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa,  says : — 

"There  is  something  more  required  than  to 
bring  a  British  public  to  a  proper  sense  of  its 
duty  in  this  matter.  To  be  of  any  use,  the  entire 
conscience  of  Europe  must  be  roused.  Britain 
does  not  hold  one-tenth  of  the  African  coast  line, 
and  her  settlements  are  broken  into  by  those  of 
France,  Germany,  and  Portugal.  Hence,  merely 
to  stop  the  trade  or  heavily  handicap  it  in  our 
colonies,  will  only  be  to  invite  it  to  enter  by  the 
back  door  from  French,  Gorman,  or  Portugese 
sources.  It  is  one  thing  to  arouse  a  trade  or  an 
appetite,  and  another  thing  to  stop  either.  If 
you  do  not  supply  the  natives  with  gin  they  will 
find  a  thousand  ways  of  getting  it  from  other 
people.  Therefore,  to  be  efifeotual  you  must  get 
all  the  countries  of  Europe  to  work  in  concert 
with  you.  IIow  difficult  this  task  will  be  is 
shown  by  the  Berlin  Gunfierence,  which  would 
not  prohibit  the  introduction  of  gin  into  the 
Congo,  nor  permit  the  suppression  of  the  existing 
trade  in  the  ^'iger,  though  it  was,  curiously 
enough,  the  company  itself  which  worked  the 
Niger  trade  that  wanted  the  suppression." 

"Well  then  my  Lords,  there  was  a  rather 
curious  letter  on  the  subject  from  the 
Hamburg   Chamber  of  Commerce,  re- 
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ceived  by  the  Bev.  B.  Lang,    of  the 
Church    Misdonaiy  Sodetyi   on   June 

18th,  1886  :— 

**  Honoured  Sir, — In  answer  to  yoiin  of  tho 
10th  inst.,  I  beg  to  state  that  tho  Chamber  of 
Commeree  has  nad  no  opportanity  to  go  into  tho 
question  of  the  liqoor  tra£fie  in  Afrioa,  nor  is  ife 
known  to  them  that  in  any  put  of  Afirte 
spirituous  liquors  are  used  as  a  enr- 
renoy  and  a  oiroulating  medium  with  tlio 
natives.  The  question  of  the  liquor  tmflBo  hao 
been  brought  before  the  poblto  ibrongh  tho 
Press,  and  iV^quently  l^  the  Importid  Oioi 
warmly  discussed.  Merchants  of  this  place  in- 
terested in  the  African  trade  are  of  opinion  that 
measures  for  the  limiting  of  this  trade  are  in- 
jurious to  the  deyelopment  of  the  trado  with 
those  oountries,  and  that  the  importation  of  thoy 
liquors  as  carried  on  at  preaent  has  no  injurious 
effect  upon  the  natifes.  The  assertions  naade  by 
opponents  that  the  ohief  liquors  imported  into 
Africa  are  deleterious  on  account  of  ingredients 
contained  in  them  hafe  boon  disprofod  by  an 
official  iuTestigation,  made  upon  ordinary  to- 
called  trade  rum  which  was  sent  in  by  the 
Gorernor  of  the  Cameroons.  Tours  respoetfoUyr 
Dr.  GuTSOHAM,  Secretary." 

My  Lords,  that  shows  the  state  of  feeling 
in  very  influential  quarters  where  the 
means  of  obtaining  evidence  is  possessed, 
and  it  shows  that  the  information  bo 
obtained  has  considerable  influence  in 
those  quarters.  The  trade  in  spiritaous 
liquors  may  be  a  very  profitable  one. 
No  doubt  great  profits  are  made  by  it, 
but  in  the  long  run  it  acts  injariaaaly 
to  commerce  in  all  articles  whioh  are 
conducive  to  the  comfort,  welfare,  and 
happiness  of  the  native  inhabitants. 
Those  who  know  Africa  well  know  that 
it  acts  in  the  long  run  prejudioialljto 
the  interests  of  legitimate  trade.  The 
Eev.  Hugh  Ooldie,  40  years  a  missionaxy 
in  Old  Calabar,  said : — 

<*The  moral  aspect  of  the  question  it 
supreme  ;  but  its  economical  aspect  is  alio  rery 
important.  Commerce  is  employed. as  a  moans 
of  elevating  Africa ;  and  if  of  a  useful  Icind  ia  a 
most  powerful  means.  But  in  opening  new 
roads  for  our  manufactures  we  open  new  ohannela 
to  the  destructive  flood,  so  thafr  the  benefit  in- 
tended to  be  conferred  is  neutralised  by  the  ac- 
companying evil.  One  principal  canae  of  tho 
depression  of  trade  existing  at  present  in  this 
country  is  doubtless,  as  is  alleged,  tho  Taat 
amount  of  money  spent  in  intoxicating  drink.  A 
friend  mentioned  to  me  lately  that  a  member  of  a 
Glasgow  firm  stated  to  him  that  he  formerly  em- 
ployed a  large  number  of  looms  weaTing  cloth  for 
the  African  .market ;  now  he  has  not  one.  A 
trader  in  the  Calabar  River  wrote  recently  to 
this  principals  to  send  no  more  cloth <— drink  was 
the  artice  in  demand.  Mr.  Joseph  Thomson  in, 
his  recent  journey  into  the  Niger  regions,  foand 
this  evil  so  abounding  therein  that  it  will  rsndor 
hopeless  the  demand,  antioipi^li  by  some,  1^  tfio 
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-nativM  Ibr  VBllmitoi  nmUm  of  fialioo,  m 
•flsetiiAUy  M  will  tho  itMiUtj  of  Um  •Mtoni 
^antriM  ihroogh  whiok  be  formerly  travelled. 
In  all  iU  eflbeU,  monl  and  eoonomioal,  thii 
traffie  is  only  evil — ^impedinff  the  work  of  the 
Obaroh  at  home,  marring  ner  mission  work 
abroad,  and  destroying  benefleial  indnstry.  The 
Christian  eommnnity  in  past  times  aroosed  the 
nation  to  abolish  the  sUto  trade  and  sUfeiy  in 
BritUh  territory.  A  like  task  is  now  before  it, 
the  awakening  of  the  nation  to  abolish  this  drink 

^IraiBe." 

Mr.  Joseph  Thomson  again  says — 

'*  Let  OS  for  a  moment  lay  aside  qnestions  o' 
Christian  morality  and  ask  oarseUes  if  this 
trade  in  spirits  can  be  s  pajing  one.  Looked  at 
euperfieially  there  seems  to  be  no  possibility  of 
doubting  that  to  raise  a  paying  trade  rapidly 
there  is  absolately  nothing  like  spirits.  But  let 
OS  ask,  <  Is  that  a  trade  whieh  will  continae  to 
grow  P  Will  it  pay  in  the  long  run  ?  Will  oom- 
meroe  thrive  and  branch  out  ?  Will  the  conn  try 
lloarish  under  such  a  system  P*  To  these  ques- 
tions I  answer  emphatically,  No!  a  thoussnd 
times  no !  A  trade  which  eommences  with  gin 
will  continue  with  gin  and  will  cod  with  gin. 
Industry  and  thrift  cannot  be  found  in  such 
eompany,  and  with  the  absence  of  these  there  can 
be  no  development  of  the  mineral  and  vegetable 
riches  of  the  country.  In  these  facts  lies  the 
secret  of  the  astoundingly  small  progrcM  our 
West  Coast  Settlements  have  made  through  all 
ihe  long  period  they  have  been  in  our  hands." 

M^  Lords,  something  may  be  done  in 
this  matter,  and  what  may  be  done  was 
fioggested  by  the  North  Sea  Fisheries 
Convention  in  1887.  There  are  at 
present  some  11,000  men  and  boy 
engaged  in  the  deep  sea  trade  of  the 
German  Ocean,  exposed  to  all  weather 
at  all  seasons,  and  in  winter  it  was  the 
most  boisterous  and  oncong^enial  piece 
of  water  in  these  latitudes.  By  the 
North  Sea  Fisheries  Bill  the  liquor 
traffic  is  forbidden  in  the  territorial 
waters  of  Ghreat  Britain,  and  by  the 
international  agreement  between  Ghreat 
Britain,  France,  Belgium,  Holland,  Ger- 
many, and  DenmarK,  which  applies  to 
that  part  of  the  North  Sea  outsiae  terri- 
torial limits,  the  sale  of  spirits  to  fisher- 
men and  other  persons  on  board  fishing 
vessels  is  prohibited;  fishermen  are 
•equally  forbidden  to  buy  spirits;  the 
exchange  or  barter  for  spirits  of  any 
article,  especially  the  fish  caught,  nets, 
•or  any  part  of  the  gear  or  "  equiopage  " 
of  the  fishing  boat,  is  also  prohibited. 
Vessels  which  ply  on  the  North  Sea  for 
the  purpose  of  sMling  to  fishermen  other 
articles  huTe  to  be  licensed  by  the 
Government  of  their  own  country,  and 
are  liable  to  strict  regulations  with  the 
•object  of  ensuring  their   not   having 


spirits  on  board  for  sale.    That  Inter- 
national   Oonvention,     signed    at   the 
Hague  on  Wednesday,  November  16, 
1887,   binds  the  six  countries  I  have 
named  by  their  respective  Legislatures 
to  cany  that  arrangement  into  effect. 
I  do  not  wish  to  hamper  the  Govern- 
ment, but  I  think  that  suggests  a  mode 
of  dealing  with  this  difficult  question. 
The  fact  that  a  Besolution   has  been 
recently  passed  in  another  place  dealing 
with  the  same  question,  and  that  the 
use  of  spirituous  uquors  in  this  country 
is  diminishing,  show  that  the  circum- 
stances are  favourable  for  taking  action 
in  the  matter.  What  I  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  is  to  take  measures  for  the 
prohibition  of  the  importation  of  liquors 
into  Africa  wherever  that  is  possible, 
and,  where  that  is  impossible,  to  see 
that  proper  regulations,  by  means  of 
high  licences  or  otherwise,  are  taken  to 
regulate  the  sale  of  liquors  there,  and  to 
urge  upon  our  Ooloniid  Governments  to 
see  that  their  liquor  laws  are  thoroughly 
and  properly  carried  out.     Although 
our  hands  are  not  clean  in  regard  to  tne 
liquor  traffic,  I  believe  we  are  more  free 
from  blame  than  other  nations,  and  that 
fact,  coupled  with  the  diminishing  con- 
sumption of  liquor  in  this  country,  will 
enable  us  to  take  action  in  the  matter 
with  stronger  hands. 
♦The  Earl  of  CARNARVON :    My 
Lords,  I  do  not  think  the  noble  Duke  has 
at  all   exaggerated  the  evils    flowing 
from    the    liquor  traffic    with    native 
races,  which  according  to  Sir  Hichard 
Burton  causes  misery  greater  even  than 
that  of  the  slave  trade  itself.  It  destrovs 
not  merely  life,  character,  and  morals, 
and  all  that  religion  teaches,  but  even 
trade.    It  would  perhaps  not  be  untrue 
to  say  that  for  every  gallon  of  spirits  im* 
ported  a  bale  of  legitimate  goods  is  kept 
out.    The  question  concerns  in  part  the 
Oolonial  Office,  and  in  part  the  Foreign 
Office.    As  regards  the  Oolonial  Ofi£oa 
there  are  three  classes  of  territories  eon* 
cemed.   There  are  the  great  responsible 
colonies,  which  may  be  well  to  include 
Natal.    Secondly,  there  are  the  Crown 
colonies  on  the  West  Ooast.  and  there  is 
a  group  of  protected  territories  of  differ* 
ent  sorts  in  South  Africa.  As  re^^ards  the 

SNtt  free  colonies,  and  especially  the 
pe,  they  must  be  left  to  deal  with  that 
question  themselv.es.  The  Cape  Colonj 
have  passed  good  laws  in  regard  to 
the  importation  and  sale  of  liquor  to 
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the  native  races ;  but  the  real  diffioolty 
18  to  enforce  those  laws,  which  mean 
considerable  expenditure  and  the  employ- 
ment and  maintenance  of  a  large  police 
force.    There  is  an  idea  in  this  ooantry 
that  native  Africans  are  one  and  all  un- 
mitigated barbarians,    but  those  who 
know  the  Gape  are  well  aware  that  there 
is   every  shade  and  degree  and  variety 
of  civilization  among  the  natives,  and  in 
some  cases  the  civilization  approaches  so 
dose  to  that  of  Europeans  that  it  is 
extremely  difficult  to  distinguish  between 
them.  This  obviously  constitutes  a  great 
difficulty  in  dealing  with  this  question ; 
but  a  greater  one  is  that  there   are 
great  facilities  for  obtaining  drink  from 
the  Transvaal,  and  it  is  here  that  the 
mischief  is  really  done  with  regard  to  a 
very  large  portion  of  South  Africa.     In 
the  Transvaal  there  are  laws  against  the 
traffic,  but  they  are  notoriously  not  en- 
forced.    The  frontier  line  is  so  thin  that 
it  is  almost  imaginary,  and  the  facilities 
for  crossing  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
liquor  are  almost  boundless.    There  is 
a  second  group  of  Crown  colonies  on 
the  West  Ooast  of  Africa,   and  I  am 
very  much  afraid  that  the  condition  of 
Sierra  Leone,  Gambia,  the  Gold  Ooast, 
and  Lagos  is  very  far  from  satisfactory. 
Perhaps  Gambia  is  not  so  bad,  but  this 
is   because    the  population    is    partly 
MahommedaD,  and  wherever  we  come 
into  contact  with  Mahommedans  there 
we  find,  as  a  rule,  that  this  curse  of 
drink  does  not  exist,  or  at  least  that  the 
people  are  comparatively  free  from  it.  I 
can  refer  with  great  satisfaction  to  the 
successful  efforts  of  a  native  chief  in  the 
district  northwards  of  Bechuanaland  to 
the  Zambesi.    That  chief  has  not  only 
stopped  the  importation  of  liquor,  but 
has  induced  his  own  people  to  abandon 
the  manufacture  of  it.  I  think  my  noble 
Fri  end  may  do  a  great  deal  in  this  mat- 
ter.    I  will  not  attempt  to  go  through 
all  the  methods  by  which  this  might  be 
attempted,  but  I  will  mention  one  fact. 
In  some  of  the  Grown  colonies  it  is  very 
common  for  the  wages  of  the  natives 
to  be  paid  in  drink.     That  is  an  abomi- 
nable and  demoralizing  system.     It  is  a 
svstem   which    can  be   controlled    and 
checked    by  the    authorities,    but,    as 
far  as  I  know,  there  is  nothing  in  the 
laws  of  any  of  those  Grown  colonies 
which  prohibits  or  even  restrains  such 
a    pernicious    practice.      In    one  such 
colony  certainly,  though  not  in  Africa 
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(the  Leeward  Islands)  there  aie  reffn* 
ations  on  the  subject.    I  eommendtaat 
fact  to  your  Lordships'  attention.    It 
is  a  system  which  can  be' reetrioted  by 
the  authorities.  But,  after  all,  my  Loid% 
the  real  difficulty  with  which  we  have  to 
dealisthis,  the  question  of  expense.  The 
Treasury  have  now  for  many  years  pasti 
through  successive  administrationa,  pat 
down  and  bullied  and  cajoled  each  Seoe- 
tary  of  State  in  turn  to  such  an  extent^ 
that  money  which  ought  not  to  have  been 
given  up  has  been  abandoned,  and  poor 
colonies   have    been    thrown  on  tkeir 
own   inadequate    resources.    It    is    a 
question  which  concerns  the  Colonial 
Office    and    ^e    Foreign    Office.    As 
regards    the    Foreign    Office   I   quite 
admit    the    great    difficulty    that    the 
Prime  Minister,  as  Foreign  Seoretaiy, 
has  to  deal  with ;  at  the  same  time  it 
is  not  more  important  than  the  colonial 
side  of  the  question.     It  is  clearly  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  endeavoar  to 
bring  about  some  sort  of  common  action 
with  foreign  Govemmenta,  and  for  this 
reason :  that  the  imports  from  fbreiga 
trading  houses  are  really  larger  than 
those  in  this  country.    I  speak  without 
figures    before  me,    but  I  apprehend 
that    where    there    are    hundreds  of 
thousands    of   gpallons  of    spirits   im- 
ported    by     l£glish     manufaotorers^ 
there      are     miluons     imported      by 
foreigners.     Some    twelve   years    ago^ 
when  I  was  at  the  Goloniid  Office,  I 
endeavoured  to  come  to  a  settlement 
with  France  and  Germany  as  to  the- 
possessions  of  the  countries,  which  oftea 
run  into  each  other,  and  overlap  each 
other  on  the  West  Goast.  The  agreement' 
which  I  had  nearly  succeeded  in  cany- 
ing  out  was  upset,  owing  to  an  outcry 
by  English  merohants  who  declared  that 
valuable  territory  was  being  bartered 
away.    So    the  negotiations    were  not 
proceeded  with,  and  very  likely  the  chance 
will  never  occur  again.  I  venture  to  urge 
on  the  Golonial  Secretary  the  immense  im« 
portance  of  using  his  powers  to  act  in 
concert  with  other  nations.    I  am  afraid 
without  that  little  would  be  done.  There 
was  another  somewhat  similar  case  in 
the  Pacific  Ocean  where  there  was  for 
a  time  an  enormous  trade  carried  on 
with  the  natives  in  arms  and  liquor,, 
which  were  used  to  demoralise,  degrade, 
and    destroy     the      people    in    thos» 
seas.  Nothing  could  be  morally  and  poli- 
tically more  abominable.  In  that  oasemy 


1205    2%$  Liquor  lirtjfie  mMiig     {Mat  t^  1889}  ih$  Afrieam  Rae$9.         IkOd 


ooUeagues  and  I  passed  a  Bill  through 
Parliament  which  created  a  Hieh  Court 
there  and  made  the  Gbvemor  ofFiji  fox 
the  time  being  High  Commissioner.  My 
Lords,  that  would  have  been  perfectly 
satisfactory  and  sufficient  but  for  one 
single  thinff,  viz. :  that  we  could  only 
nnfertunately  deal  with  British  subjects, 
and  the  subjects  of  other  countries  set 
our  legislation  at  defiance.  Still,  the 
Act  itself  has  done  some  good.  I  do 
not  desire  to  take  up  your  Lordships' 
time  further.  This  is  a  matter  of  immense 
importance,  and  I  would  only  venture  to 
press  upon  both  my  noble  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary the  advisibility  of  using  those 
powers  which  they  have — the  Colonial 
Secretary  in  the  Crown  Colonies  and  the 
Prime  Minister — in  bringing  about  that 
concert  with  the  Governments  of  other 
nations  which  is  necessary  to  enable 
anything  effectual  to  be  done. 
*LoBD  ABERDABE :  My  Lords.  I  have 
for  the  last  five  years  been  Chairman  of 
one  of  the  largest  commercial  enterprises 
in  this  country  connected  with  these  re- 
gions, and  your  Lordships  will  under- 
stand that  I  would  not  have  become 
Chairman  of  the  Company  if  I  had  not 
been  desirous  that  the  benefits  of  com- 
merce might  be  introduced  without 
those  evils  which  have  so  often  converted 
it  into  a  curse;  and  I  was  rejoiced 
to  find  the  experienced  men  who  sat 
at  that  Board  were  as  strongly  eon- 
vinced  as  myself  that  the  introduction 
of  spirits  was  a  thing  which  not  only 
affected  the  moral  and  physical  condition 
of  the  natives,  but  interfered  with  the 
interests  of  trade  and  commerce.  My 
Lords,  I  would  like  to  refer  to  what  has 
been  done  by  the  Eoy  al  Niger  Company. 
Over  an  immense  district  extending  for 
1,000  miles  up  the  Niger,  the  Company 
have  imposed  heavy  duties  on  liquor 
with  the  result  that  there  has  been  a 
s;reat  reduction  in  the  quantity  of  spirits 
imported  over  the  whole  length  of  its 
gpreat  tributary  the  Binn6,  extending 
over  400  miles,  the  Company,  availing 
themselves  of  the  power  conferred  on 
them  by  their  Charter,  have  absolutely 
prohibited  the  introduction  of  spirits. 
Altogether  we  have  been  able  to  reduce 
the  consumption  of  liquor  in  the  vast 
district  under  our  control  by  75  per  cent. 
It  may  be  asked  why  if  the  Niger  Com- 
pany has  been  able  thus  lately  to 
reduce  this  traffic,  it  cannot  be  wholly 


abolished?     I    think  the    answer    ta 
that  question  is  afforded  by  a  reference 
to    the  geographical    position    of    the 
country.    Take  the  lower  part  of  the 
district;  it  is  accessible   by  I  do  not 
know  how  many  different  branches  of 
the  Nig^r,   and  it  would  be  next    to 
impossible  for  the  Company  or  for  any 
Government  to  put  a  stop  to  the  intro- 
duction of   spirits    into    a  district    so 
formed.      With  regard  to  the  Upper 
Niger,  again,  we  are  confronted  with 
the  difficulty  that    it  can  be    reached 
overland  from  the  West  Coast,    where 
as  we  know  there  is  an  enormous  sale 
of   strong  liquors;    and,   if   we    were 
absolutely  to  prevent  the  introduction 
of  those  liquors  into  the  upper  part  of 
the  river  district  from  the  West  Coast, 
we  should  in  a  short  time  have  regular 
caravans  starting  from  Sierra  Leone  and 
Lagos  and  from  other  places  on  the  coast 
conveying     liquor,     so    that    the    last 
state  in  regard  to  this  traffic  would  be 
worse  than  the  first.     How  far,  then,  is 
it    possible    to    put    an    end    to    thia 
state  of  things  ?     What  it  seems  to  me 
it  is  possible  to  do,  is  to  induce  other 
Governments  to  join  with  us  in  checking 
this  traffic  by  the  imposition  of  heavy 
duties  on  liquors.     By  joining  with  us 
they  would  greatly  reduce  the  importa- 
tion of  liquors  on  the  West  Coast  where 
so  much  mischief  is  being  done.  Another 
thing  which  might  be  done  is  to  follow 
the  example  of  the  Royal  Niger  Coov- 
pany  in   prohibiting  the    payment    of 
wages  in  drink.   That  has  been  done  by 
them  for  some  time  past,   and  might 
have  been    done    by    all    the   British 
Colonies  on   the   West  African  Coast. 
One    practical    step,   therefore,    which 
could  be  taken,  is  to  call  upon  foreign 
Governments' to  unite  with  us  in  taking 
measures  for  the  regulation  of  the  traffic^ 
another  for  rendering  illegal  the  pay- 
ment of  wages.    I  doubt  whether,  in  the 
present  disposition  of  foreign  Govern- 
ments,  more  than    these  measures    is 
practicable.    That  has  been  done  in  the 
case  of  the  North  Sea  fishermen,  and  I 
see  no  reason  whatever  why  the  same 
course    should    not    be    adopted    with 
success  in  the  countries  alontr  the  Niger. 
♦The  Archbishop  op  CANTEEBUK Y  : 
My  Lords,  we  do  not  bring  this  mat- 
ter forward  as  in  any  way  connected 
with  the  home  temperance  movement, 
nor  do  we  advocate  it  as  a  question 
on  the  views  of   total  abstainerei     I 
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same  thing  is  taking  place  in  many 
other  parts.  We  ought,  therefore,  to 
be  very  strenuous  indeed  in  our  efforts, 
and  not  fancy  that  this  is  an  evil  which 
will  bide  our  time,  because  it  will 
notk  As  British  influence  and  British 
power  extend  every  year  it  is  inevit- 
able that  the  methods  by  which 
the  native  races  have  hitherto  protected 
themselves  where  they  chose  to  protect 
themselves  are  become  impossible. 
They  protected  themselves  very  often  by 
very  violent  methods,  and  such  violent 
methods  of  stopping  any  evil  are  in- 
consistent with  our  notions  of  civilization. 
Instead  of  allowing  people  to  put  things 
down  by  physical  force  amounting 
to  something  like  riot,  we  step 
in  and  require  that  everything 
should  be  orderly,  and  when  we 
require  that  everything  should  be 
orderly  we  rob  the.  natives  of  their 
usual  methods  of  resisting  the  invasion  of 
anything  that  they  strongly  disapprove 
of,  and  we  do  not  supply  ^them  with 
any  methods  of  our  own.  Now  this 
goes  on,  and  will  still  go  on,  unless  we 
stop  it.  This  is  one  point  that  I  want 
to  press  upon  the  House  and  upon 
the  Government.  Then  there  is  another 
and  a  more  abstract  matter.  I  will  ven- 
ture to  suggest  that  we  must  not  lay  too 
much  stress  upon  an  argument  which 
commends  itself  naturally  to  statesmen 
generally  and  to  those  who  mix  them- 
selves up  in  political  life;  we  must 
be  always  on  our  guard  against  it ;  I 
mean  what  I  may  call  the  butcher's-dog 
argument.  Your  Lordships  know  the 
old  fable  of  the  butcher's-dog,  whose 
master's  meat  cart  was  attacked  by  a 
very  large  number  of  dogs,  and  who 
found  it  hopeless  to  resist  the  attack 
because  the  attacking  dogs  were  so 
numerous.  Therefore  he  joined  them 
in  devouring  his  master's  meat,  and 
when  the  master  came  out  and  drove 
the  dogs  away  and  killed  some,  his  own 
dog  pleaded  that  it  was  for  his  master's 
interest  that  he  should  have  his  share  of 
the  meat  and  join  the  other  dogs  in  con- 
suming it,  seeing  that  he  could  not 
frevent  them  from  doing  the  mischief, 
cannot  help  thinking  that  there  is  a 
little  of  that  argument  very  often 
present  in  the  minds  of  statesmen  in 
matters  of  this  kind.  What  we  want 
to  do  is  to  bring  men  to  a  sense  of 
something  that  is  morally  higher  than 
the  rule  by  which  they  are  living.     We 
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should  try  and  persuade  men  to  join 
in  what  is  morally  good;  and  we  may 
depend  upon  it  that  we  shall  hinder 
our  own  endeavours  considerably  if  we 
allow  too  much  stress  to  be  put  upon 
the  argument  that,  because  we  cannot 
stop  other  people  doing  mischief^  there- 
fore we  are  to  join  them  in  doing 
mischief.  It  should  be  made  plain  that 
we  are  ready  to  make  sacrifices  in  aueh 
a  matter  as  this,  and  I  wish  very  mueh 
that  all  those  who  entered  into  nego- 
tiations should  endeavour  to  maintain  a 
high  moral  standard  in  the  name  of 
England  whatever  moral  standard  be 
adopted  by  any  other  country. 

The  Eabl  of  MEATH  :  Your  Lord- 
ships are,  I  think,  very  well  agreed  on 
the  principle  of  this  matter,  and  it 
might  be  asked  if  that  is  so,  what  ia  the 
use  of  continuing  the  discussion  ?  Now, 
I  think  that  the  noble  Lord  who  brought 
forward  this  matter  intended  this  cus- 
cussion  to  be  in  some  way  a  demonstra- 
tion, for  he  said  that  it  was  necessary 
to  rouse  the  conscience  of  Europe.  1 
think,  my  Lords,  that  it  is  necessary 
to  arouse  not  only  the  conscience  A 
Europe,  but  also  the  conscience  of  the 
United  States.  As  your  Lordships  are 
aware,  the  United  States  did  not  see 
their  way  on  a  certain  occasion  to  assist 
the  late  Government  when  they  did 
what  they  could  to  put  a  stop  to  this 
iniquitous  traffic.  Both  parties  in  this 
House  are  agreed  upon  this  principle* 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Opposition  has  shown  what  his  feeling 
was  at  the  time  of  the  Berlin  Oonferenoe, 
and  the  Noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of 
the  Gt)vernment  has  stated  very  dis- 
tinctly his  opinion.     He  has  said : — 

"  We  wUl  never  cease  to  press  this  matter 
whenever  we  see  an  opportunity  of  pressing  it 
with  efifect.  We  will  press  it  in  season  sod  out 
of  season,  because  we  believe  that  a  vasl 
amount  of  human  happiness  or  misery  depends 
upon  the  course  which  these  negotiations  take.'» 

It  is  impossible  for  any  man  to  speak  in 
stronger  terms  than  that,  and  I  thank 
the  noble  Marquess  for  having  been 
bold  enough,  if  I  may  say  so,  to  speak 
his  mind,  and,  I  believe,  the  mina  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  We  have 
heard  very  stirring  and  eloquent  words 
from  his  Grace  the  Archbishop  with. 
regard  to  the  Christian  point  of  view  of 
this  question,  and  from  the  Bight  Bev* 
Bishop  with  regard  to  the  moral  point 
of  view.    Now,  I  am  going  to  take  your 
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Lordehips  down  to  a  toit  mnoh  lower 

gt>und — a  .ground  which  nas  not  yet,  as 
r  as  I  know,  been  Teiy  much  touched 
upon,   although  it  has   been    slightly 
touched  upon  by  the  noble  Lord,  Iiord 
Aberdare,  the  ground  of  the  commercial 
Talue  or  disTalue  of  tiiis  drink  traffic. 
This  country  is  growing  at  an  enormous 
pace  in  population.   It  is  long  ago  since 
this  country  has  been  able  to  maintain 
its  population  by  its  food  supply.   Every 
year  it  is  increasing  in  numbers,  and 
every  year  it  is  more  and  more  difficult 
to  feed  this  population.    The  population 
is  fed  to-day  by  food  which  is  purchased 
by  the  sale  of  the  manufactures  that  are 
made    by  the    working    men   of    this 
country.    In  order  that  those  manufac- 
tures may  be  sold  we  must  have  markets, 
and  every  year    our  markets  become 
more  difficult  to  find.  If  we  look  at  this 
continent  of  Africa  we  find  it  peopled  by 
millions  who  are  yet  unapproached,  we 
may  say,  by  the  trader.     You  may  ask 
what  has  that  to  do  with  the  liquor  traffic? 
It  has  this :  that  wherever  a  trader  with 
his  cask  of  rum  or  his  bottle  of  gin 
goes,  there  disappears  the  commerce  of 
fSngland ;  and  it   is  therefore  common 
wisdom  on  the  part  of  the  traders  of  this 
country  to  see  that  the  native  races  of 
Africa  should  not  be  demoralized  so  that 
they  shall  be  unable  and  unfit  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  products  of  civiliza- 
tion.    We  know  for  a  fact  that  where- 
ever  this  driuk  traffic  has  gone  it  has 
ruined  the  population,  and  they  are  unable 
to  purchase  our  goods.     Now  this  is  a 
very  low  ground,  but  it  is  a  practical 
ground,    and     I    lay    it     before     the 
merchants  of  this  country,  before  the 
working  men  of  this  country,  to  consider 
whether  it  is  not  worth  thinking  over. 
As  soon  as  the  gin  bottle  gets  into  a 
district  it  becomes  much  more  difficult 
for  the  honest  trader  to  get  into  that 
country.      Evil  passions  are   aroused, 
feuds  take  place,  hostilities  commence, 
and  the  trader  has  to  fight  his  way. 
Well  it  may  be  said,    ''how  is    this 
country  to  help  in  this  matter  ?  "     We 
have    heard  of  the  difficulties    which 
Her  Majesty's    (Government  and  other 
Governments  have  encountered.   I  must 
say  that  I  think  some  of  those  difficul- 
ties have  been  rather  exaggerated.    We 
learn  that  in  Basutoland  it  has  been 
found  possible  altoffether  to  prohibit 
the  drink  traffic,  and  I  do  not  see  whv, 
in  other   districts  wholly  or  partially 


under   British  rule,    a    similar  policy 
should  not  be  pursued  with  like  success. 
It  has  been  contended  that  we  cannot 
interfere  with  our  Colonial  Gbvemments 
— that  we  must  leave  them  free  and  un- 
fettered.    That  may  be  true,  but  we 
can  assuredly  expostulate  and  advise 
with  those  Oovemments.     I  can  well 
understand  that  a  much  greater  diffi- 
culty arises  when  we  come  to  deal  with 
the  Governments  of  other  countries.    I 
am  certain  that  if  there  is  one  man  who 
will  do  his  best  to  secure  the  co-opera- 
tion of    foreign  Governments  in  this 
matter   it    is    Her    Majesty's     Prime 
Minister,  and  this  demonstration — for  I 
look  upon  it  as  a  demonstration — will 
strengthen   his    hands.     I   hope   that 
the    opinion  of    this    House  and  the 
opinion   of  the    House    of   Oommons^ 
which  has  already  been  expressed,  will 
be  known  far  and  wide,  and  that  the 
United  States  will  re-consider  their  deter- 
mination, and  will  not  be  afraid  of  mix- 
ing themselves  up  in  the  affairs  of  Europe 
on  a  question  such  as  this,  which  can 
hardly  embroil  them  in  any  political 
difficulty.    I  trust  that  the  debate  which 
has  taken  place  this  day  will  be  of  service 
not  only  to  the  advance  of  Christianity 
and  of  morality,  but  may  be  of  service 
in  increasing  our  markets  and  in  pro- 
viding food   for  our   working  classes* 
♦LORD  KNUTSFORD :  My  Lords,  if 
my  reply  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's 
GK>vemment  to  the  appeal  made  to  them 
by  the  noble  Duke  be  somewhat  short, 
it  is  not  because  the  Government  are 
not  fully  alive  to  the  importance  and 
interest  of  the  subject  submitted  to  the 
House,  not  because  they  do  not  desire 
to  give  effect  to  the  assurances  made  to 
the  deputation  by  the  noble  Marquess 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,   but 
because  I  have  very  little  information 
to  add  to  that  which  has  already  been 
given  to  Parliament.      The  replies  to 
the  circular  to  which  I  referred  in  my 
speech  of  March,  1888,  will  be  found  in 
the    Parliamentary    Paper    (C   5563), 
and  I  think    that  all  who  have  read 
those  and   the   previous    papers    will 
arrive  at   this    general  conclusion,   so 
far  as  Africa  is  concerned,  that  there 
is  not  so   much  want    of    legislation, 
as  want  of  effective  enforcement  of  the 
existing  law.    I  certainly  was  not  aware 
that  labour  had  been  paid  for  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa  in  drink  as  has 
been  stated  this  evening,  and  I  need 
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baidlr  aav  tjutlaiiall  lA  at  ones  fiir  a  - 
Beport  on  that  sabiect.  szuL  if  TueoaHET,  ■ 
roQnfzv  tiiAC  9a  orvixiuDiisa  5BioiKiii    iw 
pasBed  tn  stop  diat  practice  in  dia  trxtOTB. 
I  think  that  in  tiealmi^  with  this  sobjen 
of  lii^Tior  traffic  laws,  it  mnac  in  fiBrnmm 
to  the  CaloniaL  <  jovemmsnta  be  zemenL- 
bered  that  those  law^  are  of  all  laws  the  < 
most  easily  e^rndsd^  and  thereftire  die 
moat  difficult  to  enfbree.  and  esp«ciaIlT 
so  wh(>re.  aa  in  ^e  caoe  of  Bechaana- 
land,  theie  is  a  larze  non-natiTe  papu- 
lation.    It  ia  fbozuf  to   be  Terr  xnnch 
easier  to  enfbrr^e  the  law  in  places  like 
2aliiland  and  Basatoland.  wkere  there  | 
is  not  that  large  non-aatiTe  popolation.  < 
Where  there  is  a  large  European  popa-  ' 
lation  it  is  not  possible  or  practicable  to  > 
prevent  importarion  of  spiritnoos  liqxiors 
or  their  sale  to  other  than  naciTes  :  bat,  \ 
of  coTiTse.  the  more  liquor  th^reisintro-  ' 
dnced,  the  more  diScnIt  is  it  to  prevent ' 
the  natives  getting  hold  of  it  in  exchange 
for  jToods,  or  to  stop  the  sale  or  gifb  of  it 
to  them.  I  will  now  verr  brieflv  refor  to 
the  different  places  in  Soath  and  West 
Africa  referr^  to  by  previoas  speakers. 
I  venture  to  think  that  the  noble  Duke 
has  hardly  dealt  fairly  with  the  Cape. 
The  noble   Dnke.  in   speaking  of  the 
Commission    appointed    at   the    Cape, 
omitted    to    mention    that    the    Cape 
Government  had  immediately,  after  re-  . 
ceiving  the  Beport  of  that  Commission,  < 
paflsed  a  most  important  measure — ^Act ; 
2S  of  1 H 8 3— which  was  most  stringent ' 
in  its  terms,  and  entirely  prohibited  the  I 
sale  or  gift  of  any  liquor  to  natives  in 
certain  native  locations,  and  the  GKiv- 
emoT  was  also  given  power  to  constitute 
native  areas  within  which  liquor  was 
not  to  be  sold  at  all.     I  have  reason 
to  believe  that  that  law  has  been  en- 
forf:ed   in   those  native   locations    and 
areas,  as  from  the  Cape  Blue  Book  on 
native  affairs  published  in  1888,  which 
r/';n tains  Keports  from  all  the  districts, 
it    appears    that    drunkenness  on  the 
whole  is  decreasing  among  the  natives. 
There  was  a  good  deal  of  Kaffir  beer 
brewed  and  consumed  at  festivities,  but 
in  six  only  out  of  42  districts  do  the  re- 
ports make  reference  to  the  prevalence 
of  brandy  drinking.    The  Magistrates 
seem   fully,  alive    to    the    desirability 
of      diminishing       the       supply       ot 
spirituous    liquors    by     the  canteens. 
In    the     Transkeian     territories     the 
Proclamation  of  1 M85  was  very  stringent 
in  terms,   both    as    to  importation  of 
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and  aala  of  ttein  to 
>  laat  nporla  an  quits 
to  apiiiti|  thonpi  it 
appean  tihsn  is  a  lane  oooaniiiptioiL  of 
TjtflWy  baep.  I  wofud  only 
gards  tba  Cmgrn,  thaii  as  has  twen 
obasipaJ  by  tiia  noble  Doke,  we  hara 
no  hand  in  the  adminkftratioii  or  legn- 
lacum  of  ftat  edony;  but  I  wmiU 
ventQze  to  suggest  to  those  AssoeutUBS 
or  Connnxttees  who  liave  so  nsebdly 
taksn  tm  tiiu  question  in  this  eoontqTi 
tiiat  if  they  are  made  aware  of  repeatsd 
xnfEingenienti  of  tiie  law  upon  endenoe 
on  which  they  can  rrijy  they  should 
eommnnzcate  tiiese  cases,  with  ihll 
details^  either  direct  to  the  Otpe 
Govenunent  or  tibzongh  the  Secretsty  of 
State.  I  am  satiflEed  that  saeh  eom- 
mmicationa  wiQ  receive  fbll  considera- 
tion. With  regard  to  Natal,  althoorii 
the  law  spears  to  be  saffieienOT 
stringent,  I  admit  that,  owing  to  lack 
of  police  snperviaon  over  roadside 
plam  of  entertainment  in  rural  distriolii 
there  has  not  been  sofficient  enforoeiBeDt 
of  that  law.  "Die  finances  of  that  colony 
have  not  hitherto  been  in  soch  a  oonditioa 
that  any  great  additional  ezpenditors 
could  be  l^htly  incaxred,  and  no  doubt 
the  increase  of  police  to  secure  the  foil 
supervision  would  have  been  very  cosilj. 
But  I  am  glad  to  state  that  propossJs 
has  just  been  received  for  appointing 
supervisors  over  the  natives,  who  wi]], 
among  other  duties,  advise  the  chisA 
against  the  excesses  which  prevail  at 
their  ceremoniee.  I  have  been  able  to 
sanction  the  appointment  of  those  snper- 
visors,  and,  wnen  giving  my  sanction,  I 
have  strongly  urged  upon  the  Oolonial 
Government  that  these  supervisors 
should  exercise  all  their  influence 
towards  securing  the  efficient  working  of 
the  law  prohibiting  the  sale  of  liquor  to 
natives.  As  I  pointed  out  in  my  speeeh 
last  year,  the  question  of  regulating  the 
importation  of  liquor  into  &k)nth  Africa 
by  means  of  the  imposition  of  an  uniform 
high  duty,  was  not  favourably  received 
by  the  Cape  or  Natal.  The  view  taken 
by  the  Cape  (Government  with  regard  to 
high  tariffs  was  that,  so  far  as  the 
natives  were  concerned,  the  traffic  oonld 
only  be  checked  by  internal  regulations, 
and  that  a  high  tariff  would  stimulate 
smuggling  and  illicit  manufacture  of 
spirits  much  of  which  would  be  <rf  ft 
most  deleterious  character ;  and  the  view 
taken  by  Natal  was  that  it  would  be  of 
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little  use  tor  them  to  peas  anj  meeenree 
until  the  Oupe  and  the  Pbrtngueae  Qo* 
Tenunents  nad  acted  in  the  matter. 
With  reffard  to  the  tenitoriee  and 
pUoee  under  the  more  direct  control  of 
the  Home  Goyemmenty  a  much  more 
favourable  account  can  be  given.  In 
Zululand  the  Natal  liquor  laws  are  in 
force,  and  I  have  received  no  complaints 
of  evasion  of  the  law.  In  Basutoland, 
as  has  been  stated,  the  drink  traffic  has 
ceased  to  exist.  In  a  Beport  of  July, 
1888,  itisstotedthat— 

•<  The  drink  traffic  has  been  suppreaaed,  and 
oanrndering  the  extent  of  border,  there  is  little 
smuggling.  For  this  we  are  indebted  to  the 
assistance  we  receive  from  the  Orange  Free 
Stote  anthorities." 

As  to  British  Bechuanaland,    I  have 
already  pointed  out  why  it  is  more  diffi- 
cult to  prevent  evasion  of  the  law  in  that 
Colony,   where   there  is  a  larg^  non- 
native  population,  than  in  other  places ; 
but,  although  in  the  past  there  has  been 
a  want  of  energy  on  the  part  of  the 
police,    everv  care    is    now    taken    to 
enforce  the  law.    The  original  Procla- 
mation against  selling  liquor  to  natives 
has  been  made  more  stringent.    Giving 
liquor  to  natives  is  prohibited,  and  a 
license  is  forfeited  on  the  second  con- 
viction.    There  is,  however,  great  dif- 
ficulty in  obtaining  proof  of  breaches  of 
the    law.       Although    the    system    of 
(£*  trapping  "  is  not  a  very  desirable  one, 
^t  has  to  be  resorted  to.     "Trapping" 
^s  sending  natives  to  the  houses  to  get 
iquor  sold  to  them ;  and  the  chief  diffi- 
culty about  that  is  to  get  trustworthy 
natives  to  do  the  work.     It  is,  however, 
satisfactory  to  learn  that  the  largest  liquor 
dealers  at  TauDgs  have  recently  been 
convicted  of  selling  liquor  to  natives,  and 
that  their  licenses  have  been  forfeited. 
I  have  also  directed  that  greater  care 
should  be  taken   about  the   g^nting 
of  liceDses,  and  confining  them  to  per- 
sons who  could  be  trusted,  and  I  have 
transferred    the    power    of    granting 
licenses  from  the  Licensing  Boards  to  the 
Besident  Magistrates,  so  as  to  have  the 
licenses  more  under  the  control  of  the 
Oovemment.     Turning    to    the    West 
Coast  of  Africa,  while  I  am  quite  free 
to  admit  that  the  state  of  things  there 
is  unsatisfactory,  at  the  same  time  I 
would  urge  that  the  remedies  are  not 
easily  attainable,  and  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  those  colonies  wilh  regard 
to  the  colonies  of  other  nations,  maae  it 


diffioulti  if  not    impossible,   either  to 

Erohibit  or  restrict  the    importation  of 
quor  into  our  colonies.    If  the  (Govern- 
ment of  Lagos   were  to  attempt  by 
high  duties  or  in   any  other  way  to 
restrict  the  passing  of  snirits  throuffh 
Lagos,    the    effect    woula    simply    De 
to    divert   the    trade    from   Lagos    to 
some  other  place  under  the  French  or 
the  G^erman  flag.    I  fear  upon  further 
inquiry  that  there  are  grave,  if  not  in* 
superable,  difficulties  in  obtaining^  an 
international  agreement  for  imposition 
of  high  uniform  rates  of  import  and 
license  duties.     It  would  be  next  to 
impossible   to  prevent  the   smuggling 
along  the  vast  stretch    of  Coast  line. 
A  large  and  expensive  augmentation 
of  Custom  Officers  would  be  required, 
and    this    expense  would  have  to  be 
incurred  while  the  revenue  was  dimin* 
ished.    Take  the   Gold  Coast  for  ex- 
ample.   I  am  not  sure  that  there  is  tinj 
staff  at  Liberia,  Assinee,  or  Togo ;  but  if 
there  is,  such  staff  would  have  to  be 
largely  increased,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
prooable  that  the  foreign  Powers  would 
view  this  with  favour,  even  if  the  Gbld 
.Coast  finances  would  justify  the  expen* 
diture.      As  far  as  Lagos  itself  is  con- 
cerned, I  do  not  hear  much  complaint 
of  drunkenness  there,  although  large 
Quantities  of  spirits  pass  through  into 
the  inland  temtories,  but  I  will  call  for 
a  report  upon  the  state  of  things.    I 
may  mention  one  fact  of  some  interest : 
Katanu,  which  is  a  place  under    our 
protectorate,  not  far  from  La^os,  has 
been  entirely  flooded  with  spirits  from 
Porto  Novo,  where  the  kins  is  under 
Frenohprotection.    An  appeal  has  come 
from  Katanu,   asking  that  the  Spirit 
Licensing  Law  of  Lagos  might  be  ap- 
plied there;  and  to  that  application  I 
have  recently    g^ven    assent.    I    shall 
watch  with  great  interest  the  result  of 
that  extension  of  the  law  of  Lagos.    I 
shall,  of  course,  take  notice  of  the  points 
which  have  been  raised  with  regard  to 
the  Colonies  on  the  West  Coast.    In 
conclusion  I  would  say  it  is  satisfactory 
to  the  Government  to  find  that  in  the 
notice  of  the  noble  Duke  there  is  a 

general  recognition  of  tho  efforts  Her 
[ajesty's  Government  have  made  to 
restrict  this  traffic;  and  I  can  assure 
the  noble  Duke  that  the  appeal  which 
has  been  made  bv  him  ^nll  not  be 
made  in  vain.  With  reference  to  a 
point  made  by  the   Lord  Bishop   of 
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London,  I  denre  to  state  that  the  latest 
retumn  of  the  import  of  spirits  into 
Lagos,  those  for  1887  show  a  diminu- 
tion in  the  quantities  imported  as  com- 
pared with  former  years,  except  in 
ueneva,  in  which  there  has  been  an 
increase. 

FACTORS  BILL  (Ko.  27). 
SECOITD   READING. 

The  lord  CHANOELLOB:  In 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill 
I  need  trouble  your  Lordships  with  only 
a  few  observations.  Its  object  is  to 
amend  and  consolidate  the  laws  relating 
to  various  commercial  transactions,  to 
repeal  four  Statutes  which  up  to  now 
have  embodied  the  law,  and  to  remove 
from  the  minds  of  many  of  the  commer- 
cial classes  difficulties  which  have  arisen 
in  consequence  of  a  recent  decision  of 
your  Lordships'  House — I  refer  to  Lord 
oheffield's  case.  Undoubtedly  the  deci- 
sion, which  made  certain  commercial 
documents  Bills  of  Sale  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Act  of  1878,  amounted 
practically  to  an  alteration  of  the  law  of 
£*actors,  and  its  effect  has  been  to 
seriously  entangle  the  law  on  this  sub- 
ject, so  that  codification  and  amendment 
are  urgently  required.     An  important 

Sart  of  this  measure  is  that  which  gives 
efinitions  of  ''mercantile  accent," 
"  goods,"  *'  document  of  title,  '  and 
other  commercial  phrases.  I  may  men- 
tion that  I  have  received  commu- 
nications from  the  Association  of 
Writers  to  the  Signet  in  Scotland 
and  from  a  number  of  country  bankers 
approving  of  the  Bill,  and  suggesting 
other  alterations  of  the  law.  If  your 
Lordships  give  the  Bill  a  Second 
Reading,  I  propose  to  move  that  it  be  re- 
ferred to  the  StandingCommittee  forBills 
relating  to  Law,  &c-,  where  its  provisions 
may  be  carefully  examined  and  possibly 
improved. 

Bill  read  2*  (aeoordine  to  order)  and 
oommitted  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  ^. 

ARBITRATION  BILL  (No.  5.) 

The  lord  CHAXCELLOR  :  I  have 
to  inform  your  Lordships  that  the  diffi- 
culty which  had  arisen  between  my 
noble  Friend  Lord  Bran  well  and  me 
has  been  satisfactorily  adjusted.  When 
I  dosdred  that  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
ferred to  Committee  of  the  whole  House, 

Lord  Snutsford 


my  object  was  (to  pat  itToixplainW) 
to  avoid  the  Bill  being  tied  up  with  the 
Bill  of  my  noble  Friend.  lamhappyto 
inform  your  Lordships  that  my  noble 
Friend,  after  considering  the  reasons 
which  I  put  to  him,  has  oonsented  to 
withdraw  any  further  progress  of  his 
Bill,  in  order  that  mine  may  proceed 
with  due  diligence  to  anotiier  place.  The 
result  of  that  is  that  if  your  Lordships 
will  allow  me,  I  shall  now  move  that 
this  Bill  go  to  the  Standing  Oummittee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  Ac.,  and  the 
other  Motion,  which  stands  in  the  name 
of  my  noble  Friend,  he  has  authorised 
me  to  withdraw. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Hoose  to  be  put 
into  Committee,  read,  and  discharged:  and  the 
Bill  oommitted  to  the  Standing  Ckmimittoe  for 
Billfl  relating  to  Law,  ftc 

ARBITRATION  (No.  2)  BILL  (No.  81). 

Order  of  the  Day  for  theHonse  to  bemitinto 
Committee,  read,  luid  discharged  ;  and  Bill  (by 
leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  a  qoarter  beforo 

Seven  o*clook,  tiU  To-morrow, 

a  qoarter  past  Ten  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 
Monday,  Sth  Mag,  1889. 


EAST  INDIA  (DISTRESS  AT  GANJAM). 

Address  for  *'  Reports  by  Mr.  J.  H. 
Oarstin,  O.S.I.,  on  oonditionof  Ganjamy 
Madras."— (ITr.  Bradlawgk,) 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PB0CEDT7BE 
(IRELAND)  ACT.  1887  (IICPRISONIDSNT 
OF  MESSRS.  CONDON  AND  JOHN 
O'CONNOR,  AND  DR.  TANNER)  . 

Mb.  speaker  aoqoainted  the 
House  that  he  had  reeei^^  the  foUow- 
ing  Letters  relating  to  the  impriaonment 
of  certain  Members  of  this  Etonae  :— 

Court  House,  Tippenrf « 

Hay  %  1889. 

Sir, 

I  bog  to  inform  yon  that  tiie  appeals  of  Ifr* 
Thomas  J.  Condon,  M.P.  for  Eart  DrriwA  of 
Co.  Tipperary,  and  of  BIr.  J.  O^OoaBor,  ILP. 
for  the  South  Division  of  Ooimty 
from  the  order  of  two  ReaidflBt 
sentencing  them  to  be  imprisonfld   fat  ion 
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fnonthB  each  without  hard  labour,  came  on  to 
be  heard  before  me  at  this  Sessions,  and  that  I 
this  day  confirmed  the  order  of  the  Magistrates, 
and  sentenced  the  appellants  to  be  imprisoned 
for  four  months  without  hard|  labour,  and 
issued  a  warrant  for  their  arrest  ;;^ 

I  have  the  honour  to  remain, 

Sir, 
Tour  most  obt.  serrant, 

Wm.  AjcdbbsOn. 
County  Court  Judge  and  Chairman  of 
Quarter  Sessions  for  the  County 
of  Tipperary. 
The  Right  Honble.  the  Speaker, 

House  of  Commons,  London. 
Court  House,  Tipperary, 

May  2,  1889. 
Sir, 
I  beg  to  inform  you  that  the  appeal  of  Dr. 
Charles K.  D.  Tanner,  M.P.  for  Middle  Division 
of  Co.  Cork  from  the  order  of  two  Resident 
Magistrates,  sentencing  him  to  be  imprisoned 
for  three  months*  without'    hard  labour,  came 
on   to  be  heard  before  me  at  this  Sessions* 
and  that  I  this  day  affirmed  the  order  of    the 
Magistrates  and    sentenced  the  '  appellant  |  to 
three  months'  imprisonment  without  hard  labor, 
and  issued  a  warrant  for  his  arrest. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be. 
Sir, 
Tour  most  obt.  servant, 

William  AmiEBSoir, 
County  Court  Judge  and  Chairman  of 
Quarter  Sessions  Co.  'npperary. 
The  Right  Honble.  the  Speaker, 

House  of  Commons,  London. 

QUESTIONS. 

NEWFOUNDLAND  LOBSTER 
INDUSTRT. 

Mb.  S^MUELSON  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  French  have  the  right,  under  exist- 
ing treaties,  to  take  and  preserre  lob- 
sters on  the  so-called  French  shore  of 
Newfoundland,  and  whether  the  text  of 
the  treaties,  which  speak  of  *' stages 
made  of  boards  necessary  and  usual  for 
drying  of  fish,"  can  cover  the  erection 
of  factories  for  tinning  lobsters,  with 
boilers  and  other  apparatus;  and 
whether,  with  reference  to  the  dispatch 
of  Gbvemor  Blake,  dated  St.  John's, 
Newfoundland,  10th  July,  1888,  setting 
forth  the  interference  of  the  French 
with  British  subjects  carrying  on  the 


lobster  fishery  at  White  Bay,  it  is  in- 
tended by  the  Colonial  Office  in  future 
to  support  British  subjects  where  they 
may  be  engaged  in  the  lobster  industry 
on  the  portion  of  the  coast  where  the 
French  possess  treaty  rights,  prorided 
such  taking  and  preserving  of  lobsters 
does  not  interfere  in  any  way  with  the 
prosecution  of  cod  fishing  (and  the 
catching  of  bait  necessary  for  the  same) 
by  the  French  ? 

The  under  SECIRETART  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Fkkgusson,  Manchester,  N.  W.) : 
The  French  claim  this  right,  but  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  do  not  admit 
that  it  is  conferred  by  the  Treaties. 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  will  support 
British  Subjects  in  the  Lobster  Fishery, 
provided  they  do  not  interfere  with 
French  Treaty  Rights.  The  position 
of  British  and  French  Fishery  Rights  in 
Newfoundland  is  not  free  from  diffi- 
culties, but  those  difficulties  have 
hitherto  been  generally  prevented  from 
becoming  acute  by  the  prudence  of  the 
Governments  concerned,  and  of  their 
officers ;  and  it  may  be  hoped  that  like 
success  may  attend  their  proceeding's  in 
the  future. 

MILITARY    BLANKETS-H.M.S. 
SERA  PIS. 

Ma.  SAMUELSON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether,  on  the 
arrival  of  the  East  York  Regiment  at 
Portsmouth  from  Aden  in  December  last 
in  the  Serapit^  the  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men  were  deprived  of  their 
blankets  by  order  of  the  Naval  Authori- 
ties on  board  the  ship,  in  spite  of.  the 
protestations  of  the  Regimental  Authori- 
ties that  the  blankets  were  required,  as 
the  men  were  not  to  disembark  until 
next  day ;  whether,  in  consequence, 
the  men  had  to  sleep  on  the  bare  and 
damp  decks ;  and  whether  within  eight 
days  of  arrival  at  Sheffield,  twenty-four 
men  were  admitted  to  hospital  suffering 
from  chest  affections,  one  case  nearly 
proving  fatal  ? 

*The  secretary  of  state  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhofb,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  It  is  true  that  in  December 
last  the  non-commissioned  officers  and 
men  of  the  East  York  Regiment,  on 
their  arrival  at  Portsmouth  from  Aden 
in  the  Serapis,  were  deprived  of  their 
blankets,  and  had  to  sleep  on  the  bare 
decks  in  their  greatcoats.    It  is  also 
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INDIAN     AFFAIRS— PARLIAM  ENTARY 

INQUIRY. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  HerMajesty's  GoTemment 
have  taken  any,  and  what,  steps  to  give 
effect  to  the  official  declaration  made  in 
1886,    and   formally  recorded    in    the 

Besolution  No-  15^,  Simla,  4th  Octo- 
ber, 1886,  that  it  was  then  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  at  an 
«arly  date,  to  undertake  a  Parliamentary 
inquiry  into  Indian  affairs;  and, 
-whether  he  will  state  the  reasons  for 
the  delay  in  undertaking  such  Parlia- 
mentary inquiry  ? 

♦The  under  SEORETAET  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Oorst, 
Chatham) :  An  immense  mass  of  infor- 
mation has  been  obtained  by  the  Indian 
Finance  Oommittee  and  the  Indian 
Public  Service  Commission,  and  their 
reports  have  been  laid  before  Parliament. 
This  fact,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  has  rendered  a  Parlia- 
mentary inquiry  into  Indian  affairs  at 
the  present  moment  inexpedient. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH:  Let  me  ask 
irhether  the  Goyemment,  when  it  made 
the  declaration  referred  to  in  my  ques- 
tion, had  not  in  view  the  investigation 
of  those  Commissions,  and  had  not  ex- 
pressly declared  that  it  was  its  inten- 
iion  that  a  Parliamentary  inquiry  should 
follow  that  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission ? 
*SiR  J.  G0E8T:  Yes,  Sir.  The 
'Government  had  those  inquiries  in  view, 
but  they  had  no  idea  how  completely  the 
result  of  those  inquiries  would  exhaust 
all  information  that  it  was  necessary  to 
obtain  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH:  Do  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Gentlepian  to  mean  that 
the  whole  of  the  matters  as  to  which 
the  Government  on  the  4th  of  October, 
1886,  intended  and  expressed  its  inten- 
tion then  to  inquire  into  has  been  ex- 
hausted in  the  two  inquiries  he  has 
mentioned  ? 

^  *SiR  J.  GOEST :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  quite  right  in  concluding  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  State  the 
inquiry  is  now  exhausted.  Any  further 
inquiry  would  merely  obstruct  the  neces- 
sary reforms  in  India. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  if  I  cannot  obtain  an  oppor- 
tunity before,  I  will  call  attention  to  the 


subject  and  ask  for  fdrther  informatioa 
upon  the  statement  of  thA  hon.  Gtontla- 
man  in  reference  to  the  Indian  Budget 

POOR    LAW    SCHOOLS    AT 
HAKWELL. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  long  continued  preyalenes 
of  ophthalmia  in  the  Oentral  Iiondon 
District  (Poor  Law)  Schools  at  Hanwelli 
in  which  there  are  1,100  children  ^m 
the  unions  of  the  City  of  London  and 
St.  Saviour's,  Surrey ;  whether  ophthal- 
mia has  been  present  in  these  schools 
for  the  last  28  years ;  whether,  in  1874, 
the  proportion  of  children  with  healthj 
eyes  were  reported  to  be  less  than  15 
per  cent;  whemer,  between  October  1875 
and  April  1886,  2,420  children  suffered 
from  ophthalmic  disease,  of  which 
191  cases  were  '*  annually  produced  in 
the  school*';  and  whether  the  number 
now  separated  on  account  of  this  disease 
is  more  than  double  the  number  sepa- 
rated a  year  ago ;  whether  in  the  North 
Surrey  Schook  at  Anerley,  there  are 
from  800  to  900  children,  drawn  from 
the  same  class  as  the  Hanwell  children, 
with  only  one  case  of  ophthalmia^ 
although  in  1873  there  were  300  to  400 
children  suffering  from  it,  and  whether 
the  disease  was  practically  eradicated 
by  action  taken  on  the  advice  of  Mr. 
Nettleship,  an  eminent  oculist ;  whether 
Mr.  Nettleship  has  now  advised  the 
Hanwell  managers  to  follow  the  course 
which  was  pursued  in  the  North  Surrey 
Schools,  and  notwithstanding  that  hu 
suggestions  have  met  with  the  support 
and  approval  of  Mr.  Hedley,  the  G^eral 
Inspector  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  the  Metropolitan  district,  and 
have  been  before  the  managers  for  more 
than  four  months,  no  action  upon  them 
has  yet  been  taken ;  and  whether,  hay- 
ing regard  to  the  serious  consequences 
attendant  upon  this  disease,  which  often 
remains  active,  with  intervals  of  oom- 
parative  cure,  for  many  years  after  a 
child  leaves  school,  and  respecting 
which  Mr.  Netfleship  states  that  <'  it  is 
no  uncommon  thing  at  our  Eye  Hos- 
pitals, and  eye  departments  of  general 
hospitals,  to  see  young  men  and  women, 
of  nrom  20  to  30,  whose  lives  have  been 
made  miserable,  and  their  livelihood 
precarious  in  the  extreme,  by  firequent 
relapses  of  granular  ophthalmia,  wMoh 
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was  first  contracted  in  a  Poor  Law 
school,"  he  will  take  such  measures  as 
may  be  needfol  to  secure  that  this 
ecourge  shall  be  promptly  and  effectually 
dealt  with  ? 

♦Thb  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritohu, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
statements  in  the  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
prevalence  of  ophthalmia  in  the  schools 
at  Hanwell  belonging  to  the  Central 
London  School  District  appear  sub- 
stantially to  be  in  accordance  with  the 
facts.  With  regard  to  the  school  at 
Anerley  belonging  to  the  North  Surrey 
School  District,  Dr.  Bridges  and  Dr. 
Mouat,  two  of  the  Board's  Inspectors, 
in  1873  advised  that  between  300  and 
400  children  at  those  schools  should 
be  placed  under  medical  care,  and  Mr. 
Nettleship  was  selected  to  take  charge 
of  them.  The  Lispectors  at  the  same 
time  advised  many  structural  and 
hygienic  alterations,  which  were  adopted 
by  the  managers,  and  the  result  has 
been  that  opthalmia  has  been  practi- 
cally eradicated  from  the  schools. 
The  managers  of  the  Central  London 
School  District  were  in  1875  strongly 
urged  by  the  Local  Government  Board, 
by  letter  and  in  conference  with  the 
Board's  Inspectors,  to  take  steps  similar 
to  those  taken  at  Anerley,  but  they 
did  not  carry  out  the  suggestions  then 
made.  Measures,  however,  were  taken 
which,  though  not  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Board  sufficiently  energetic,  had  yet  the 
effect  of  reducing  the  disease  for  some 
▼ears.  Two  years  ago  ophthalmia 
became  again  prevalent,  and  dnoe  then 
the  Boara's  Inspectors  and  Architect 
have  had  interviews  with  the  managers, 
and  the  advice  given  by  them  has  been 
endorsed  by  l£*.  Nettleship,  who  was 
subsequently  called  in  by  the  managers. 
The  managers  have  not  as  yet,  however, 
given  effect  to  this  advice.  The  Local 
Government  Board  on  the  Srd  inst. 
addressed  to  the  managers  an  urgent 
communication,  impressmg  upon  wem 
the  very  grave  responsibility  which  they 
will  incur  if  any  further  delay  occurs 
before  steps  are  taken  to  provide  an 
effectual  remedy  for  the  very  unsatis- 
factory condition  of  thinffs  which  has  so 
long  existed.  The  Boara  have  s^ially 
urged  certain  structural  alterations  at 
the  school,  and  especially  the  provision 
of  a  distmot  infant  school.    I  cannot 


but  express  my  regret  that  these  arrange- 
ments nave  not  already  been  adopted  oy 
the  managers.  I  am  strongly  impressea 
with  the  importance  of  the  matter,  and 
I  will  take  care  that  every  pressure  is 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  managers  so 
as  to  secure  the  sanitary  condition  of 
the  schools  being  placed  in  a  satis'- 
faotory  state. 

MB.MUNDELLA:  I  am  grateful  for 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  I  will  repeat  part  of  the  question  a 
week  hence  in  order  to  ascertain  if  any- 
thing has  been  done  in  the  matter. 

THB  SUGAR  CONVENTION. 

Mr.  0AU8T0N  fSouthwark,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether,  under  the  Convention 
or  the  Bill  before  the  House,  Jersey  or 
Guernsey  would  be  bound  to  receive  no 
sugar  from  France  if  that  country  came 
under  prohibition  by  the  decision  of  the 
International  Commission,  on  account  of 
having  bounty-fed  sugar  ? 
♦Sir.  J.  FERGUSSON :  Jersey  and 
Guernsey  are  not  effected  by  a  Treaty  or 
an  Act  of  Parliament  unless  specially 
named  therein. 

DUTIES    OP    SHERIFFS'    CLERKS    IN 

SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  mackintosh  (Invernessshire) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  great 
increase  of  duties  thrown  upon  sheriff 
clerks  and  sheriff  clerk  deputies  by  the 
operation  of  the  Crofters'  Acts  of  1885 
and  1888,  within  the  counties  embraced 
by  those  Acts ;  whether  any  representa* 
tions  for  an  increase  of  salaries  have 
been  given  in;  and,  whether  Govern* 
ment  are  prepared  to  take  any  steps  in 
the  matter? 

♦The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBEKTSoN,  Buteshire) :  I  have  hear4 
nothing  of  this  matter  except  through 
the  hon.  Member.  Section  27  of  th^ 
Crofters'  Act  authorizes  payment  of  re- 
muneration to  sheriff  clerks  for  the  work 
thrown  on  them  by  that  Act.  Any  appli- 
cations or  representations  will  therefore 
be  oonsiderea  by  the  Treasury. 

THB  FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOP  ACT. 

Mb.  COGHILL  (Newcastle-imder- 
Lyme)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  idr 
the  Home  Department  whether,  with  a 
view  to  prevent  the  ^eat  injury  that  is 
caused  to  operatives  in  various  manufao- 
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diction,  as  to  the  neoesfiity  or  advantage 
of  enforcing  all  the  sanitary  regulations 
as  laid  down  by  the  existing  prison 
rules!? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Under  the 
Fjrisons  Act  of  1865  no  discretion  is 
vested  either  in  the  magistrates  or  in 
the  prison  authorities  to  d^pense  persons 
sentenced  to  short  terms  of  imprison- 
ment from  wearing  prison  dress.  With 
regard  to  haircutting,  the  Act  of  1865 
lays  down  that  the  hair  of  male  criminal 
prisoners  shall  not  be  cut  closer  than 
may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of 
health  and  cleanliness.  The  practice 
now  pursued  is  that  the  hair  and  beard 
are  cut  once  a  fortnight  to  a  length 
proper  to  insure  cleanliness;  but,  in 
accordance  with  instructions  issued  by 
Sir  B.  Gross  in  1879,  prisoners  are 
allowed  to  grow  their  hair  to  a  moderate 
length  a  short  time  before  discharge.  I 
will  refer  the  suggestion  as  to  placing 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  on  an 
equal  footing  to  the  Committee  which, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware, 
has  lately  been  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  question  of  prison  rules. 

MILITARY  BANDS. 

Mb.  BROOKE  ROBINSON  (Dudley) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  principal 
festival  in  South  Staffordshire  for  its 
mining  and  iron  making  community  are 
the  fetes  held  annually  at  Whitsuntide, 
by  permission  of  the  Earl  of  Dudley,  in 
the  grounds  surrounding  the  ruins  of 
Dudley  Castle ;  that  these  fetes  are  of 
an  entirely  non-political  character,  the 
profits  arising  from  them  being  applied 
m  support  of  various  charitable  institu- 
tions; that  they  have  been  held  con- 
tinuously for  a  period  of  40  years,  the 
average  attendance  being  about  30,000 
persons,  and  one  of  the  principal  attrac- 
tions having  been  hitherto  military 
bands;  that  last  year,  and  again  this 
rear,  permission  has  been  renised  for 
pands  to  attend,  although  this  year  a 
memorial  upon  the  subject  has  been 
presented  to  the  War  Office,  signed  by 
me  Mayor,  Clergy,  and  other  principal 
inhabitants  in  the  town ;  that  last  year 
the  committee  of  the  f^tes  supplied  the 
place  of  a  military  band  by  engaging 
the  Hungarian  and  other  bands,  wmoh, 
however,  were  found  unsuited  for  the 
locality  and  concourse  of  people;  and, 

Mr.  Meneage 


whether  he  will  bring  ihete  fM^  under 
the  notice  of  HJELH.  the  CbiniiiaiiiAeBJn 
Chief,  with  the  view  that  the  withdrawajl 
of  l^e  privilege  of  allowing  militaxj 
bands  to  attend  the  fites  ii^  quettioa 
may  be  in  future  re-considered  r 
«Ma.  E.  STANHOPE :  No  uppUoatum 
appears  to  have  reached  the  War  Q£Boe 
as  regards  the  Whitsuntide  Fdtea  at 
Dudley  Castle;  but,  considering  their 
impor&noe,  as  explained  by  my  hon* 
Friend,  any  request  for  the  attendanoe 
of  a  mUitary  band  will  have  the  favour^ 
able  consideration  of  His  Boyal  High* 
ness  the  Commander  in  Chief. 

INDIAN  MAILS. 

Mb.  W.  S.  CAINE  (Barrow)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General  if  he  would  con- 
sider the  desirability  of  establishing  a 
ship-mail  for  India,  for  newspapers  and 
printed  matter,  at  a  reduced  rate  by 
the  mail  steamers  of  the  Peninsular 
and  Oriental  Company  leaving  London 
for  Bombay  each  week  ? 

Mb.  EAIKES:  Asfaraslam  aware^ 
there  is  no  public  demand  for  anj 
arrangement  whereby  newspapers  and 
printed  matter,  could  be  sent  to  India  by 
the  all-sea  route  at  reduced  rates* 
Weekly  newspapers  posted  for  convey- 
ance by  steamers  leaving  the  Thames  on 
Thursday  or  Friday  afternoon  would  ,be 
a  week  older  than  those  posted  on  Friday 
evening  for  transmission  via  Brindiai ;  and 
as  the  papers  sent  by  the  all-sea  routo 
would  lose  another  week  on  the  journey, 
they  would  be  a  fortnight  older  on 
reaching  their  destination  than  those 
sent  by  the  regular  overland  route,  and 
would  thus  be  practically  worthless. 
Other  printed  papers  can  now  be  sent 
weekly  by  the  route  indicated  by  the 
Parcel  Post  to  India. 

THE  INDIAN  LIQUOR  TRAPPIO  BESO* 

LUTI0N8. 

Mr.  CAINE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  if  any  action  had 
been  taken  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  with  regard  to  the  Resolution 
passed  by  the  House  on  Tuesday  last  ? 

Sib  J.  GORST:  The  Resolutioa 
passed  by  the  House  of  Commons  has 
m  regular  course  been  sent  out  to  India. 
A  despatch  upon  the  subject  is  in  pre* 
paration,  and  will  be  considered  by  the 
elecretary  of  State  in  Council  as  soon  ae 
possible. 
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THE  INDIAN  PAOTOKY  ACTTS. 

Mr.  OAINE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  he  was 
now  in  a  position  to  inform  the  House 
of  the  decision  taken  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  with  regard  to  any  reform  or 
alteration  of  the  Indian  Factory  Acts  ? 

Sib  J.  OORST :  A  despatch  from  the 
Government  of  India  on  the  subject  has 
been  received.  The  matter  is  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  Council,  and  no  unavoidable 
delay  will  take  place  in  dealing  with  it. 

KING  EYO  OF  CREEK  TOWN. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Afifairs  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
gusson)  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  King 
£yo  of  Creek  Town,  within  the  British 
Fit>tectorat9  there,  was  forcibly  carried 
on  board  a  German  man-of-war  on  the 
25th  of  February,  and  kept  on  board 
until  certain  natives  from  the  German 
Protectorate  of  the  Oameroons  were  de- 
livered up ;  whether  any  intimation  was 
S'ven  by  the  German  Authorities  of 
eir  intention  to  take  this  course,  or 
whether  any  negotiations  with  the 
British  Consul  preceded  this  action  of 
the  German  Commander;  and  what 
representations  have  been  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  the  German 
Government  on  the  subject  ? 
♦Sib  J.  FERGUS80N :  Consul  Hewett 
has  reported  that,  at  the  date  of  the  last 
mail,  he  was  going  to  Old  Calabar, 
where  these  events  were  said  to  have 
occurred,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  facts. 
Judgment  must  be  suspended  till  the 
result  of  this  inquiry  is  known. 

WAR  OFFICE  COMMITTEBS. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
what  public  official  means  of  informa- 
tion exist  for  ascertaining  the  names  of 
persons  serving  on  War  Office  Com- 
mittees, such  as  those  connected  with 
the  invention  or  the  supply  of  arms  and 
other  War  Office  stores;  how  such 
Committees  are  paid,  if  at  all;  what 
official  regulations  exist  preventing 
Members  of  such  Committees  from 
themselves  becoming  personally  in- 
terested, directly  or  indirectly,  in  the 
adoption,  rejection,  or  improvement  of 
the  inventions  or  stores  upon  which 
they  may  be  called  in  to  advise  the 


Secretaiy  of  State ;  and  whether  he  will 
lay  such  regulations  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,  and  publish  the  names  of 
the  Members  of  such  Committees  quar- 
terly in  the  official  Army  List,  as  the 
names  of  other  Committees  are  already 
published  ? 
♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  My  hon. 
Friend  will  find  in  the  Army  list  the 
names  of  the  Members  of  all  War 
Office  Committees  connected  with  the 
invention  or  supply  of  arms  or  of  war- 
like stores,  except  the  Permanent  Dress 
and  Equipment  Committee  at  Aldershot 
and  the  Small  Arms  Committee,  which 
was  a  temporary  Committee  and  haa 
just  concluded  its  labours.  The  names 
of  its  Members  are  well  known.  The 
rules  for  the  payment  of  Committees 
will  be  found  in  the  Boyal  Warrant  for 
pay  and  promotion  in  Articles  243  to 
247.  Members  of  the  Ordnance  Com- 
mittee are  forbidden  to  take  out  patents 
for  inventions  in  any  way  connected  with 
their  duties  on  the  Committee.  In  the 
case  of  other  Committees,  it  is  a  well 
understood  rule  that  no  Member  may 
have  a  pecuniary  interest  in  the  success 
of  any  invention  on  which  he  is  called 
on  to  advise.  Any  breach  of  this  rule 
would  involve  the  removal  of  the  Mem- 
ber from  the  Committee.  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  insert  in  the  Army  List  the 
names  of  any  permanent  Committees 
that  may  be  appointed  for  these 
puiposes. 

BRITISH  GUIANA. 

Mb.  a.  pease  (York) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  (lovemment  to 
carry  out  their  expressed  intention  of 
taking  into  consideration  the  constitu- 
tion of  British  Quiana  with  a  view  to 
its  amendment  ? 

♦Thb  under  secretary  fob  thb 
COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Wobms, 
Liverpool,  E.  Toxteth) :  Her  Majestr'n 
Gk>vemment  continue  to  be  of  opinion 
that  the  constitution  of  British  (tuian4 
should  be  amended,  and  are  considering 
the  manner  in  which  this  can  best  be 
effected. 

SCOTCH  EDUCATION  DEPABTMENT. 

Ma.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  when  ''the 
Mmute  of  the  Scotch  Education  De- 
partment to  be  forthwith   laid  before 
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Parliament/'  as  mentioiied  in  Sab- 
olause  4  of  Olause  19  of  the  Local 
Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  ? 
♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I 
beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
answer  I  gave  on  Friday  to  a  question, 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Edin- 
burgh in  almost  identical  terms. 

DISCHARGES    OF    GOVERNMENT 
WORKMEN. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  of  War  whether  it  is  true  that 
mechanics  who  had  left  their  employ- 
ment at  Woolwich  Arsenal,  and  who 
had  obtained  work  at  the  Small  Arms 
Factory  at  Enfield  for  the  purpose  of 
bettering  their  condition,  have  been 
discharged  from  Enfield  at  the  instiga- 
tion of  the  Woolwich  Arsenal  Authori- 
ties; and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  cause 
an  inquiry  to  be  made  to  ascertain  what 
justification  there  is  for  such  action  on 
the  part  of  the  officials  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Five  men  have 
been  discharged  from  Enfield  for  viola- 
ting a  necessary  rule  of  old  standing, 
which  requires  that  a  workman  shall 
not  leave  one  of  the  Government  Ord- 
nance factories  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing work  in  another  without  first 
obtaining  the  sanction  of  his  superin- 
tendent. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
South) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  when 
the  appeals  from  the  decisions  of  the 
Sub-Ciommissioners  in  the  several  land 
oases  on  the  Charlemont  estate  in 
county  Tyrone  will  be  heard;  and  if 
the  Government  can  take  any  steps  to 
expedite  the  hearing  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN:  Unless  means  are 
taken  this  year  for  expediting  appeals, 
I  do  not  think  the  appeals  will  be  heard 
this  year. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  What  I  want 
to  know  is  whether  means  will  be  taken 
for  expediting  appeals  this  year  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN:  That  is  a  matter 
which  is  at  the  present  moment  under 
the  serious  consideration  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  I  am  not  in  a 
position  at  present  to  make  any  further 
statement  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Munter 


THE  PRIOE  OF  P08T0ARDS. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen.  Bast) : 
I  befl^  to  ask  the  Postmaster  G^enil 
whether,  in  view  of  the  saying  of 
£40,000  to  £60,000  a  year  efliBoted  upon 
Messrs.  de  la  Rue's  oontraete,  he  is  now 
prepared  to  reduce  the  price  of  poit- 
cards  to  the  public;  and,  if  so,  nom 
what  date  the  reduction  will  take  effeot? 
*Mb.  RAIKBS:  I  am  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  communicate  to  the  Honae 
the  decision  of  the  Government  upon  the 
subject  of  the  contemplated  reduction  of 
the  price  of  postcards,  but  I  hope  very 
soon  to  be  able  to  make  an  arrangement 
which  will,  I  hope,  be  satisfactory  to  the 
public. 

WALES— BUEIAL    GBOUNDa 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Seoretarj  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther, in  March  last,  an  applioatian  was 
made  by  the  parishioners  of  Trawi- 
fynydd,  county  of  Merioneth,  to  flie 
Home  Office  for  its  sanction  of  a  new 
burial  ground ;  whether  he  is  awaie 
that  much  inconvenience  has  ariaeny 
owing  to  the  impossibility  of  burying 
the  dead  in  the  new  burial  ground  unm 
such  sanction  is  given ;  and  whether  the 
Lispeotor  of  Burial  Grounds  will  report 
upon  the  ground  without  further  delay? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  My  answer  to 
the  first  tw7  paragraphs  is  in  the  affijrma- 
tive.  The  Inspector  will  report  as  soon 
as  he  has  had  an  opportunity  of  oon- 
ferring  as  to  the  suitability  of  the  site 
with  the  medical  officer  of  the  distrioti 
whom  he  has  arranged  to  meet  on  the 
spot. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS :  May  I  ask  whether 
any  burial  can  take  place  on  this  plot  of 

g'ound    without   the    sanction    of  the 
ome  Office  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  rather  think 
not. 

IRELAND— CASTLEBAR     PRISON. 

Mb.  HATDEN  (Leitrim,  S.) :  I  bee 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Governor  of  Castlebar 
Prison  has  refused  the  application  of 
their  friends  to  see  those  in  gaol  in  de- 
fault of  bail,  unless  they  came  to  tender 
security ;  under  what  authority  has  tiie 
Qovemor  so  acted;  and,  if  ne  is  not 
justified  in  his  refusal,  will  he  intimate 
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the  fact  to  him  in  order  to  prevent  the 
annoyanoe  oansed  to  parties  going  long 
distances  to  Castlebar  from  other 
oonntieSy  only  to  find  themselves  dis- 
appointed ? 

*Mn.  MADDEN :  I  have  asked  for  a 
report  on  this  subject,  but  I  have  not  yet 
received  it. 

INTERNATIONAL  CODB  OF  SIGNALS. 
Mb.    CHANNING      (Northampton, 

E.) :  I  ^^^^  ^^  ^he  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  how  soon  the  altera- 
tions and  additions  in  the  Signal  Book 

proposed  by  the  International  Code  of 
Signals  Committee  will  be  in  print,  and 
will  be  sent  to  the  Governments  of 
other  Maritime  States  for  their  ap- 
proval; and,  whether  a  letter  of  in- 
Quiry,  similar  to  the  letter  of  inquiry  on 
tne  subject  of  night  signalling,  will  be 
issued  by  the  Committee  to  shipowners 
and  Mercantile  Marine  Associations  to 
obtain  opinions  as  to  the  establishment 
of  a  system  of  sound  signals  to  be  used 
by  steam  and  sailing  vessels  during 
foggy  weather  to  inmcate  the  course 
steered,  and  the  limits  and  most  prac- 
tical way  of  carrying  out  such  a  system  ? 

♦The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  revised  book  is 
beinff  got  through  the  Press  as  rapidly  as 
possiole,  and  will  be  communicated  to  the 
Governments  of  Maritime  States  at  the 
earliest  possible  date.  A  letter  of  in- 
quiry in  the  sense  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  has,  I  find,  already  been  ad- 
dressed to  representatives  of  the  in- 
terests concerned,  by  direction  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee. 

COUNTY  ALDERMEN  AS  RE- 
TURNING OFFICERS. 
Mb.  PICKARD  (York,  W.R.,  Nor- 
manton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
it  has  come  to  his  knowledge  that  Mr. 
William  Peed,  the  paid  Deputy  Re- 
turning Officer  for  the  County  Council 
for  the  county  of  Cambridge,  has  been 
elected  and  accepted  the  position  of 
alderman  in  that  Council;  whether  he 
is  aware  of  the  fact  that  since  such 
election  he  has  asain  acted  in  the 
capacity  of  Returning  Officer  for  the 
same  county,  and  has  been  paid  for 
such  services;  and,  having  regard  to 
Section  12  of  '*  The  Municipal  Act, 
1882,"  whether  it  is  competent  for  such 


a  person  to  hold  office  as  alderman  in  that 

county  ?      

♦Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  have  made  inquiry 
as  to  the  facts,  and  I  find  that,  as  the 
High  Sheriff  of  the  county  of  Cambridge 
was  desirous  of  becoming  a  candidate 
for  the  office  of  County  Councillor,  the 
Court    of  Quarter  Sessions    appointed 
Mr.  Peed,  who  was  the  Under  Sheriff, 
to  act  as  Returning  Officer  in  the  election. 
At  the  first  meeting  after  the  election, 
Mr.  Peed  was  elected  a  County  Alder- 
man, and  since  that  time  he  has  con- 
ducted the  election  of  two  new  council- 
lors, considering  that  he  was  required  to 
do  so  by  virtue  of  Section  107  (2),  of  the 
Local  Government  Act,  which  provides 
that    the  person   acting   as   Returning 
Officer  at  the  first  election  shall  act  in 
the  like  capacity  in  any  election  held 
to  fill  a  casual  vacancy  before  the  ap- 
pointed day.     It  does  not  devolve  on 
me  to  determine  whether  or  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  County  Council  is  disquali- 
fied, but  I  may  say  that  as  Mr.  Peed 
was   appointed    to  the    office   of   Re- 
turning Officer  by  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  he  has  not,  in  my  opinion,  by 
reason  of  that  appointment  held  any 
office  or  place  of  profit  in  the  gift  or 
disposal  of  the  County  Council,  within 
the   meaning   of    Section    12     of    the 
Municipal    Corporations    Act.      With 
regard     to     any     election    to     fill    a 
casual    vacancy     after    the    appointed 
day,  it  will  of  course  devolve  on  the 
County  Council  to  appoint  the  Returning 
Officer. 

THE  SITTmOS  OF  QUARTER  SESSIONS, 

Mr.  COQHILL  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
great  inconvenience  that  is  caused  by 
die  practice  prevailing  in  some  counties 
of  holding  adjourned  Quarter  Sessions, 
and  that  at  these  adjourned  Quarter 
Sessions  there  are  frequently  three  or 
four  times  more  prisoners  to  be  tried 
than  at  the  regular  Quarter  Sessions ; 
whether  the  practice  of  holding  ad- 
journed Quarter  Sessions  is  a  contra- 
vention of  the  Act  of  1 1  Geo.  IV.,  and 
1  Will.  IV.,  c.  70,  section  85,  which  pro- 
vides for  the  holding  of  Quarter 
Sessions  four  times  a  year ;  whether  he 
will  bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session  to  make 
the  times  of  holding  Quarter  Sessions 
uniform  in  the  different  counties,  to 
limit  the  number  of  such  Sessions   to 
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ADMIRALTY  CHARTS— THE  ZAMBESI. 

Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  first  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  he  will  have 
the  Admiralty  Chart,  with  the  latest 
corrections  on  it  of  the  mouths  of  the 
Zambesi,  placed  in  the  Tea  Boom  of  the 
House? 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  I  have  no 
objection  to  have  the  Admiralty  Chart 
of  the  mouths  of  the  Zambesi,  with  the 
latest  corrections,  placed  in  the  Tea 
Boom  of  the  House.  There  have,  how- 
ever, been  no  recent  corrections. 

Sib  J.  SWINBURNE:  Will  the 
noble  Lord  give  telegraphic  instructions 
to  the  Commander-in-Chief  at  the  Cape 
to  send  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  to 
examine  and  report  upon  the  navigable 
channels  of  the  Zambesi  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  A  surveying 
ship,  refitting  at  the  Cape,  will  visit  the 
Zambesi  on  its  way  to  Zanzibar. 

CUSTOMS— HERB  AND  GINGER  BEER. 

Mb.  C.  graham  (Lanark,  N.W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer  whether  he  can  promise  any 
relief  to  the  manufacturers  of  herb  and 

Singer  beer  from  the  provisions  of  the 
ustoms  and  Inland  Kevenue  Act  of 
1888? 
*Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  I  presume  that  the 
hon.  Member  refers  to  the  Act  of  1885. 
Herb  beers,  which  do  not  contain  more 
than  3  per  cent  of  proof  spirit,  can  be 
made  and  sold  without  any  interference. 
For  the  security  of  the  revenue  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  attach  a  penalty 
to  the  selling  of  any  such  beers  contain- 
ing more  than  3  per  cent  of  proof  spirit. 
Oomplaints  have  arisen  in  tne  trade  as 
to  the  method  of  enforcing  these  penal- 
ties, and  representations  have  been 
made  to  me  through  the  instrumentality 
of  the  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
In  consequence  of  these  representations 
flome  changes  in  their  method  of  pro- 
cedure have  been  adopted  by  the  Inland 
Bevenue,  which  I  hope  may  be  satisfac- 
tory to  the  trade. 


ADMIRALTY- SPEECH     OF     SIR     A. 

HOOD. 

Mb.  CEEMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 

«ton^ :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 

the  Admiralty  whether  his  attention  has 

been  called  to  a  speech  reported  in  the 
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Timei  as  having  been  delivered  at  the 
Institution  of  Oivil  Enffineezs  on  the 
11th  ult.  by  the  Senior  Waval  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Sir  Arthur  Hood),  in 
which  there  occurred  the  following  pas- 
sage:— 

<<He  first  denied  pontiyely  thisit  tiie  Navy 
wai  in  an  ineflBdent  state ;  further,  he  sMerted 
that  the  Navy  at  this  moment  was  in  a  better 
state  of  preparation  for  war  than  it  had  been 
at  any  time  for  the  past  20  yean,'* 


and,  if  so,  whether  these  statements 
were  made  with  the  sanction  of  ths 
Board  of  Admiralty  ? 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest) :  I  beg  to  ask  whether 
at  the  same  time  Sir  A.  Hood  did  not 
say  that  a  large  increase  of  the  fleet 
was  necessary  to  bring  it  up  to  its  pro- 
per relative  strength  in  1874  ? 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON:  The  two 
sentences  quoted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
were  used  by  Sir  Arthur  Hood,  and 
they  merely  express  what,  both  in  this 
House  and  outside,  I  have  frequent^ 
before  said.  They  do  not  refer  to  the 
sufficiency  of  existing  naval  establish* 
ments. 

HALL  MARKING  OF  SILVER  PLATE. 

MR.HOWARDVINOENT(Sheffield, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  has 
received  strong  evidence  of  the  feeling 
of  the  silver  trade  that  Hall-marking 
should  still  continue  compulsory;  and 
whether,  before  any  proposal  is  laid 
before  Parliament  to  abolish  the  Import 
Duty  now  levied  upon  foreign  plate,  he 
will  take  care  that  the  trades  likely  to 
be  affected  in  their  capacity  for  giving 
employment  to  the  industrial  popula- 
tion at  home  by  the  probable  increase 
in  the  competition  of  inferior  foreign 
and  Indian  plate,  if  the  duty  be  taken 
off,  will  have  full  opportunity  of  being 
heard? 

«Mb.  GOSOHEN:  I  have  received 
evidence  that  there  is  a  strong  feeling 
on  the  part  of  at  least  a  portion  of  tl^e 
silver  trade  that  Hall-marking  should 
continue  compulsory.  I  think  that  the 
trades  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
already  have  full  opportunity  of  making 
themselves  heard,  and  that  they  are,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  making  themselves 
heard  in  the  public  discussion  whioh  is 
taking  place. 
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JBELAND— CHEERING  FOB  THE  PLAN 
OF  CAMPAIGN. 

Mb.  ORILLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  On  behalf 
of  Mr.  Flyim,  I  beg  to  ank  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  Uie  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  at  Bathmore  (county 
Kerry)  Petty  Sessions,  on  Thursday 
11th  instant,  before  Mr.  Leonard,  J.P., 
who  is  Agent  to  the  Kenmare  Estate, 
and  Mr.  M*Dermott,  B.M.,  two  men, 
Daniel  0*Keefe  and  John  Moynihan, 
were  charged  '*  with  forming  pfl^  of  a 
disorderly  crowd  and  cheering  for  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,"  and  were  sent  to 

faol  for  six  months  in  default  of  giving 
ail ;  was  there  any  evidence  of  disorder 
other  than  cheering  as  above  men 
tioned ;  has  his  attention  been  called  to 
the  evidence  of  the  two  police  witnesses, 
to  the  efifect  that  the  defendants  called 
for  *'  cheers  for  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
and  William  O'Brien,"  and  to  the  evi- 
dence of  the  witnesses  for  the  defen- 
dants, to  the  efifect  that  these  men  were 
members  of  the  Bathmore  Football 
Club,  calling  themselves  ''  Blackwater 
Campaigners,"  and  that  having  won  a 
football  match  there  were  cheers  called 
for  and  given  for  the  ''  Blackwater 
Campaigners;"  and,  whether,  taking 
the  circumstances  into  account,  he  will 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  case, 
with  a  view  to  the  remission  or  reduction 
of  this  sentence? 
*Mb.  madden  :  It  appears  that  the 
men  named  were  summoned  under  the 
ordinary  law  for  being  concerned  with 
a  number  of  others  in  disorderly  conduct 
in  a  public  place,  and  that  the  conduct 
in  question  consisted  of  forming  part  of 
a  disorderly  crowd  who  were  making  a 
demonstration  in  favour  of  the  illegal 
oonspiracy  known  as  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. The  information  before  me  does 
not  furnish  details  of  the  evidence  of 
witnesses  for  the  defence  referred  to  in 
the  third  paragraph.  The  Court  ordered 
the  men  to  give  bail  to  be  of  good 
behaviour  for  six  months.  They 
declined  to  do  so,  electing  to  go  to 
prison  in  default.  It  is  open  to  them 
to  obtain  their  immediate  release  by 

S'ving  this  guarantee  of  future   good 
thaviour. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  oo.) :  Will  the 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  state  what 
were    the    disorderly    demonstratioxiB 


which  these  men  were  said  to  be  fi^ty 
of? 

«Mb.  madden  :  On  the  information 
before  me,  shouting  in  the  public  streets 
of  the  town  and  cheering  in  the  public 
streets  for  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  It 
was  a  disorderly  crowd. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  now  adhere  to  the  statement 
that  BO  one  has  been  imprisoned  for 
cheering  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ?    - 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  In  the  first  place,  no  one 
is  in  prison,  except  for  the  fault  of 
giving  bail;  in  ^e  second  place  I 
entirely  adhere  to  my  statement,  and  in. 
the  third  place  I  say  that  the  mere  fact 
that  a  disorderly  mob  shouts  for  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  does  not  make  tha 
conduct  of  that  mob  innocent. 

THE  GLASGOW  BOUNDARIES 
COMMISSION. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
he  can  yet  state  when  the  Bill  promised 
by  his  predecessor  in  office  will  be  intro- 
duced to  carry  into  efifect  the  recom-- 
mendations  of  the  Glasgow  Boundaries 
Commission  ? 

♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  As  the 
hon.  Member  is  doubtless  now  aware 
the  Gt)vemment  do  not  intend  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  on  this  subject.  I  have 
been  unable  to  find  any  trace  of 
such  a  promise  having  been  made 
as  is  suggested  in  the  question. 

Db.  CMIERON  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
calling  attention  to  the  subject. 

IRELAND— MB.  E.   HARRINGTON,  M.P* 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beff 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loi3 
Lieutenant  whether  it  is  a  fact,  as  stated 
in  some  of  the  morning  papers,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Kerry,  being 
about  to  appear  before  the  Special  Com- 
mission, has  expressed  his  attention  te 
start  on  his  journey  in  prison  clothing, 
though  he  is  free  to  resume  his  usual 
attire?  

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  my  hon» 
Friend  is  aware,  for  some  time  past 
prisoners  in  a  similar  position  in  Irebnd 
nave  been  perfectly  at  liberty  to  wear 
their  own  clothes.    I  understand  that 
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perfectly  distinct,  and  they  are  not 
both  covered  by  the  notice  given  to  the 
House. 

♦Mb.  ATHERLEY-JONES  :  If  you, 
Sir,  had  borne  with  me  a  little  longer 
you  would  have  seen  that  I  was  alluding 
to  the  conduct  of  the  police.  The  police 
stated  that  Mr.  Conybeare  had  cried, 
*«  To  hell  with  Mr.  Balfour."  I  do  not 
believe  that  my  hon.  Friend  did  use 
€uch  an  expression.  Those  who  knew 
Mr.  Oonybeare  well  knows  that  he  is 
incapable  of  usiug  such  an  expression. 

♦Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  is  distinctly  violating  the 
Rule  I  have  laid  down. 

♦Mb.  ATHERLEY-JONES  :  Then  I 
will  abstain  from  commenting  upon  any 
of  the  evidence  which  was  brought 
before  the  Magistrates  on  that  occasion. 
There  is,  however,  another  matter  to 
which  I  wish  to  call  attention,  and 
which  is  of  g^at  importance  when  we 
consider  the  mode  in  which  justice  is 
administered  in  Ireland.  It  is  reported 
that  Mr.  Conybeare  during  his  visit  to 
Falearragh  was  subjected  to  an  odious 
system  of  police  espionage.  Members 
of  the  constabulary  followed  my  hon. 
Friend  about,  with  note  books  in  their 
hands,  and  wrote  down  every  word  he 
uttered  in  private  conversation.  They 
acted  as  eavesdroppers  when  he  visited 
private  houses,  and  I  want  to  know  by 
what  legal  authority  or  statute  they 
are  entitled  to  follow  the  humblest  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  from  house  to 
house  and  take  notes  of  what  he  says  ? 
Under  the  controlled  and  restricted  con- 
ditions with  which  I  have  been  able  to 
bring  forward  the  Motion,  I  think  I 
have  a  right  to  demand  some  satis- 
factory explanation  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  law  advisers  of 
the  Crown  of  the  action  of  the 
police.  It  is  not  a  question  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  acts  of  violence.  No 
doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
entitled  to  enforce  all  the  machinery  of 
the  law  in  order  to  preserve  law  and 
order  in  Ireland,  but  in  this  instance 
the  action  of  the  police  has  been  far 
more  calculated  to  lead  to  disorder. 
Possibly  we  shall  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  denounce  the  disorder  i^hich 
exists  in  Ireland,  and  arraign  the  con- 
duct of  the  people  in  resisting  the 
entrance  of  bailim  and  emergency  men 
into  their  houses.    Bnt  that  ia  not  the 

VOL.  OCCXXXV.  [thibd  bibibs.] 


point.  The  point  he  is  called  upon  to 
address  himself  to  is  whether  it  is 
within  the  legitimate  functions  of  the 
police  to  establish  a  reign  of  terror  in 
Ireland.  I  say,  with  a  perfect  conviction 
that  I  am  speaking  the  truth,  that  it  is 
a  perilous  thing  for  any  English  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  who  is  in  sympathy  with 
the  Home  Rule  Party  to  visit  any  place 
in  Ireland  where  evictions  are  pending 
and,  speaking  personally,  having  regard 
to  my  professional  duties,  I  am 
free  to  confess  that  I  should  hesitate 
for  a  long  time  before  I  followed 
the  example  of  my  hon.  Friend.  All 
the  authorities  have  to  do  is  to  prove 
that  there  has  been  a  conspiracy  in 
existence,  and  then  haul  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber before  a  magistrate  and  accuse  him 
of  being  a  party  to  it.  You  may  call 
that  firm  government  of  Ireland,  but  to 
my  mind  it  is  infirm  government, 
equalled  only  by  that  which  has  been 
found  to  exist  in  countries  which  do  not 
enjoy  the  blessings  of  Constitutional 
Government.  It  is  not  the  law  of  the 
realm,  but  of  irresponsible  police  officers, 
and  an  equally  irresponsible  magis- 
tracy. I  desire  to  see  the  law  of  the 
country  properly  vindicated,  but  I  ap- 
peal to  independent  Members  on  both 
,  sides  of  the  House  to  say  whether  the 
course  which  is  being  pursued  by  the 
Government  in  Ireland  is  not  one  which 
has  analogy  only  in  the  acts  of  Turkish 
Pashas  and  Bashi  Bazouks. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*' That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(  Mr,  AtherUy-Jon€9.) 

Thb  solicitor  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn,  University 
of  Dublin) :  If  an  illustration  were 
wanting  of  the  inconvenience  of  dis- 
cussing matters  which  are  pending  be- 
fore the  Courts  of  Law  of  this  country 
I  think  that  such  has  been  furnished 
by  the  speech  which  has  just  been 
addressed  to  the  House.  Although 
the  hon.  (Gentleman  did  not  discuss 
the  events  in  detail,  yet  he  did 
state  to  the  House  the  nature  of  the 
charge  as  it  presents  itself  to  his  mind, 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Camborne 
is  arraigned — a  statement  with  which  I 
cannot  concur.  But  I  shall  not  discuss 
that  point,  nor  enter  into  it  at  alL  The 
hon.  Member  asks  by  what  authority 
and  by  what  law  the  hon.  Member  for 
Camborne  was  shadowed  by  the  police 

3  A 


1259 


Irskmd^The 


{UOMMONS} 


ailUmrmgh.       IM* 


daring  his  visit  to  Falcarragh.  It  has 
been  a  oommon  practice  not  only  in 
Ireland,  but  in  tnis  country  for  the 
police  to  obtain  evidence  in  this  manner. 
The  Oonrt  in  the  first  instance 
has  decided  that  during  his  presence 
in  Ireland  the  hon.  Member  for 
Camborne  broke  the  law.  If  there 
is  any  reasonable  ground  for  believing 
on  the  part  of  the  authorities  that  any 
person  is  engaged  in  an  undertaking 
which  involves  a  breach  of  the  law,  it  is 
not  only  within  the  right  and  lawful  for 
the  police,  but  it  is  their  duty  to  obtain 
all  necessary  information  by  all  lawful 
means~[Aa  hon.  Msmbbb:  ''Yes, 
lawful  means."] — which  may  be  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
certain  facts.  Will  anv  hon.  Member 
ret  up  and  state  that  the  means  used 
by  the  police  have  been  unlawful  ? 
[**  Certainly."]  Then  let  the  illegality 
of  what  is  called  shadowing  a  person 
and  watching  his  movements  be  tested ; 
but  I  maintain  that  the  practice  is  law- 
ful. I  submit  that  if  the  authorities  in 
any  district  have  reason  to  suppose  that 
any  person  is  present  for  the  purpose  of 
offending  against  the  law  of  the  land, 
they  are  bound  to  adopt  all  reasonable 
Bleans  of  obtaining  information  as  to 
his  proceedings.  The  hon  Member  is  in« 
error  as  to  the  presence  of  the  police  in 
a  house  which  I  should  call  the  land- 
lord's and  not  the  tenant's. 

♦Mr.ATHERLEY- JONES :  The  house 
to  which  I  referred  '«^as  the  house  of 
Widow  Coyne,  an  old  cripple  over  80 
years  of  age. 

♦Mb.  madden  :  If  that  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  referred  is 
not  the  house  in  respect  of  which  Mr. 
Harrison  was  arrested,  I  fail  to  see  the 
pertinence  of  his  remarks  in  regard 
to  the  Motion.  But  still,  if  the 
hon.  Member  thinks  anything  tends 
on  this  point,  let  him  put  a  question 
down  on  the  Paper  and  I  will  cause 
inquiries  to  be  made. 

♦Mb.  ATHERLEY- JONES :  I  ob- 
tained my  information  from  a  report  in 
the  Times  of  the  18th  or  19th  of  last 
April. 

♦Mb.  MADDEN:  I  surely  cannot  be 
expected  to  carry  in  mind  full  details 
as  to  all  occurrences  that  have  been 
reported  from  time  to  time  in  the  public 
Press.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  wishes  to  ascertain  the  facts,  let 
him  put  a  question  down  on  the  Pap^^ 
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and  then  I  will  get  any  infryrmatioii 
in  my  power.  Now,  Sir,  I  will  pani 
to  the  portion  of  the  speeoh  of  tiii 
hon.  and  learned  GtonUeouui  wUdh 
dealt  with  the  case  of  Mr.  Hsrriaon.  I 
presume  that  the  House  ia  aware  that 
that  gentleman  was  aoqoitted  b^  Ubi 
magistrates  of  the  charge  of  oommittuig 
the  acts  which  he  did  conLmit  in  pnxsi^- 
ance  of  an  illegal  oonspiraqy.  I  #ffl. 
venture  shortly  to  reoopitalate  the  iiuls 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Harriaon'e  anrnk. 
Certain  evicted  tenants  on  the  Oij^ufi 
estate  had  re-ti^en  possession,  f6T€ihkf  or 
otherwise,  and  were  in  unlawful 
session  of  the  houses  from  which 
had  been  evicted.  It  was  alleged 
proved  before  the  magistrates  thattheee 
existed  on  that  estate  an  illi^al  ooft^ 
spiracy  to  defeat  and  frustrate  th^ 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Courts,  add 
that  in  two  ways — ^first  by  violflot 
opposition  to  the  execution  of  the  jtKh 
cess  of  eviction,  and  secondly  by  nnfiiw^ 
fully  returning  after  execution  of  thd- 
writs  to  the  houses  from  which  they 
had  been  evicted.  Both  tiieae  iaim 
actually  occurred.  Fierce  reaistanee 
was  made  to  the  execution  of  the  writik 
violent  assaults  were  made  on  the  poUoSL 
an  Inspector  was  seriously  injureo,  ana 
rendered  insensible.  After  the  ezeeu* 
tion  of  the  eviction,  the  resistanes 
to  the  law  took  the  form  of 
re-taking  possession  of  the  premisei: 
It  might  be  a  question  whether  the 
possession  thus  taken  was  not  violent 
and  forcible,  and  therefore  a  arindnai 
offence.  But  at  any  rate,  it  cannot  'be 
disputed  that  the  evicted  tenants  were  in 
unlawful  possession.  Now  it  oame  to  th^ 
knowledge  of  the  poUoe  that  a  vitit  had 
been  paid  by  several  gentlemen  to  tM 
houses  whichhad  beenre-taken  possession 
of  by  the  evicted  tenants,  ana  on  that 
occasion  Mr.  Harrison  did  what  has  beM 
euphemistically  described  as  admini8M)^^ 
ing  relief  to  a  starving  peo{Ae ;  in  otheQ^ 
words,  he  selected  out  of  all  the  peopli^ttf 
the  districts  as  the  objects  of  his  boontjf 
ihe  inmates  of  houses  who  had  returned 
and  were  in  unlawful  possession  of  thoM 
buildings.  When  the  House  remembeM 
that  it  was  proved  before  the  magisttat^ 
that  -  there  was  a  conspiracy  ttit<fdk 
the^  people  to  defeat  the  dxeteutite^ 
diie  process  of  law,  and  that  th^  pio]fi$ 
unlawfully  returned  into  posbeeb^n  tif 
their  houses  in  pursuance  of  thS§  ML*' 
spiracy,  the  oastflreard  a  texy  dlHSsttttt 
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aspect,  and  is  totally  different  from  the 
Boggestion  that  Mr.  Harrison  was  a 
joung  gentleman  who  had  only  eone  over 
there  to  relieve  distress.  Mr.  Harrison 
was  guilty  of  what  I  will  only  oba- 
lacterize  as  a  thoughtless  act.  He  did 
not  realize  the  consequences  of  what  he 
was  doing;  he  did  not  realize  that 
instead  of  relieving  distress  he  was 
accumulating  distress  and  misery.  That 
is  why  I  venture  to  characterize  his 
action  as  thoughtless.  £vil  is  wrought 
by  want  of  thought.  Still,  Mr.  Harrison 
was  acquitted  by  the  Court  of  the 
charge  of  having  acted  in  pursuance  of 
the  conspiracy  which  I  have  described. 
He  was  not  arrested  by  the  police 
lot  what  is  described  as  the  dis- 
tribution of  charity.  He  certainly  was 
arrested  and  was  put  in  prison.  But 
why?  Because,  Sir,  when  the  police 
fointed  out  to  him  that  the  persons  he 

troposed  to  relieve  were  resisting  the 
kw,  and  asked  him  for  his  name  and 
address,  he  did  not  comply  with  their 
request. 

Mb.  OONYBEARE  :  That  is  not  true. 

«Mb.  madden  :  That  is  what  was 
sworn  at  the  trial. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  :  And  I  say  it  is 
not  true. 

*Mb.  madden  :  It  was  sworn  to  at 
t^e  trial  of  Mr.  Harrison.  At  aU  events, 
whether  he  gave  his  address,  or  whether 
he  is  under  the  impression  that  he  did, 
^t  did  not  reach  the  police,  and  that  is 
the  material  point,  and  therefore  the 
fact  that  he  was  arrested,  and  not 
summoned,  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
police  could  not  get  his  name  and  address, 
the  police  had  no  alternative  than  to 
arrest  him.  What  occurred  afterwards  ? 
When  Mr.  Harrison  was  arrested  and 
taken  before  the  magistrates  for  what 
the  police  believed  to  be  an  illegal 
offence,  the  magistrates  offered  to  release 
him  on  bail,  but  he  deliberately,  in  open 
Ck>urt,  refused  to  give  bail.  That  may 
be  right  or  wrong,  but  the  offer  ol  bail 
having  been  made  to  Mr.  Harrison,  he 
cannot  complain  of  being  imprisoned 
w)ien  he  declined  to  give  bail,  and 
deliberately  preferred  to  go  to  prison. 

Sib  HOBAOE  DATEY  (fitockton) : 
i  think  the  House  is  indebted  to  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  for  having  brought 
tjhis  subject  forward,  because  we  cannot 
too  often  impress  on  the  £(ouse  and  tiie 
country  the  extent  to  which  Ireland  at 
the  present  time  is  police-ridden.    So 


far  as  my  knowledge  and  information 
goes,  there  is  no  better  example,  no 
more  flagrant  instance  of  what  1  do  not 
hesitate  to  call  the  illegal  action  of  the 
police  than  their  conduct  with  respect 
to  the  Falcarragh  evictions.  Now,  bir. 
we  have  been  told,  and  I  intend 
absolutely  to  accept  your  ruling,  that 
we  must  not  refer  to  a  case  which  is  $uh 
judiee\  but,  Sir,  the  Crown  having 
thought  fit  to  try  Mr.  Harrison  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Camborne  together 
on  a  charge  for  conspiracy,  I  am  not  to 
be  precluded  from  discussing  the  case 
of  Mr.  Harrison  because  part  of  the 
evidence  given  against  him  was  also 
given  against  the  hon.  Member.  There 
is  one  point  I  desire  there  shall  be  no 
mistake  about,  and  that  is  that  the 
prosecution  of  Mr.  Harrison  was  under- 
taken by  the  express  directions  of  the 
authorities  at  Dublin,  as  was  stated  by 
the  learned  Gentleman  who  conducted 
the  prosecution  on  behalf  of  the  ()rown. 
It  seems  to  me,  Sir,  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  been  overriding  and  trampling 
on  the  most  ordinary  liberties  of  the 
Irish  people.  At  any  rate,  in  this  case 
they  have  succeeded  in  making  them- 
selves ridiculous,  because  anything  more 
absurd  than  to  prosecute  Mr.  Harrison 
on  a  charge  of  entering  into  a  conspiracy 
with  a  number  of  persons  whose  very 
names  he  had  never  heard  of,  and  for 
acts  which  were  done  while  he  was  still 
pursuing  his  studies  at  Oxford,  could 
hardly  be  conceived.  With  regard  to 
the  act  for  which  Mr.  Harrison  was 
arrested,  what  happened,  as  appeared 
from  the  reading  of  the  evidenoe,  is  per- 
fectly plain.  Mr.  Harrison  called  oa 
the  tenant  inside  the  house  to  open  iiyp 
door;  the  door  was  put  ajar,  and  he 
threw  in  a  loaf  of  bread,  and  for  that 
the  heavy  machinery  of  the  law  of  con-^ 
spiracy  is  called  down,  and  Mr.  Harrison 
is  arrested  for  alleged  forcible  entry,. 
He  was  also  charged  with  aiding  an4 
abetting  in  the  frustration  of  the  iaw^ 
which  is  a  new  criminal  offence  to  me. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
has  made  a  most  unsatisfactory  answer 
to  every  one  of  the  questions  asked  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Durbiun.  Since  when  I  ask  him  again 
was  it  a  crime  by  statute  or  commoi|. 
law  to  give  a  loaf  of  bread  or  a  pact^et 
of  tea  or  of  cakes  to  a  Btarvixig  man  who^ 
i^  committing  a  civil  ofifence  f  Suppose 
tiie  people  in  re-taking  possession  were 
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<io  erivie  in  Donegal  except  that  which 
the  police,  and  the  emergency  men,  the 
itfleoien,  and  ti^e  landlOTds'  men  ^ne- 
t«Uy,  choose  to  commit.    Falcarragh  if 
not  in  a  dietarbed  condition,  save  for 
tiie  riotinffB  of  the  riflemen  and  police 
who  roll  about  the  etreete  in  a  drunken 
oondition  at  all  hours  of  the  night  and 
day,  making  a  most  disgracefid  exhi- 
hition  of  themsehres,  and  actually  in- 
sulting and  assaulting  English  gende- 
men,  as  they  did  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Harrison,  without  the  slightest  treason. 
But  it  is  not  merely  a  question  of  the 
action  of  the  police  in  the  particular 
matter  which    has  been  most  prorai- 
nently  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.    We  complain  of  the    illegal 
action  of  the  police  in  other  respects. 
We  complain  of  the  police  authorities, 
deliberately,  by  a  petty  dodee,  getting 
hold  of  the  houses  from  which  these 
poor  people  have  been  evicted.    They 
have  done  this  on  the  pretence  of  hiring 
them  from  the  landloM's  agent.    It  was 
unearthed  in  the  course  of  the  recent 
trial  that  one  day,  after  the  people  had 
been  turned  out  of  their  homes,  the 
•emergency    men,    and    the   landlord's 
agent^  and  Mr.   Cameron,   and    other 
police  officers  went  round.     The  police 
authorities  asked  the  agent  if  this  nouse 
and   that  house  were  to  let,  and,  on 
being  assured  by  the  agent  that  they 
were,  Mr.  Cameron  said,  *<I  will  have 
Uiis  house  and  that  house  at  I  s.  a  week  as 
a  police  barrack,"  and  at  once  installed 
«ome  half  dosen   constables  in  them. 
8o  fearful,  however,  were  they  of  the 
oonseouences  of  the  exposure,  that  a  few 
-days  later    the  police  were  hurriedly 
turned  out  of  the  houses.    Then  I  will 
take  another  point.    The  police  in  this 
country  are  supposed  to  oe  employed 
for  the  purpose  of  defending  the  pro- 
perty and  lives  of  poor  and  rich  alike, 
but  in  Falcarragh,  as  no  doubt  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  the  police  regard  their 
Aixtj  as  strictly  limited  to  the  perse- 
xration  of  poor  people.    What  do  they 
•do  if  a  petty  larceny  takes  place  ?  They 
positively    decline    to     institute     any 
mquinr.     I   affirm  without  hesitation 
that  if  the  police  in  Falcarragh  would 
«nly  apply  themselves  to  their  proper 
•duty  of  protecting  the  poor  people,  as 
well  as  protecting  Mr.  (Mphert,  against 
intrigue  and  erime,  there  would  be  less 
disturbance,  and  less  call  for  any  of  the 
coercive  practices  in  which  the  Chief 


Secretary  delights  so  much.  I  shoull 
like  to  give  one  or  two  illustrations  <rf 
what  X  consider  illegal  action  on  th^ 
part  of  the  police.  Inspector  fitevd 
swore  in  this  case  that  he  arrested 
persons  before  he  had  ^t  warrants.  I 
want  to  know  by  what  nght  police  arrest 
persons,  break  into  their  homes,  break 
in  the  doors  with  hatchets  at  five  o'docit 
in  the  morning,  and  turn  out  women 
and  children  without  warrants.  Has  it 
come  to  this,  that  there  is  no  protection 
whatever  for  the  poor  people  against 
these  illegal  malpractices  of  the  police  f 
I  think  these  facts  need  to  be  blazoned 
abroad  throughout  the  land  to  show  to 
what  an  odious  extent  the  Government 
have  travelled  in  their  illegal  coercive 
progress   throughout    Ireland.     Ihese 

r»lice  are  not  content  with  doing  what 
have  described^  they  are  deliberatdy 
aiding  and  abetting  the  emergency  men 
in  wholesale  destruction  of  the  tenants' 
property.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say  the 
house  belones  to  the  landlord ;  it  is  not 
so  with  the  nttings  and  furniture.  We 
might  argue  that  the  walls  of  the  houses 
in  some  oases  were  built  by  and  are  the 
property  of  the  tenants.  But  the  furov 
niture  of  these  poor  people  was  thrown 
out  and  wantonly  smashed— cooking 
pots,  tables,  spinning  wheels  of  the 
women — every  article  of  furniture  wai 
pitched  out  and  maliciously  destroyed. 
Day  after  day,  evening  after  evening  did 
I  hear  complaints  from  the  tenants,  dayn 
after  the  evictions,  of  how  the  emergency 
men,  protected  and  assisted  by  the  policoi 
had  been  going  into  these  poor  people's 
houses,  tearing  down  the  roof  and 
rafters,  tearing  up  the  flooring,  taking 
away  every  particle  of  timber  they  could 
find  to  the  police  station  for  firewood. 
Two  or  three  nights  ago  one  of  thp 
tenants  described  to  me  how  his  house 
was  gutted  in  this  fashion,  and  how  the 
police  and  emergency  men  hurled  a  great 
rock  against  a  partition  dividing  two 
rooms,  shattered  it,  and  the  timber  was 
carried  away  by  one  of  the  Olphert  carts 
to  the  police  barracks.  I  went  to  the 
barracks  afterwards  and  saw  the  rem^ 
nants  of  the  partition  thus  wantoni|r 
destroyed.  It  is  bad  enough  if  the 
emergency  men  do  these  things,  but  wa 
do  not  expect  the  police  to  aid  and  abet 
^e  landlords'  agents  in  such  proceed- 
ings. I  have  full  particulars  of  the 
assault  on  Madge  McOally,  felled  to 
the    ground   by  a  policeman's  baton* 
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I  saw  the  wound  on  her  head  from  which 
she  suffered  for  many  dajs.  Again, 
there  was  the  case  of  Neil  Doogan  of 
Ballinish,  not  the  man  of  the  same  name 
who  has  just  been  imprisoned,  whose 
wife  was  assulted  by  an  emergency  man, 
and  yet  Mr.  Cameron  would  take  no 
notice,  although  Mr.  Harrison  swore  an 
information  against  the  emergency  man 
whom  he  saw  strike  her.  1(&.  O'Brien 
also,  the  member  for  Monaghan,  swore 
he  saw  an  emergency  man  strike  her  on 
the  breast  with  his  closed  fist,  and  a 
Serjeant  of  police  saw  it  too,  but  beyond 

SiuUing  the  emergency  man  away  would 
o  nothing.  Such  assaults  as  these  are 
countenanced  by  the  police,  and  it  is 
right  they  should  be  brought  clearly 
before  the  people  of  this  country.  I  do 
not  want  to  unduly  prolong  this  dis- 
cussion, but  a'  great  deal  might  be  said 
in  connection  with  the  terrible  scenes  of 
Buffering  we  have  witnessed  at  Fid- 
carragh  during  our  stay  there.  I 
think  at  any  rate  these  specimens 
of  the  illegal  actions  of  the  police  we 
have  adduced  demand  some  explana- 
tion from  the  Government,  and  amply 
justify  my  hon.  Friend  in  making  his 
Motion.  I  am  sorry  that  the  fact  of  my 
appeal  has  prevented  him  from  taking  a 
wider  and  larger  view  of  the  question, 
for  I  think  it  is  time  the  whole  of  these 
transactions  should  be  clearly  and 
vividly  brought  before  the  country,  and 
the  sooner  the  better.  At  any  rate,  I 
have  endeavoured  to  place  these  few 
facts  before  the  House,  not  because  they 
are  the  only  facts  by  any  means,  but 
because  they  are  some  of  the  more  sober 
facts,  and  indicate  the  state  of  police 
terrorism  that  exists  from  one  end  of 
Donegal  to  the  other.  It  is  idle  for  the 
police  to  attempt  to  frighten  English- 
men from  going  there.  They  may 
bring  charges  of  conspiracy  against 
me  and  others,  but  I  hope  that  the 
English  people  will  not  be  intimidated 
from  going  to  Ireland  to  see  for  them- 
selves the  facts  of  these  cases.  That  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  and 
the  Police,  for  Mr.  Mackay,  the  Crown 
Prosecutor  in  the  case  against  myself 
and  Mr.  Harrison,  wound  up  his  re- 
marks by  an  insolent  threat  against 
visitors  appealing  to  the  Magistrates 
from  such  a  sentence  as  would  not  only 
deter  us  from  continuing  the  duties 
we  considered  were  enforced  upon  us, 
^but  which  would  also  frighten   other 
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English  people  from  yisitiing  that  pari 
of  Lreland.    It  may  suit  the.Qovem- 
ment  to  try  and  frighten  away  Engliiih 
peotde ;  the  Chief  Seoretary  may  wink 
his  olack  deeds  are  best  done  in  dark- 
ness without  witnesses,  but,  atanyrate^ 
some  of   the    truth    shall    be    known 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
this  country.    It  is  because  diBonasions 
of  this  kind    are,  p^hapa,  the    most 
efficient  means  of  bringing  the  feuita 
to  ^e  notice  of  the  peo^e  of  England 
through  the  Ptess  that  I  rejoioe  the 
hon.  Member  has  brought  tnese  pro* 
ceedings  at  Falcarragh  before  the  notice 
of  the  House. 
*Mb.  BiRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  cannot  help  thinking  the  Government 
must  feel  that  they,  and  they  alone,  are 
responsible  for  the  discussion  which  hae 
taken  place  this  evening.    What  is  the 
case,  about  which  there  is  no  doubt  I 
The  police,  thinking  they  were  follow- 
ing the  instructions  received  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  those  whom 
he    trusts,    and    evidently  not    wrong 
in    so    thinking,   from   the    statement 
made    to    the    House    by    the    Law 
Officer  of  the  Crown,  took  on  themselves 
to  prosecute  a  gentleman  named  Harri- 
son,   under    charges   worded    in    the 
gravest  language,  of  which  the  only 
overt  act,  the  only  act  attempted  to  be 
proved,   was,   that  Mr.   Harrison   had 
offered  food  to  the  people  whom  it  is 
alleged  had  re-taken  possession  of  the 
hol£ngs  which  had  been  theirs.    That 
is  a  matter  upon  which  the  House  can 
judge.    It  stands  to  the  country,  that 
in  Ireland  it  has  become  an  offence,  an 
offence  which   warrants  the  police  in 
summarily  arresting  an  individual,  that- 
he  should  have  given  bread  or  food  to  a 
man   whom  the  Gt)vernment  consider 
criminal.    How  long  has  this  been  a 
criminal  act  in  England  or  in  Wales  ? 
If  this  man  had  been  a  felon,  and  hie 
felony  undoubted,  since  when  under  the* 
common  law,  or  under  the  statute  law, 
has  it  been  an  offence  warranting  arrest^ 
to  give  him  food?    I  submit  it  is  a- 
monstrous  proposition.    There  must  be* 
a  perversion    of   all  ideas   of  justice- 
in  the  land,  a  distortion  of  all  legal 
principles,  or  no  policemen  would  be  sudk 
idiots  as  to  take  action  in  such  a  fashion, 
and  no  law  officer  would  be  mad  enough 
to  endorse  what  they  had  done.    Th» 
learned  Solicitor  General  speaking  with 
reference  to  the  watching  by  the  police^ 
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•aid,  if  it  be  alleged  to  be  an  illegal 
action,  it  oould  be  tested ;  but  how  can 
it  be  tested?  By  what  process?  If 
I  have  spies  set  upon  me,  unless  I  can 
prove  conspiracy  against  them,  by  what 
process  known  to  the  law  can  I  take 
action  against  them?  If  the  spying 
that  is  pursued  is  such  that  I  can 
allege  that  it  is  likely  to  lead  to  a 
breach  of  the  peace,  it  is  possible 
I  can  make  some  summary  application, 
but  short  of  that  what  action  can  I 
bring,  what  indictment  would  lie? 
How  can  it  be  tested?  The  way  in 
which  it  is  tested  is  that  there  is  a  series 
of  provocations  which  sometimes  end  in 
resistance,  and  then  the  police  use  force 
with  great  brutality  on  one  haod,  and 
send  the  unfortunates  to  gaol  on  the 
other  hand.  There  can  be  nothing 
more  shocking  than  the  state  of  feeling 
existing  among  the  police  at  Falcarragh 
as  shown  by  the  conduct  of  these  pro- 
secutions. The  Solicitor  General  says 
the  act  of  Mr.  Harrison  was  a  thought- 
less act,  but  thoughtlessness  is  hardly 
criminality.  The  law  officers  in  Ireland, 
who  had  the  same  opportunity  of  judg- 
ing the  nature  of  the  act  as  the  magis- 
trates, instead  of  treating  it  as  a  thought- 
less act,  for  which  Mr.  Harrison  might 
have  been  subjected  to  a  warning, 
treated  it  as  a  criminal  act  for  which  the 
man  was  prosecuted  on  a  grave  charge 
of  conspiracy  for  which  he  might  have 
been  sent  to  gaol  for  six  months.  If 
this  was  a  thoughtless  act  then  it  should 
have  been  so  recognised  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  colleague  in  Dub- 
lin, and  the  proceedings  should  have 
stopped  short  at  the  unfortunate  action 
of  the  police,  and  the  prosecution  by  the 
law  officers  should  not  have  been 
added.  It  is  unfortunate  that  we 
should  occupy  our  time  in  this  House 
discussing  proceedings  which  have 
taken  place  in  Courts  of  Justice, 
but  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  these 
Courts  of  Justice  are  special  Oourts  of 
Justice  created  for  the  express  purpose 
of  dealing  with  special  kinds  of  offences 
never  known  before,  and  manufactured 
solely,  both  the  Courts  and  the  offences, 
by  a  Statute  drawn  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  who  now  have 
the  enforcement  of  it ;  and  these  Courts 
of  Justice  have  been  so  constituted  as  to 
lay  them  open  to  the  gravest  suspicion, 
the  magistrates  and  police  acting  to- 
gether; and  magistrates  chased  out  of 


one  country  for  conduct  unworthy  of 
honourable  men  have  been  considered 
worthy  to  sit  and  sentence  men  to  gaol  on 
'charges  of  having  broken  the  law.  I 
have  no  wish  to  occupy  time,  but  I 
desire  the  country  should  understand 
why  I  vote  for  this  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, if  it  should  be  carried  to  a  Divi* 
sion;  that  it  is  a  new  thing  that  the 
giving  of  bread  to  a  man,  however 
wrong  that  man  might  be,  however 
criminal  that  man  might  be,  is  to  be 
made  an  offence  for  which  the  giver 
might  be  sent  to  gaol,  and  still  more  do 
I  vote  for  the  Motion  when  the  man  to 
whom  the  bread  was  g^ven  is  admitted 
to  have  been  a  wretched  starving  tenant, 
who  had  crept  back  to  his  own  home- 
stead, from  which  hard  times  and  hard 
conditions  of  life  had  driven  him. 
♦The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  pob  IRE. 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Manchester^ 
E.) :  I  should  have  preferred  to  have 
given  way  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
because  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General  having  spoken, 
nobody  else  on  this  Bench  has  the 
necessary  knowledge  of  details  in  refer- 
ence to  matters  that  have  occurred  in 
Donegal  to  enable  him  to  reply.  But 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prefers, 
and  I  think  wisely,  to  speak  after  me 
rather  than  before  me,  I  will  not  inter- 
fere with  his  wishes.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  appears  to 
have  entirely  mistaken  the  ground  on 
which  the  Government  object  to  dis- 
cussions of  proceedings  pending  in 
Courts  of  Law.  It  is  not  that  the 
Gt>vemment  fear  publicity  and  discus- 
sion. What  we  object  to  is  the  sort 
of  maimed  discussion  which  necessarily 
occurs  if  hon.  Gentlemen  are  allowed  to 
raise  topics  in  the  House  in  regard  to 
pending  proceedings,  and  which  we  are 
not  allowed  to  reply  to  because  the 
matters  are  still  suhjudiee.  Tou,  Sir,  havo 
had  occasion  three  or  four  times  to  call 
hon.  Members  to  order  for  trespastiing 
on  matters  not  relevant  to  the  Motion, 
and  which  had  close  connection  with, 
matters  still  under  consideration  by 
Courts  of  Law,  but  though  stopped 
from  going  into  details,  that  did  not 
prevent  them  from  making  insinuations 
against  the  Government  with  regard  to 
such  matters  as  the  cheering  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign — insinuations  which  are 
freely  made  use  of  in  controversy  out- 
side the  House,  and  which  hon.  Mem- 
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ben  no  doabt  think  wOl  find  thebr  waj 
into  the  Pre«  if  repeated  in  the  Hoose 
— ^bnt  to  which  I  am  prednded  from 
repljing  bj  the  niling  of  the  Ohair. 
That  IB  the  reason,  and  the  onlj  Teaaon, 
^hj  I  objeet  to  this  discamon.  Per- 
aonallj,  I  like  diecnanonB  on  Iririi 
matters.  It  is  not  when  Parliament 
is  sitting,  bnt  when  it  is  not  sitting, 
that  I  am  afraid  of  the  speeches  and 
criticisms  of  hon.  Members.  Thej  may 
saj  what  they  like  when  I  am  able 
to  reply  to  them ;  bnt  it  is  the  reckless 
and  irresponnible  utterances  on  i^t- 
forms  where  there  is  no  one  acquainted 
with  facts  to  answer  them  that  I  objected 
to ;  not  to  utterances  in  this  House.  So 
far  A  the  Irish  QoTemment  are  con- 
cerned, I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
we  hare  no  objection  either  to  the 
number  or  the  character  of  the  debates 
they  may  raise  iD  the  House,  provided 
always  they  are  debates  into  which  we 
can  enter  freely  and  not  with  our  hands 
tied  by  the  circumstance  that  they 
concern  matters  still  to  be  determined 
by  a  Court  of  Law.  Two  very  eminent 
legal  authorities  appear  to  me  to  have 
made  strange  blunders  in  their  law  in 
the  course  of  proceedings  this  erening. 
The  ex-Solicitor  General  uttered  a  good 
many  sentiments  on  the  criminal  law 
which  I  think,  though  I  speak  most 
humbly,  showed  that  he  is  not  so  in- 
timately acquainted  with  that  branch  of 
lezBl  procedure  as  he,  by  universal 
acknowledgment  is  with  other  and  more 
difficult  branches  of  the  law.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  appeared  to 
think  that  it  was  a  peculianly  of  Irish 
law,  administered  by  the  present  Gov- 
ernment, that  a  man  cheering  a  prisoner 
should  in  any  circumstances  be  regarded 
as  guilty  of  an  offence.  I  recommend 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  when 
a  suitable  occasion  offers,  to  go  at  the 
head  of  an  excited  crowd  and  cheer  by 
name  some  prisoner  coming  out  of  Bow 
Street.  I  think  I  can  promise  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  under  the 
English  Law  he  might  find  himself 
brought  very  summarily  before  the 
magistrates,  and  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  his  conduct  was  likely  to 
lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace,  or  to 
bring  the  law  into  contempt,  I  may 
also  promise  him  that  the  magistrates 
will  not  take  a  very  lenient  view  of  his 
•offence.  So  much  for  the  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman.      I    go    now    to 
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aiMiCher  ennneiit  legal  mflioiity*  «Be 
hon.  Menber  for  NdtimnptoK  (lb* 
Bradloogh),  flunigh  not  towhninally 
learned,  has  a  large  experienee  in  tteris 
matters,  and  he  appeared  to  Maid  II  aa 
being  oontraiy  to  law  to  intamre  witt 
any  man  who  supplies  bread  to  a 
ginlty  of  an  offsnoe.  The  hon.  M 
asked  mider  what  law  in  Englaad  er 
Ireland  oonld  it  be  illegal  to  anpp^ 


bread  or  the  neeessaiies  of  life  to  a  mari^ 
even  if  he  be  gniUy  of  a  erimiaal 
offence.  CKving  bread  by  itael^  of 
course,  is  not  an  illegal  offsnoe  ih 
Ireland  or  anywhere  me,  but  giving 
bread  for  the  pnrpoeeof  aasisiiiiff  anuul 
in  committing  an  offenoe  is,  1  appre- 
hend, an  offenoe  against  the  law  oofli 
in  England  and  in  ueland.  Is  that  pro- 
position denied  ? 

«Mr.  BBADLAUGH  :  My  mint  is  tint 
no  case  is  known  to  the  English  Law  in 
which  the  giving  of  bread  to  a  oriminali 
either  berore  or  after  committing  a 
crime,  is  held  to  be  an  offenoe. 
«Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  distinetit 
traverse  the  statement  just  made,  i 
repeat  that  I  do  not  behove  there  is  a 
lawyer  who  will  oontradiet  me  when  t 
say  that  to  give  bread  or  anything  else 
to  a  man  for  the  purpose  <rf  enaWng 
him  to  break  the  law,  is  an  offisBee 
against  the  law  in  every  civilised  oountqf 
in  the  world.  This  brings  me  to  the 
conduct  of  the  police  in  arresting  Mr. 
Harrison.  Mr.  Harrison  was  acquitted. 
The  magistrates  took  a  lenient  view  of 
the  circumstances  and  acquitted  him. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  :  The  magistrates 
said  the  Grown  had  not  made  oat  their 
case.  [  Cfriei  of  "  Order,  order ! "]  I  rise 
to  order. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  no  right  to  interrupt,  and  should  not 
continue  his  remarks  when  I  am  stand* 
ing  and  calling  him  to  order.  Mr. 
Gonybeare  on  a  point  of  order. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE :  I  only  wished  to 
correct  a  wrong  explanation  of  oironm* 
stanoes  within  my  knowlege.  Tim 
magistrates  distinctly  stated  in  thev 
judgment,  not  that  they  were  taking  a 
lenient  view  of  the  case,  but  that  the 
Grown  had  failed  to  prove  their  ease. 
That  was  on  the  charge  of  having  given 
bread  to  those  poor  people,  enablinl; 
them  to  break  the  law  which,  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  savs,  is  both  in  ttda 
country  and  in  Ireland  an  illegal 
offence. 
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•ijfB.  A.  J.  B ALFOUit :  I  do  not  know 
wfiat  the  hon.  Member  considers   the 
tnlNBrniption  in  order ;  he  makes  a  fresh 
speech  when  I  was  not  referring  to 
him,    directly    or   indirectly.      I  take 
it  that  it  is  admitted,  or  not  denied, 
that  the  law  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
^Northampton   is  bad  law.    (No,  no). 
Well,    I    will    leave    to   those    of    a 
contrary  opinion    the    opportunity    to 
maintain  it,  and  come  to  what  I  may 
call  the  ethics  of  the  case.    Was  the 
constable  justified  or  not  in  arresting 
Mr.  Harrison  ?    We  must  assume  that 
Mr.  Harrison  was  innocent,  because  he 
has  been  acquitted.     But  was  there  a 
primd  faeis  case  for  the  arrest?    The 
whole  body  of  tenants  who  had  been 
evicted  on  the  Olphert  estate  in  January, 
by  one  consent,  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Camborne  appeared  on  the  scene,  re- 
took forcible  possession.  [No,  no].  Well, 
illegal  possession  of  their  houses.     In  so 
doing  there  could  not  be  any  doubt  that 
they  were  acting  apparently  in  concert 
for  the  purpose  of  setting  at  naueht  the 
decrees  of  a  competent  court.     No  one 
denies  that.      Mr.   Harrison   appeared 
on    the   scene    and   proposed  to    Kive 
bread  to  one  of  the  tenants  who   had 
acted  in  this  illegal  manner,  and  he,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  police,  did  so  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  tenant  success- 
fully to  carry  out  that  illegal  operation. 
Has  that    fact    been    denied  by    Mr. 
Harrison  ?    The  allegation  is  that  Mr. 
Harrison  acted  purely  from  charitable 
motives.  I  do  not  doubt  that  Mr.  Harrison 
is  probably  a  young  man  of  charitable 
instincts  and  wishes,  but  his  charity  in 
this  case  was  of  a  very  selective  charac- 
ter.    Did  Mr.  Harrison  give  bread  to 
any  person  who  was  mot  engaged  in  the 
iUegal  proceedings  ?  Was  this  part  of  a 
general  charitable  scheme    to    relieve 

{•oor  tenants  in  that  part  of  Donegal? 
s  there  anything  in  the  behaviour  of 
Mr.  Harrison  or  his  friends  and 
associates  which  would  lead  the  police- 
men to  believe  that  Mr.  Harrison  was 
actuated  by  purely  charitable  motives. 
The  policeman  warned  Mr.  Harrison 
that  his  action  was  illegal. 

♦Mr.  ATH ERLET- JONES :  How? 

♦Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  am  not 
traversing  the  action  of  the  Court ;  I 
am  only  saying  that  the  policeman  had 
a  primd  fatu  case,  and  that  is  all  that 
is  reouired  to  justify  him.  The  police. 
an  told  Mr.  Harrison  he  was  acting 


illegally,  and  asked  him  for  his  name. 
Mr.  Hurison  refused  to  give  his  nam^. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  No. 
♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  He  did  reftise 
to  give  it,  and  it  was  only  on  his  refusd 
to  ffive  bis  name  that  he  was  arrestea 
and  taken  before  the  magistrate.    Th^ 
magistrate  suggested  that  Mr.  Harrison 
should    be  let  out  on   bail,   but  Mt>. 
Harrison  havine  taken  for  his  g^de» 
philosopher,  and  friend  the  Member  fot 
Camborne,  the  Member  for  Camborne 
advised  him  not  to  give    bail.    That 
was  nobody's  affair  but  Mr.  Harrison'i^ 
and  neither  the  police,  nor  the  magis^ 
trates,  nor  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  to  be  held  responsible  for  the  a<jU 
vice  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam* 
borne  chose   to   give  his  friend.    The 
only  imprisonment,  therefore,  which  M^. 
Harrison  suffered  was  because  he  was 
fool  enough  to  take  the  advice  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Camborne.     I  have 
every  hope,  however,  that  as  Mr.  Harris 
son  grows  older  he  will  grow  wiser,  and 
if  he  chooses  his  associates  with  care  his 
course  through  life  may  be  an  honour- 
able and  a  useful  one,  and  we  can  only 
sympathize  with  him  in   this  case  be- 
cause  his   openly  expressed  wish   for 
martyrdom    was    not    gratified.      The 
hon.  Member  for  Camborne  is  deeply 
indiraant   because   of  the    espionage, 
as    he    calls    it,     which    the    police 
are  alleged  to  exercise  over  strangers 
travelling  in    disturbed  parts    of   the 
country.     That  formed  the  main  part  of 
his  speech  to-night.    He  stated  that  one 
police  officer  deposed  on   oath  that  it 
was  the  practice  of  the  police  to  observe 
the  behaviour  and  physiognomy  of  any 
person  who  came  into  the  country,  and 
if  he  did  not  look  respectable  they  fol* 
lowed  him,  and  the  Member  for  Cam- 
borne   was    naturally  indignant  that 
after  that  definition  of  the  duties  of  the 

Eolice,  he  should  have  been  followed 
imself.  Is  the  hon.  Member  really  of 
opinion  that  where  there  is  an  illegal 
conspiracy  of  a  serious  kind  going  on  in 
a  country,  which  has  led  to  wide-sprea4 
disaster,  to  the  injury  of  the  police 
themselves,  as  well  as  of  the  tenants  and 
landlords,  and  where  the  police  are  of 
opinion  that  persons  of  influence  coming 
in  the  counti^ — because  in  Doneg^  the 
mere  fact  that  a  man  is  a  Member  of 
Parliament  is  still  supposed  to  give  him 
character  and  influence — that  such  perr 
sons  have  either  for  their  object,  or  as 
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joa  think  it  is  likely  that  a  man  is  going 
to  eommitt  an  illegal  act,  whj  then  yoa 
may  watch  him."  That  was  tike  doctrine 
■tiil  more  particularly  laid  down  by  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Mr.  J.  Lowther).  If 
jcm  think  a  man  is  likely  under  some 
ciienmstances  to  cheer  K>r  the  Flan 
ctf  Oampaign,  the  police,  aooording  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  are  justified 
in  watching  him  and  going  into  a 
house  after  him.  Will  the  Solicitor 
Qeneralf  will  the  Home  Secretary  say 
that  these  are  the  instructions  to  tlie 
police  in  England  ?  There  is  going  to 
be  a  public  meeting  about  this  day 
month  somewhere  near  Epsom  Heath 
fllnd  my  right  hon.  Friend  may  be 
present.  Other  persons  will  be  there 
who  may  reasonably  be  suspected  of 
beang  likely  to  make  illegal  bets  or  to 
enter  upon  some  gambling  games  pro- 
hibited by  the  law.  Is  it  the  doctrine 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  or  of  the 
Solicitor  General  that  the  police  should 
begin  to  watch  those  men  at  once  and 
tb  enter  houses  wherever  they  go  ?  And 
yet  that  is  the  doctrine  which  is  to  coyer 
the  action  of  the  police  in  Donegal. 
The  doctrine  is  perfectly  monstrous. 
Brerybody  knows  that  if  the  police  were 
ailowed  to  do  such  things  in  Ihigland 
the  whole  country  would  be  in  a  state 
of  revolution.  That  is  the  first  allega- 
tion, and  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
answer  which  has  been  given  to  it  is 
absurd.  What  was  the  case  of  Mr. 
Harrison  ?  Mr.  Harrison  was  arrested 
fbr  giving  food  to  certain  people.  The 
Sto^tary  for  Ireland,  prompted  by  his 
adviser,   says  that  these  people  were 

guilty  of  illegal  acts.  But  the  Solidtor- 
eneral  for  Ireland  did  not  say  that. 
These  men  had  been  evicted ;  they  re- 
turned to  their  houses  at  night.  They 
were  in  the  position  of  a  person  taking 
illegal  possession  perhaps  upon  a  claim 
of  title.  The  men  may  nave  committed 
a  trespass,  but  they  were  guilty  of  no 
criminal  act  at  all.  Why,  then,  should 
the  supplying  of  them  with  food  be 
treated  as  an  act  for  which  a  man  is  to 
be  arrested  ?  Suppose  that  a  man  re- 
turns to  an  empty  house  from  which  he 
has  been  evicted,  and  that  a  publican 
sends  him  a  mutton  chop  and  a  pot  of 
beer,  is  the  pubHcan  to  be  arrested  -for 
doing  so?  Such  a  proposition  wouM 
be  perfectly  ridiculous  wheo  it  came  txi 
b^  examined  by  the  U^t  of  the  fMs. 

Sir  W.  Maroourt 


Would  the  Solidtor  GeQerallor  Inbat 
maintaiii  for  a  moment  that  a  wtMioMi 
who  sent  in  meat  and  drink  immr  snoli 
cirenmstanoes  was  gnilty  of  am  oAnoa?' 
Then,  if  there  be  no  ground  lor  tii» 
assumption  that  an  offenee  had  been, 
committed,  what  beeomeaof  the  eaaa? 
It  is  the  fact,  no  doubt,  that  at  this 
moment  there  exists  in  Donegal  a  leim 
of  terror  deliberately  created  bj  &a 
Government.  The  method  the  Gfovem* 
ment  have  followed  has  been  to  tell  tiie 
police  to  do  what  they  Uke^  and  th» 
Secretary  for  Ireland  inH  defend  tlian 
in  this  House-^fMr  /m  mid  n$fm$.  Oiat 
is  enough  to  make  a  revolution  in  a- 
comer  of  Donegal  or  anywhere  ebe. 
That  is  a  course  which  the  Bbgiish 
police  would  not  be  allowed  to  take  for 
a  day.  What  is  the  object  with  whidk 
this  policy  is  pursued  ?  There  ia  a  waj 
in  which  peace  may  be  made  inDone^ 
as  elsewhere,  namely,  the'way  in  whiab 
it  has  been  made  already  by  the  hon» 
and  learned  Member  for  Hadoiey.  But 
is  that  the  object  of  the  Government  P 
No,  Sir,  the  object  of  the  Government 
appears  to  be  that  which  ia  deeoribed 
in  the  letters  which  we  have  read,  and 
which  I  must  say  I  read  with  indigna^ 
tion  and  disgust — from  the  hon.  QentL^ 
man  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Bussell),  who  is  calling  on  tho 
landlords  to  root  out  these  tenants^  uid 
is  calling  on  the  Government  andrie|i 
men  in  England  to  subsidize  the  laoid- 
lords  in  Ireland  in  order  that  that  may 
be  accomplished.  That  is  their  polity. 
It  is  sought  by  these  illegal  and  omtal 
acts  on  the  part  of  the  poUoe  to  tnmji» 
down  the  combinations  by  which  ui» 
tenants  seek  to  defend  themselveey  vf» 
stead  of  looking  to  a  poliqy  of  oondli»- 
tion  and  to  an)itration — ^whioh  mightr 
have  been  had  and  which  would  be  had 
if  the  Government  desired  it.  On  die 
contrary,  they  have  determined,  as 
between  landlords  and  tenants,  to  en- 
courage that  war  to  the  knifie  whioh  tfa« 
hon.  Member  for  South  l?yrane  ia 
always  preaching  between  the  two 
classes,  and  it  is  on  that  aooount  that  i 
s4y  that  in  my  opinion,  by  encouraging 
the  police  in  Donegal,  they  have  bioagbt 
about  in  tills  barony  that  whieh  tbo 
Secretary  for  Ireland  has  deeeribed  as  a 
revolution. 

«Mb.  T.  W.  bussell  (l^yrone^  S.)  i 
I  am  not  a  la(wyer,  but  there  ia  one 
point  which  I  think  has  beeiL  over- 
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looked  in  this  House  in  vogard  to  the 
ease  that  has  been  raised.    The  charge 
against  Uie  tenants  was  a  duMe  of  re- 
teudnff  forcible  possession,  and  that,  I 
apprehend,   is  a  criminal  proceeding, 
iltd  therefore  the  police  Tery  properlj 
held  that  Mr.  Harrison  was  aidinff  and 
abetting  a  criminal  action.    No  doubt 
Mr.  Harrison  was  acquitted  and  these 
people  were  only  decla^d  to  be  in  illegal 
possession,  but  that  much,  I  think,  may 
be  said  regarding  the  action   of  the 
police    in     the     matter.      I    am    not 
ffoilig  to    enter  into  the    law,    but   I 
do    know  something    of   the  common 
sense  and  the  facts  of  the  case.    The 
Member  for  Derby  has  read  my  letters 
with  indignation  and  disgust.     Well,  I 
am  quite  content  that  it  should  be  so. 
I  can  inform  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  that  a  good  many  people  read  his 
speeches  with  indignation  and  disgust. 
l4ow,  Sir,  there  is  no  use  in  hon.  Mem- 
bers accusing  me  of  goinff  to  Donegal 
as  the  agent  of  the  landlords.    It  would 
be  more  becoming  of  them  to  refute  my 
statements  in  the  letters  which  have 
been  referred  to.     What  I  venture  to 
submit  is  that  there  is  not  a  single  para- 
graph in  my  letters  to  which  a  success- 
ful answer  has  been  made  in  this  House 
or  in  the  Press.     My  case  is  simply 
this.    The  hon.  Member  for  the  Cam- 
borne Division  talks  about  the  police 
watching     £nglish    visitors    in    Fal- 
oarragh.      During    the  .week    I    was 
tiiere    I    met    English    tourists    driv- 
ing in    every  direction  and  speaking 
to  tenants  without  any  police  interfe- 
rence whatever.    On  Sunday,  April  14, 
the  houses  were  taken  possession  of,  and 
hon.  Members  should  mark  that  the  re- 
taking of  possession  is  part  of  the  Plan 
of  Ofunpaign.    Possession  was  not  re- 
taken by  the  tenants  evicted  in  January, 
but  on  die  14th  April  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oambome  division  and  Mr.  Harrison 
arrived,  and  the  houses  including  those 
from  which  the  tenants  had  been  evicted 
in  January  were  re-occupied.    TheQion. 
Mttoiber  for  Oambome  and  Mr.  Harri<* 
■on  complained  that  they  were  viewed 
with  suspicion.     Well,  did  not  their 
aotien  oonstitute  lair  ground  for  sus- 
picion on  the  part  of  the  poKee  that  they 
were   enoooraging  the  Plan   of  Oan> 
paigB?  If  they  were  going  about  th^dis- 
tfiot  cheering  ioi  the  Plan  6f  Oanoj^axgAt 
can  titoy  cenplain  that  the  polM&s  t^ 
gaided  tibem  with  sospiaoft  M  flsMdatdcl 


with  the  Plan?  Did  any  one  of  th» 
Gentlemen  concerned,  except  the  Mem*" 
her  for  Oamborne,  ever  cross  the  land- 
lord's threshold?  Not  one  of  them, 
except  the  hon.  Member,  made  any 
attempt  to  get  the  facts  from  the  land*- 
lord,  to  investigate  what  the  rents  were, 
what  the  valuation  was,  or  any  of  the- 
circumstances  of  the  dispute.  They 
were  content  to  take  the  facts  as  they* 
got  them  from  the  authors  of  the  Plan*, 
of  Oampaign.  If  I  was  not  followed  I, 
at  any  rate,  made  no  overtures  to  the- 
police.  They  were  at  perfect  liberty  to- 
follow  me  if  they  chose.  I  did  nothing 
that  I  should  object  to  have  written  oii 
all  the  walls  of  every  town  in  Bngland^ 
If  the  police  did  not  follow  me  I  su|l|>OBe^ 
they  came  to  the  conclusion  that  thet^ 
might  be  more  usefully  employed.  It 
also  said  that  the  emergency  mekk 
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insulted    English    visitors.       When  I 
attempted  to  go    upon    certain   lands 
— ^those  of  Bernard  M*Nulty — an  emer- 
gency man  stopped  me,  as  he  had  a  pet- 
feet  right  to  do.  I  went  off  the  land  wheii 
I  was  ordered  off,  and  an  English  tour*^ 
ist  has  no  better  nght  than  myself  ft^ 
be  on  such  lands.    This  district  of  Done- 
gel  has  been  for  months  in  a  state  of 
agitation.     I  have  done  my  best  to  g^ 
at  the  facts.    I  have  gone  to  the  land- 
lord, to  the  tenant,  to  the  authorities,, 
and  tried  to  find  out  where  the  equities 
lay.    I  should  have  been  glad  if  the 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  had  been 
made,  not  upon  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Harri- 
son or  the  hon.  Member  for  Oambome, 
but  with  the  object  of  getting  the  whole 
of  the  facts  out  upon  the  floor  of  thiii 
House,  and  if  that  were  done  it  coul4 
be  proved  conclusively  that  the  equitie^ 
are  entirely  with  the  landlord,  and  t 
could  have  shown  that  the  tenants  have  ' 
in  many  instances  been  compelled  to  go 
into  the  Plan,  that  the  rents  are  not 
only  fair,  but  in  some  instances  dk- 
cessively  low. 

•Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  remark  I  have 
made  to  other  hon.  Members  irbuld 
apply  to  the  observations  the  hon.  Metn* 
ber  is  making  as  to  the  Plan  of  Oatii» 
pai^  on  a  particular  estate. 

♦Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  have  just 
finished,  Sir.  I  should  have  welcOHiM. 
I  toy,  each  an  inquiry  on  the  floor  61 
this  Houije  instead  of  that  whidh  is  ho# 
beilig  made. 

Kk.   W.   E.   0LAD8TONB     (Mid 
Lbdilan)^   I    do    not    (Mroc&Ye  tluli 
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recurrence  to  the  old  doctrine.  An  old 
woman,  and  nobody  else,  was  found  in 
the  house,  and  if  it  is  a  recurrence  to 
the  old  doctrine  that  it  is  the  business 
of  the  police  to  be  made  the  agents  of 
evictions,  then  I  can  only  say  that  we 
have  gone  back  fifty  years  under  the 
present  Goyemment  in  the  application 
of  administrative  principles  to  the 
Oovemment  of  Ireland.  Now,  one  word 
with  regard  to  watching,  or  *' espionage" 
it  was  called,  it  appears  to  me  most  pro- 
perly and  most  accurately.  Those 
who  defend  the  espionage  by  the 
police  upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
borne have  said — **  Surely  under  such 
and  such  circumBtances  it  was  their 
duty  to  do  watch."  It  is  not  a  question 
of  mere  watching ;  it  is  a  question  of 
following  up,  of  invading  his  privacy, 
of  listeniug  to  his  conversatiou,  of  taking 
down  his  words  of  conversation,  of  per- 
mitting no  communication  with  any 
person  except  in  the  view  of  the  police, 
who  record  all  his  words.  Why  was 
ihe  term  ''espionage"  invented  if  it 
was  not  to  describe  such  a  process  as 
that?  For  that  process  the  Government 
have  no  words  except  the  words  of 
praise.  And  all  this  is  to  be  done,  not 
under  the  authority  of  a  responsible 
officer  or  Minister,  but  of  a  common 
policeman,  who  thinks,  not  that  a  crime 
has  been  committed,  even  in  the  sense 
of  crime  under  the  Crimes  Act,  but  that 
a  certain  person  is  in  the  view  of  this 
policeman  likely  to  commit  a  crime. 
Upon  that  presumption  in  the  mind  of 
the  man  this  offensive  process  is  estab- 
lished, with  regard  to  which  I  can  only 
«ay  that  such  pranks  could  not  be  played 
by  the  police  (except  in  Ireland)  upon 
any  Englishman  of  spirit,  without  con- 
siderable breaches  of  the  law,  and  with- 
out summary  punishment  of  such  gross 
impertinence  and  such  monstrous 
iniquity.  I  am  taking  these  matters 
entirely  as  they  occurred  in  debate ; 
I  do  not  pretend  to  pronounce 
a  final  judgment  upon  them.  Inspector 
Herd — I  rather  think  he  was  acting  on 
his  own  authority — breaks  open  the 
house  at  five  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and 
arrests  the  inhabitants  of  the  house,  or 
a  portion  of  those  inhabitants,  without 
any  warning.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
heard  that  statement,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  worthy  of  the  smallest  notice. 
It  is  covered  by  his  declaration  that  the 
police   have  done  no  more  than  their 

Mr.  W.  E,  ffladttime 


dutjjT — that  the  polioe  did  no  more  tiiaa 
their  duty  in  breaking  open*  the  hooM 
at  five  o'clock  in  the  morning  without  a 
warrant,  and  arresting  the  itartiea  in- 
habiting the  house.  Sir,  I  eay  it  is  timi 
that  the  people  of  England  began  to 
look  to  their  own  liberties  if  dootriosi 
such  as  these  are  to  be  practised.    Ihii 
we  can  say,  that  such  dootrines  will  not 
be  unnoticed,  but  shall  be  proelsimad 
before  the  world  both  in  this  House  aad 
out  of  this  House.    I  have  endeavoozel 
to  describe  the  position  taken  np  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to  these 
points.    I  say  we  have  a  right  to  expest 
of  the  Government  that  in  putting  dowa 
illegality  they  shall  use   legal  mesaa 
And  I  say  this,  that  the  speeches  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen,  and  the  condnot  of  tbi 
Irish  Government  through  its  poUoe^ 
are  marked  by  a  sad  indifference  to  pn- 
vate  rights  and  to  the  liberties  of  fhs 
subject.     They  proclaim  themselves  ths 
promoters  of  law  and  order,  bnt  thsf 
are  themselves  amongst  the  most  das* 
gerousfoesto  the  tranquillity  of  thecooa- 
try  as  well  as  to   the   loyalty  of  the 
people. 

♦The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir  B. 
Clarke,  Plymouth) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
charge  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
brought  against  the  Government  in  his 
closing  sentences,  is,  and  is  meant  to  be^ 
a  grave  and  serious  charge.  He  has 
charged  the  Government,  in  dealing 
with  these  affairs  in  Ireland,  witii  not 
stopping  at  the  use  of  illegal  measuresi 
and  says  that  in  disregard  of  public  law 
and  private  right,  it  carries  out  the  woifc 
which  it  has  set  before  it.  It  is  a  gravs 
charge,  for  which  there  is  not  the 
smallest  shadow  of  foundation,  and  the 
defence  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
made  for  himself  and  for  the  Govern* 
ment  of  Ireland  this  evening  is  a  de- 
fence that  rests  upon  the  law,  and  is 
justified  by  the  law.  He  did  not  go  one 
single  inch  beyond  the  law  of  this 
country,  as  well  as  of  Ireland,  in  the 
defence  which  he  made  of  the  action  of 
the  police  in  Ireland.  The  light  hon* 
Gentleman  has  complained  that  no 
English  lawyer  from  this  Bench  has 
spoken  early  in  the  debate,  in  reply  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  represents  Stockton. 
Well,  Sir,  I  was  responsible  for  the 
speech  for  the  moment  being  left  with* 
out  answer.  I  confess  diat  I  did 
not  think  it  worth  while.      I   do  not 
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ihink  it  worth  while.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  ia  not  very  familiar 
with  the  criminal  law,  although  no 
•doubt  he  is  one  of  the  greatest  lawyers 
in  this  country  in  certain  departments  of 
jurisprudence.  The  honorable  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockton  made  a 
speech  which  was  not  directly  referable 
in  many  of  its  parts  to  the  Iri^  question. 
With  regard  to  the  details  of  what  has 
taken  place  in  Donegal,  I  am  not  of 
course  familiar,  and  I  thought  it  was 
not  desirable,  so  far  as  I  was  concerned, 
to  speak  at  once  in  a  debate  which  I 
lioped  would  come  back  into  a  more 
legitimate  channel  of  discussion — the 
discussion  of  that  which  actually  took 
'place  at  Donegal.  I  noted  that  one 
part  of  the  honorable  and  learned  Mem- 
ber's speech  was  directed  to  the  question 
of  the  law  of  conspiracy,  and  he  pro- 
oeeded  to  say  that  it  was  an  outrageous 
thing  that  Mr.  Harrison  should  be 
arrested  and  charged  with  conspiracy, 
and  that  there  should  be  given  in  evidence 
against  him  the  speeches  of  men  whose 
names  he  did  not  know,  and  acts  which 
were  committed  when  he  was  not  in  the 
country.  The  conspiracy,  far  reaching 
in  its  mischief,  has  existed  in  Donegal 
for  a  long  time.  A  man  comes  into  it 
who  has  never  known  any  of  the  actors 
in  it  before,  who  has  heard  nothing  of 
its  details,  but  if  he  has  a  knowledge  of 
that  conspiracy,  and  of  the  aims  and 
objects  to  which  it  is  directed,  and  of  the 
history  of  its  progress,  and  knowing 
the  purposes  of  those  who  were  the 
movers  of  the  conspiracy,  joins  them  in 
endeavouring  to  carry  those  purposes 
into  effect,  he  is  as  much  guilty  as 
if  he  had  been  associated  with  the 
original  foundation  of  the  conspiracy. 
And  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Stockton  knows  that,  I  dare  say. 
The  only  question  that  has  to  be 
dealt  with  is  this.  Did  the  person  know 
the  nature  of  the  organization  to  which 
he  was  giving  his  co-operation,  and 
knowing  that  was  he  taking  part  in  that 
organization,  and  working  towards  its 
purpose  ?  The  other  two  points  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  speech 
referred,  one  to  the  giving  of  a  loaf  of 
bread,  and  the  other  to  the  police  follow- 
ing about.  Now,  as  to  the  giving  the  loaf 
of  bread,  it  has  been  said  in  this  House, 
that  the  giving  of  a  loaf  of  bread  is  a 
criminal  offence  by  the  law  of  Ireland  ? 
My  answer  is  that  it  is.    The  giving  of 


a  loaf  of  bread  as  an  act  of  charity  to  a 
person  simply  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
lieving that  person's  hunger  is  an  act 
which  nowhere  would  be  a  criminal 
offence ;  but  a  loaf  of  bread  g^ven  to  a 
man  in  order  to  enable  him  to  carry  out 
an  illegal  and  a  criminal  purpose  is  io. 
itself  an  illegality,  and  a  crime  according 
to  the  law  of  England  ;  and  according, 
so  far  as  I  am  aware,  the  law  of  every 

civilized    country [Sir  H.   Davey: 

Would  a  jury  convict  r]  Would  a  jury 
convict?  Is  that  the  way  in  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stockton 
proposes  to  discuss  legal  questions  in 
this  House  ?  To  pretend  to  discuss  it 
at  first  as  if  he  were  a  lawyer  dealing 
with  a  question  of  law,  and  then  to  turn 
round  and  say,  '*  Well,  if  he  were  a 
criminal  you  could  not  get  a  convic- 
tion." It  is  elementary  in  criminal 
law  that  it  is  an  offence  to  give  food 
to  a  felon  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
him  to  escape  from  justice,  after  he  haa 
committed  felony,  and  if  you  know  that 
the  felony  has  been  committed.  Here  is  a 
book,  handed  me  by  my  hon.  Friend — 
'*  Blackstone's  Commentaries,"  in  which 
it  lays  down  that  a  man  is  accessory  who 
gives  food,  shelter,  or  victuals  for  the 
relief  of  a  felon ;  or  gives  the  felon 
assistance,  or  furnishes  a  horse  or  the 
means  of  escape,  or  uses  violence  to 
assist  his  escape,  makes  him  accessonr 
ISir  H.  Davey:  A  misdemeanour. jl 
There  are  no  accessories  in  misde- 
meanours as  is  pretty  well  known. 
Everybody  who  takes  part  in  a  mis- 
demeanour is  himself  a  principle  mis- 
demeanant. And  if  it  were  an  offence  on 
the  part  of  these  people — [  What  people?] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  do  not  understand  the 
form  of  my  answer.  If  it  were  an 
offence  on  the  part  of  these  people  to 
occupy  these  premises,  then  it  was  an 
offence  on  the  part  of  any  person  to 
supply  food  to  them  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  them  to  carry  out  that  object. 
It  would  have  been  a  misdemeanour, 
and  it  would  have  been  aiding 
and  abetting  in  that  misdemeanour. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  is  very  anxious  to  attract  my 
attention.  I  will  pay  attention  to  him 
at  once.  He  has  chosen  to  make 
an  observation  in  this  House,  and 
he  repeats  it  in  almost  every  speech 
he  makes  outside,  with  remra  to 
the  "  Solicitor  General's  law.''  He  is 
always  mentioning  the  word   "licens- 
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ing  ;"  he  is  so  proud  upon  the  question 
of  licensing,  and  he  thinks  the  Solicitor 
General  so  wrong.     I  cannot  go  on  to 
say  that  he  thinks  himself  so    right, 
because  he  did  not  venture  to  express 
any  opinion.     I  have  a  very  accurate 
recoUectibn  of  an  amusing  incident  on 
the  occasion  of  the  debate  on  the  licens- 
ing laws.     I  hope  I  may  be  forgiven  for 
mentioning  it,  but  a  case  was  pending 
with  regard  to  licensing,     f  **  Order."] 
Very  well,  I  will  keep  that,  and  I  am 
sure  that  some  day  I  will  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  answering  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.     Now,  the  other  matter  was 
with  regard  to  the  following  about.      It 
has  been  said,  is  it  conceivable  that  it  is 
the    atrocious    principle    of    our    law 
that   any  police- constable,   because   he 
imagines  that  a  person   may   at  some 
time  or  other  commit  some  sort  of  an 
offence,    may   follow  him   about  here, 
there,  and  everywhere.     If  there  is  a 
man  whom  those  who  are  in  charge  of 
the  public's  peace  and  order  believe  to 
be  upon  a  criminal  errand,  then  it  is 
not  only  their  right  but  their  duty  to 
protect  public  interests  against  the  crime 
which  they  have  reason  to  apprehend. 
It  is  in  every  case  a  matter  of  degree. 
It   is  not  because  a   man   is  going  to 
commit  some  trifling  misdemeanour  that 
the  police  will  follow  him  about  every- 
where.      But  if  a  man  comes  into    a 
district  such  as  we  are  dealing  with  in 
Donegal,  whomsoever  he  may  be,  if  the 
police  have  serious  reasons  for  believing 
that  his  presence  would  light  up  the 
dying  flame    of    mischief   or    disorder 
in    that   place,    it   is   their  right,  and 
it    would     be    their     duty    to     watch 
where    he    went    and    what    he    did, 
and    to    make    themselves    acquainted 
with  such    exhortations     as    he    gives 
to      the      people      upon     whom      his 
influence  may  be  exercised.     One  other 
point  has  reference  to  the  cheering  of 
of  prisoners.     I  commend  to  his  atten- 
tion the  suggestion  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary that  he  should  try  the  experiment, 
whenprisoners  are  being  transferred  from 
Bow  Street  Police  Station  to  the  police 
van,  and  when  a  crowd  of  the  prisoners' 
friends   and    associates  are   about,    of 
raising  a  cry  in  favour  of  one  of  those 
prisoners,  and  he  would   And  that  he 
would    imdoubtedly  be   seized  by  the 
nearest  policeman  and  taken  into  custody 
and    charged    either   with    attempting 
a  rescue,  or  with  using  language  tend- 

Sir  E.  Clarke 


ing  to  provoke  a  breach  of  the  peace.. 
Now,    there  are  other    matters    men* 
tioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
which  I  cannot  pretend  to  deal.    They 
are  matters  connected  with  the  details 
of  these  affairs  in  Donegal.     He  want& 
an  explanation  with  regard  to  Intpector 
Hurd  ;  he  wants  an  explanation  cf  the 
statement  as  to  emergency  men  Laving 
threatened  people  and  turned  them  inUv 
the  public  road.  4  He  wants  an  exp  ana- 
tion  as  to  the  four  policemen  being  in 
the  old  woman's  cottage.     With  regard 
to  these  statements  I  believe  there  is  no 
information  in  the  possession  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
or  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.    I  believe  we' 
have  no  information  with  regard  to  them 
at  all.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
will  see  that  I  am  speaking  with  regard 
to  two  matters  of  criminal  offence— one 
the  forcible  retaking  possession  of  thia 
property,  and  the  other  was  the  con* 
spiracy  to  defeat  the  action  of  the  law 
and  the   jurisdiction  of  the  Court  by 
concerting  action  for   the'  retaking  of 
this  property.     That  was  the  cmix^ 
made,  and  whatever  else  may  be  said^ 
there  can  be  no  doubt  of  this,  that  when 
Mr.  -Harrison  was  arrested  for  refusing^ 
to  give  his  name  ^nd  address,  he  was 
taking  part,  so  far  as  anybody  can  see^ 
in  an  action  which  was  then  believed^ 
and  alleged  to  be,  a  criminal  action. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  dealt  as  briefly 
as     possible      with     these      different 
points.      The    reason    for    my    rising 
was  that  I  did  not  desire  at  all  to  leave' 
the  matter  without  giving  my  best  sup- 
port to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary   with  regard  to  this  subject. 
These  questions  of  law  that  I    nave 
dealt  with  are  the  subject  of  doctrines^ 
of  rules  and  canons  among  us,  which 
amply  justify  my  right  hon.  Friend  in 
the  contention  he  has  made  to  night* 
I  repudiate  the  charge  that  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  or  elsewhere  has  re- 
sorted to  illegitimate  means,  or  has  in  any 
respect  strained  the  law,  in  order  to 
carry  out  its  purposes ;  but  I  do  claim 
that  it  has  used  the  law  for  the  purpose 
of    protecting    the   liberties    and    the 
interests,   the    true    interests,    of  the 
people  ;  and  I  think  this    House  will 
agree  that  when   it   has  courageously 
taken  that  course  it  is  only  doing  right 
in  defending   here,  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend   defended,   the  men    who  have^ 
loyally  and  faithfully  served  it. 
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The  House  divided : — Ayes  153 ;  Noes 
250.— (Division  List  No.  96). 

ORDERS    OF  TKE    BAY. 


NAVAL  DEFENCE  BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  second  reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
^<  That  the  Bill  be  nov  read  a  second 
time."  

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton): 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  very  refreshing  after 
the  heated  excitement  of  an  Irish  debate 
to  fall  back  into  a  discussion  which  only 
involves  an  expenditure  of  £10,000,000 
and  which  is  always  conducted  in  a  calm 
and  quiet  fashion.  I  respect  those 
gentlemen  who  devote  a  great  portion 
of  their  time  and  energy  to  inducing 
foreign  countries  to  decide  their  differ- 
ences by  arbitration,  and  I  trust  that 
the  seed  they  are  sowing  will  produce, 
flome  time  or  other,  a  plentiful  crop. 
But  we  must  look  on  the  actualities 
of  the  day.  We  have  not  yet  reached 
the  millennium.  At  the  present  moment 
the  continent  of  Europe  is  one  great 
armed  camp,  and  I  agree  that  we  ought 
to  provide  for  our  safety  by  being  ready 
to  pay  a  fair  and  reasonable  amount  of 
what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  other  day  called  fiscal  insurance. 
But  we  ought  to  limit  the  burden  of 
this  fiscal  insurance  to  what  is  suf- 
ficient for  our  safety,  and  not  expend 
binder  the  guise  of  fiscal  insurance  a 
large  amount  of  money  for  offensive 
as  well  as  defensive  armaments. 
T  have  never  known  an  armament  pro- 
posed or  a  war  undertaken  which  was 
not  styled  defensive;  and  in  fact,  to 
speak  of  the  proposed  increase  in  the 
Navy  as  defensive  is  as  futile  as  the 
language  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  when  he  spoke  of  his  battering 
ram  as  a  defensive  weapon.  The  past 
liistory  of  the  nation,  which  is  a  long 
jreoord  of  meddling  and  annexation, 
justifies  the  people  in  placing  no  con- 
fidence in  the  declared  defensive 
policy  of  a  Government.  In  every  war 
we  have  undertaken  during  the  last 
three  centuries  we  have  meddled  in 
matters  which  did  not  concern  us,  except 
in  the  case  of  the  Spanish  Armada,  and 
then  that  was  really  a  retaliatory  attack 
•upon  us  because  of  the  depredations  we 
at  that  time  committed  upon  Spanish 
-commerce.    During  the  last  forty  years 


the  country  has  spent,  irrespective  of  the 
normal  Budgets,  £100,000,000  in  useless 
wars.  I  have  no  confidence  in  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister,  who  is  not  a  man 
likely  to  rise  above  the  traditional  folly  and 
wickedness  which  has  characterized  this 
country  in  its  relations  with  others.  I 
thoroughly  distrust  him.  Many  distrust 
him  in  his  home  policy.  I  assure  them 
they  would  do  well  to  distrust  him 
equally  in  his  foreign  policy.  Two 
years  ago  he  was  writing  despatches  all 
over  Europe  imploring  the  European 
powers  to  join  in  a  crusade  against 
Russia,  and  to  put  Alexander  of  Batten- 
berg  on  the  Throne  of  Bulgaria.  Asrain, 
we  find  him  indirectly  assuring  Italy 
that  if  she  would  join  in  what  Prince 
Bismarck  called  the  League  of  Peace  we 
would,  under  certain  circumstances,  aid 
her.  And  at  the  present  moment  what 
is  a  portion  of  our  fleet  doing  ?  It  is,  at 
the  demand  of  Bismarck,  nominally  pre- 
venting slaves  being  introduced  into  a 
portion  of  Africa,  but  in  reality  it  is 
protectinsT  German  arms  while  they  are 
destroying  the  property  of  British 
citizens.  Yesterday  a  great  function 
took  place  in  France  to  celebrate  the  cen- 
tenary of  the  States  General.  Where 
was  the  British  Ambassador  ?  He 
was  not  there.  When  France  makes 
a  g^at  effort  to  maintain  the  peace  of 
the  world,  we  withdraw  our  Ambassador, 
and  we  ask  for  augmentation  of  the 
Fleet.  The  T^men  is  regarded  as  the 
oflGicial  organ  of  the  Government,  and 
therefore  it  is  important  to  see  how  the 
TiiiM%  met  this  proposed  augmentation 
of  the  fleet.  What  did  the  ally  or 
confederate  of  the  Government  say? 
On  the  7th  of  March  it  said  : — 

"The  Protean  Eastern  Question  has  again 
assumed  a  disquieting  aspect.  It  is  idle  to 
pretend  that  we  may  safely  ignore  the  disturb- 
ances thus  threatened.  We  may  hug  non* 
interventions  as  closely  as  we  please;  bat 
whether  we  like  it  or  not,  our  interest  will 
be  more  or  lees  directly  involved  in  any 
struggle  that  may  take  place.  Unless  we  are 
in  a  position  to  say  '*  hands  oflf"  to  all  the 
world*  these  interests  will  be  deliberately  made 
a  part  of  the  prize  of  success  in  quarrels,  with 
which  we  desire  to  have  nothing  to  do.'* 

According  to  the  T\me%  we  are  increasing 
our  Navy  in  order  to  place  Lord  Salis- 
bury and  his  colleagues  in  a  position  to 
interfere  in  the  Eastern  Question.  The 
House  should  warily  and  cautiously 
look  into  the  proposal  put  before  it. 
For  every  single  decade  the  country's 
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Ifajesty'e  QoTemment  would  not  cqb- 
nd^  itself  bound  by  the  decree  of  any 
Prize  Ck>iiit  which  should  uphold  a  con- 
trarj  doctrine.    I  think   I  have  now 
oonolusiTelj  shown  certain  facts.  I  have 
shown  that  at  the  present  moment  we 
have  absolute  security  from  invasioUy 
and   my  witnesses  have  been  Sir  A. 
Qood   and  other  men  of  weight  and 
authority.     I  have  also  shown  that  our 
fleets  are  superior  to  those  of  any  other 
naval  Power,  and   my  witness  in  this 
case  has  been   the    Secretary    to    the 
Admiralty.    I  have  further  shown  that 
if  we  adopt  the  plan  suggested  by  the 
Oovemment,  our  naval  force  should  not 
only  be  made  superior  to  that  of  any 
two,  but  of  any  four,  of  the  g^eat  nav^ 
Powers,   and   my  witness  to   that  has 
been  the  Gt)TemmeDt  Beturns.    I  have 
also  shown,   looking    at    iDtemational 
Iaw, — and  on  this  point  I  could  quote 
Orotius,   and   others,    by  the  hour,    if 
necessary, — that  if  we  went  to  war  we 
should    nave    food    and    raw  material 
brought  to  us  in  ueutral  ships,  and  that 
whether  we  blockade  the  ports  of  our 
enemy  or  not,   we   should  absolutely, 
owing  to  the  effect  of  a  differential  rate 
of  insurance  on  our  own  and  neutral 
bottoms,  lose  our  carrying  trade,  and, 
therefore,  have  no  commerce  to  defend. 
Now,   Lord  Salisbury  admits  all  this, 
being,  as  he  is,   an  exceedingly  able 
OenUeman.      A  few    days    ago    Lord 
Salisbury  went  down    to    Bristol    and 
there  he  was  defending  this  proposal 
for  increasing  our  Navy.     But  how  did 
he  defend  it  ?    He  pointed  out  that  we 
are  menaced  by  a  new  danger,  inasmuch 
as  there  is  a  sort  of  powerful   necro- 
mancer—William   Ewart    Gladstone — 
who  may  induce  the  country  to  consent  to 
the  pernicious  plan  of  Home  Eule.    And 
what  would  he  the  effect  of  this  ?    It 
would  be,  if  we  did  not  assent  to  the 
present  scheme,  that  we  should  have  to 
nght  not  only  our  foreign  enemies,  but 
Lreland  also— that  great  fleets  would  be 
collected  in  the  Irish  ports;  and  con- 
sequently he  urged  the  Bristol  neople 
to  consent  to  an  increase  of  the  Navy, 
because,  if  they  did  not,  Bristol  might 
in  a  short  time— you  see,  he  evidently 
thinks  that  Home  Bule  will  come — be 
attacked  by  an  Irish  Navy.    I  say  there 
is  no  doubt  that  at  the  present  moment 
our  Navy  is  amnly  sufficient  for  our 
requirements.      Tne    Secretary  to  the 
Aomiralty    observed    admirable    good 


sense  bv  insisting  on  this  last  year.  I 
should  nave  been  glad  if  he  had  insisted 
on  it  this  year,  and  I  only  regret  that 
he  should  have  succumbed  to  the  advice- 
of  certain  distinguished  Naval  Officers- 
who  assert  that  our  naval  superiority  is-* 
not  so  absolute  and  certain  that  it  is- 
not  desirable  to  propose  a  great  increase 
of  our  Navy.  But  even  admitting  for  a 
moment  that  it  is  desirable  that  we 
should  increase  our  Navy,  there  are^ 
still  a  great  many  objections   to  the- 

f  resent  scheme  for  securing  that  increase^ 
will  only  enter  upon  a  few  of  them. 
The  mode  of  raising  the  money  is  in 
itself  most  objectionable,  and  enough  ta 
lead    every  reasonable    man    to    vote- 
against  the  proposal  of  the  Government' 
for  binding  future  Parliaments ;  because 
it  is  thought  that  if  this  Bill  should  be- 
passed  the  House  of  Oommons  of  the 
future  cannot  refuse  to  carry  the  scheme^ 
out.     We  are  dependent  on  the  action 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  in  which,  of  course 
there  will  always  be  a  permanent  and 
safe    majority  in  favour  of  any   pro- 
posal of  the  present  Government,  and  I. 
object  to  anything  that  will  pledge  the 
future  House  of  Oommons  to  such  an 
expenditure    unless    this    measure   is- 
repealed.      Another    objection   to    this 
scheme  is  that  it  is  far  too  large  ;  in  the- 
present    state    of    science    armaments- 
speedily  become   useless.      In  fact  we- 
we  are  now  in  what  I  may  call  a  tran- 
sition stage.     Sir  Arthur  Hood  said  in 
reply  to  a  somewhat  jingo  speech  made^ 
by  the  President  of  the  Koyal  Academy 
last   Saturday,  that  "  it  was   desirable 
we    should    ensure    that   the    vessela 
of  the  different  classes  to  be  built  shall 
be  decidedly  superior  in  all  respects  ta 
any  vessels  of  similar  types   built   or 
building  abroad."     Now,  just  see  what 
the  expense  of  that  would  be.     Suppose- 
we  build  ships  larger  than  those  abroad, 
other  nations  will  in  turn  build  vessels^ 
like  them,  and  we  shall  then  have  to- 
build  others  larger  still.    This  idea  is^ 
absurd,  and,  moreover,  I  think  that  if 
we  are    to    spend    money  on  a  large 
increase  of  our  Navy  the  present  moment 
is  badly  chosen.     We  have  had  a  great 
period  of  depression  in  the  shipbuildings- 
trade.     In  March,  1888,  there  were  380 
ships  building  with  a  total  capacity  of 
694,000  tons;  there  are  now  628  build- 
ing, with  a  total  capacity  of  920,000 
tons — a  far  larger  number  than   last 
year.    It  is  probable  that  too  many  ships- 


1311 


Naval 


{COMMONS  I 


Defines  BiU. 


1312 


^ill  be  built  and  there  will  be  a  renewed 
•depression  in  the  trade.  Would  it 
not  have  been  wiser  to  have  waited  a 
^hile?  Past  history  shows  us,  and 
everything  shows  us,  how  little  confi- 
•dence  we  ought  to  have  in  these  large 
expenditures  which  are  periodically 
asked  for.  The  House  will  remember 
the  large  amount  Lord  Palmerston 
masked  for  and  expended  in  the  fortifica- 
tion of  the  Channel  Islands,  and  then 
there  were  £5,000,000  asked  for  by 
Xord  Northbrook,  as  to  which  nobody 
lias  yet  discovered  where  it  went. 
[Cries  of  **  Oh."]  Hon.  Gentlemen  cry 
''Oh,"  but  they  should  remember  that 
I  am  speaking  of  a  Liberal  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty.  We  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  a  g^eat  deal  of  that 
:five  millions  was  absolutely  wasted.  I 
will  go  even  further.  In  1885,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  asked  for 
eleven  millions  for  the  Army  and  Navy. 
Of  this,  two-and-a-half  millions  were 
handed  over  to  the  Admiralty.  Does 
any  one  know  what  became  of  that  ? 
[Cries  of  **0h."]  An  hon.  Gentleman 
again  says  **  Oh  "  ;  I  will  enlighten  him 
as  to  whore  a  portion  of  it  went.  The 
Auditor  General  says  he  cannot  make 
out  where  most  of  it  went,  but  he  finds 
-that  a  considerable  sum  went  in  buying 
cables  and  selling  them  again  for 
about  one- third  of  what  they  cost ;  that 
some  of  the  money  went  in  decanters 
and  some  in  stew  pans  for  the  officers' 
messes.  I  tried  to  find  out  where  the 
money  went,  and  that  is  all  I  did  find ; 
anyhow,  the  fact  that  the  Auditor 
'General  could  not  find  it  out  ought  to 
make  us  exceedingly  careful  in  granting 
-these  large  sums.  Let  us  remember 
what  happened  two  years  ago.  At  that 
^ime,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington,  was  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  Leader  of  this  House, 
%ut  he  found  the  extravagance  and 
waste  of  the  Admiralty  so  great,  so 
scandalous  and  outrageous,  that  he 
honorably  preferred  to  withdraw  from 
the  Government  and  cease  to  be  the 
Leader  of  the  House  and  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  than  accept  the  responsi- 
bility of  that  expenditure.  Last  year, 
a  Committee  was  appointed  to  look  into 
■the  Navy  Estimates,  and  that  Com- 
mittee agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  and 
found  that  the  expenditure  was  gross, 
49candalous,   and  profligate.     [Cries  of 
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'<No."]  I  maintain  that  it  did,  that 
being  the  conclusion  I  draw  from  the 
evidence  and  the  opinion  of  everybody 
except  my  hon.  Friend,  who  shakes  his 
head ;  and  when  I  say  that  he  has  been 
in  the  Admiralty  I  may  add  that,  like 
others  in  a  similar  position,  he  has  lost 
every  vestige  of  independence  in  these 
matters.  But,  Sir,  I  say  that  Gentlemen 
who  are  not  here  to  support  either  old 
or  new  Admiralty  officials  are  the  best 
judges ;  you  know  that  your  own  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  accused  you  of 
waste  and  profligate  expenditure,  and 
when  we  have  now  a  !Royal  Commission 
sitting  to  try  and  put  an  end  to  or  check 
these  monstrous  and  profligate  demands, 
you  certainly  ought  to  check  these  pro- 
fligate wasters  of  eleven-and-a-half 
millions  sterling,  at  least  until  that 
Commission  has  presented  its  Report. 
There  is  another  reason  why  we  should 
wait,  and  it  is  that  because  by  doing  so 
we  shall  be  able  to  increase  the  Navy, 
should  it  be  necessary,  from  the  normal 
Budget  of  the  year.  At  the  present 
moment  we  have  30,000  soldiers  in  Ire- 
land. What  for  ?  Not  to  defend  Ire- 
land against  foreign  aggression,  but  to 
defend  it  against  the  Irish  people — to 
defend  landlords  from  their  tenants.  It 
will  be  admitted  that  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  keep  those  men  there  if  the 
Irish  people  were  not,  as  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  said,  in  a  state  of  revolt, 
but  pacified,  quiet,  and  contented.  In 
case  of  war  we  could  not  withdraw  a 
single  one  of  those  men,  but  might  have 
to  increase  the  British  garrison  there. 
We  should  absolutely  neutralize  the 
feeling  which  keeps  those  30.000  men 
in  Ireland  if  we  only  gave  the  Irish 
Home  Bule.  And  when  we  Liberals 
come  in  we  mean  to  give  them  Home 
Rule.  As  this  would  save  three 
millions  per  annum  on  the  Budget  we 
ought  to  wait  till  the  Liberals  come  in, 
when,  if  they  think  it  necessary  to  in- 
crease the  Navy,  they  can  do  bo.  What 
did  Sir  William  Maitland  say?  Why, 
that  when  we  were  seeking  everywhere 
for  troops  to  fight  Napoleon  we  had 
during  the  whole  time  60,000  men  in 
Ireland,  and  were  obliged  to  keep  them 
there  because  Ireland  was  so  mis- 
governed that  it  was  disaffected.  I 
must  refer  to  one  more  plea  for  this  pro- 
posal, which  seems  to  be  the  climax  of 
absurdity.  Let  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  who  are  devoted  to 


1318 


Naval 


(Mat  6,  1889} 


J)efenee  JBiU. 


1814 


political  eoonom  J  hear  what  Lord  Arm- 
strong says  on  that  subject.  In  de- 
fending this  expenditure  he  says  : — 

«The  money  required  for  the  purpose  is 
nothing  to  a  nation  which  like  ours  is  possessed 
of  superabundant  means.  All  the  money  re- 
quirea  would  be  spent  in  the  country.  None 
would  be  withdrawn  from  productive  industry, 
seeing  that  the  capital  and  labour  are  far  m 
excess  of  our  requirements.  It  is  the  working 
classes  who  would  especially  benefit  by  the  ex- 
penditure, as  the  wage  fund  would  thereby  be 
moreased,  and  this  chiefly  at  the  expense  of  the 
wealthy." 

The  shipowners,  of  whom  Lord  Arm- 
strong is  one,  would  be  benefited.  I 
yield  to  no  man  in  my  desire  for  the  safety 
of  this  country ;  I  desire  to  see  the 
country  safe  and  respected.  Why  should 
an  hon.  Member  shake  his  head  at  this? 
Does  he  suppose  anyone  in  this  House 
wishes  to  see  a  foreign  army  careering 
about  this  country?  Or  that,  if  we 
thought  this  expenditure  necessary 
we  should  not  readily  vote  it? 
But  I  tell  the  Government  that 
what  they  ought  to  do  to  make  the 
country  secure  should  be  to  maintain 
the  Navy  at  its  present  point  of  effi- 
ciency, which  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  says  is  greater  than  at  any 
previous  time  of  peace,  and  not  throw 
down  the  gauntlet  to  all  Europe  with 
the  braggadocio  of  saying  *'If  any  other 
country  builds  one  ship  we  will  build 
two."  Also  let  them  give  up  the  habit 
of  meddling  with  European  policy,  and 
of  annexing  every  territory  they  can  put 
their  hands  on.  Our  relations  to  our 
Colonies  are  most  peculiar.  They  are 
willing  to  remain  with  us  and  to  aid  us 
in  our  defence  if  we  should  be  really 
attacked;  but  I  doubt  whether  they 
would  remain  with  us  and  assist  us  if  we 
plunged  into  a  great  European  War 
through  our  own  fault,  as  in  the  case  of 
our  guing  to  war,  as  Lord  Salisbury 
proposed,  to  put  some  German  Prince 
on  some  throne  in  the  Peninsula.  We 
are  told  by  the  opposite  Party  that  we 
ignore  our  position  as  an  Imperial 
country  ;  that  our  views  with  regard  to 
our  foreign  relations  are  petty  and 
paltry ;  but  the  fact  is  that  we  take  a 
far  larger  view  of  our  position  than 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  We  on  this  side  of  the  House 
believe  that  we  are  not  merely  a  European 
Power,  but  that  we  are  so  strong  that 
we  can  afEord  not  to  be  frightened  every 
moment  at    what   is  taking    place    in 


Europe,  and  ought  not  to  be  making 
treaties   and    engagements    to    main- 
tain the  balance  of  power.     We  believe 
that    these    matters    do  not  affect  us, 
and  that  we  ought  to  give  up  the  idea 
that  we  are  a  mere   European  country^ 
which  is  bound  to  mix  itself  up  in  all 
sorts  of  questions,  because,  if  we  do  this^ 
we  shall    inevitably  lose  our  Colonies. 
I  would   suggest  that  Her    Majesty's 
Government    should    call    together    a 
European  Conference,  and  should   pro- 
pose  to    it    three    points — first,     that 
private  property  at  sea  should  be  safe 
from  capture  unless  it  be  contraband  of 
war ;  secondly,  that  it  should  be  defined 
by  common  consent  what  is  contraband 
of  war,  and  under  what  circumstances 
it  is  contraband  of  war ;  and  thirdly,  that 
it  should  settle  the  position  as  to  bellige- 
rent warships  when  in  neutral  harbours. 
If  these  three  points  were  settled,  there 
would  be  exceedingly  little  chance  of 
war ;  at  any  rate  the  chance  would  bo 
minimized  and  the  safety  of  the  country 
would  be  far  more  assured  than  it  is 
likely  to  be  by  the  building  of  an  exces- 
sive Navy,  thereby  exciting  the  distrust 
and  jealousy  of  other  European  Powers. 
If  we  were  to  call  together  such  a  Con- 
ference as  that,  should  we  be  listened 
to,  having  laid  it  down  that  we  must 
have  a  Navy  as  great  as  those  of  any 
four  Naval  Powers  of  Europe  ?     Why, 
that  would  prejudice  the  whole  question. 
For  my  part,  I  should  be  sorry  to  see 
the  absolute  supremacy    at  sea  which 
some    desire.     The  European   Powers 
would    view    such   a   supremacy    with 
as     great    objection     as     the    other 
Powers  of  Europe  would  view  an  abso« 
lute  military  supremacy  on  the  part  of 
any  one  of  Uiem.     In  Uie  view  of  these 
enormous  naval  preparations,  how  could 
we  urge  other  Powers  to  a  general  dis- 
armament ?    The  first  thing  they  would 
say  to  us  would  be  that  we  should  beg^ 
the  disarmament  by  reducing  our  own. 
Navy,     We  should  answer,  "Not  in  the 
least;  we  have  a  right  to  a  Navy  as 
large    as  all    your  navies    combined; 
Britannia  rules  the  waves  and   ouffht 
always  to  nile  the  waves."     Naturally, 
then,  foreign  Powers  would  say,  **Suit 
your  precept  to  your  example,  and  then 
we  will  listen  to  those  perpetual  sug- 
gestions you  are    making  to  us  as  to* 
disarmament     and     the     blessings    of 
peace."    Look    at  the  United  States. 
They  have  a  small  Navy.     [An  hon. 
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Member  :  They  are  3,000  miles  away.] 
3ut  this  country  has  voted  money  to 
protect  the  coasts  of  Australia,  which 
are  farther  away  than  those  of  the 
United  States.  The  reason  the  United 
States  have  no  Navy  is  because  they  do 
not  meddle  with  other  people.  They 
meddle  with  nobody,  and  nobody 
meddles  with  them.  If  anyone  should 
meddle  with  them,  Americans  are  rich 
and  powerful  enough  to  make  them 
rue  it.  This  country  has  a  hard  fight 
to  maintain  its  position  in  the  markets 
•of  the  world ;  and  in  the  keen  com- 
mercial competition  of  modem  times 
ihis  additional  burden  of  taxation  will 
1)e  a  serious  hindrance.  I  can  only 
Teg^et  that  the  most  powerful  voice 
which  has  ever  been  heard  in  this 
House  in  favour  of  peace  is  now  hushed, 
as  I  am  sure  that  Mr.  Bright  would 
liave  protested  in  the  strongest  terms 
against  this  extravagant  outlay  on  arma- 
ments. Far  better  would  it  be  than 
all  the  eloquent  tributes  which  have 
been  paid  to  that  great  statesman  if 
•YTQ  were  to  profit  by  the  lessons  which 
he  impressed  with  so  much  weight  and 
wisdom  upon  his  fellow-countrymen. 
I  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed  to  leave  out  the 
v^ord  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words,  ''upon  this 
■day  six  months." — {Mr,  Zabouehere,) 

Question  proposed  **That  the  word 
■*  now '  should  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
iion." 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Oockermouth) :  I  rise  to  second  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member.  This 
3ill,  as  we  all  know,  is  a  Bill  for  the 
granting  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
of  £21,000,000  for  the  building  of 
seventy  new  ships :  and  the  preamble  of 
the  Measure  says  that  we  shall  grant 
the  money  cheerfully.  Well  I  must 
say  I  shall  grant  it  with  the  greatest 
reluctance,  repugnance,  and  distrust ; 
and  I  do  not  think  those  who  are  most 
enthusiastic  in  supporting  the  naval 
policy  of  the  Government  can  feel  cheer- 
ful when  called  on  to  vote  this  money. 
What  is  it  for  ?  Against  whom  is  this 
proposed  increase  of  our  Navy  directed  ? 
Avowedly  against  nations  who  are,  we 
are  told,  most  friendly  to  this  country. 
It  is  most  humiliating  at  this  period  of 
ihe  world's  history  to  find  nations  so 
Mr.  Lahouchere 


jealous  of  one  another  that  whilst  we 
are  told  they  are  on  friendly  terms  we 
find  them  getting  up  these  great  arma- 
ments against  each  other.  We  all 
remember  that  the  Queen  said  in  her 
speech  at  the  opening  of  Session: 
''  Nothing  has  taken  place  to  affect  tiie 
cordial  relations  between  myself  and 
other  Powers."  Now  on  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill  I  asked  the  first  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  against  which  of  the 
Powers  of  Europe  these  preparationa 
are  to  be  made.  All  the  noble  Lord 
said  in  reply  was,  *'  We  have  heard  all 
this  before."  But  can  the  noble  Lord 
not  bear  to  hear  anything  twice  ?  Does 
he  never  go  to  church,  wnere  the  same 
thing  is  said  over  and  over  again  ?  The 
question  is  not  whether  I  say  anything 
new,  but  whether  I  say  anything  thac 
is  true.  I  say  again  that  I  oppose  this 
proposal  so  persistently  because  I 
regard  it  as  a  preparation  for  war. 
This  increase  of  the  Navy  is  the  beat 
way  of  promoting  bad  feeling  and 
danger  instead  or  peace.  The  late 
Prime  Minister  only  lately  wrote  one  of 
the  best  and  shortest  letters  he  ever 
wrote  in  acknowledging  Mr.  Dymond's 
"  Essay  on  War."  It  was  as  follows : — 

"  I  thank  you,  and  am  glad  that  the  advooatMol 
peace  are  actife,  for  miUtarism  is  the  moat  ooa« 
spicuous  tyrant  of  the  age,  and  it  is  the  road  to 
war." 

If  we  could  only  get  that  into  the  heads 
of  the  people,  we  should  do  great  ffood. 
I  am  not  ashamed  to  say  that  I  believe 
that  all  these  great  naval  standing 
armaments  are  nothing  more  than, 
standing  nuisances.  But  I  do  not 
want  to  argue  from  that  position.  I  do 
not  wish  to  be  regarded — as  were  Mr. 
Bright  and  Mr.  Oobden  very  unjustly 
durmg  the  Crimean  War — as  an  advo- 
cate of  peace  at  any  price.  I  desire  to 
speak  on  the  merits  of  the  case  as  it 
stands  at  present,  and  on  the  real  neces- 
sity of  adequately  protecting  this  coun- 
try. No  case  has  been  made  out  for 
this  extra  expenditure,  either  in  the 
changed  circumstances  of  Europe  or  in 
the  altered  conditions  of  the  Navy.  I 
ask  whether  the  evidence  is  not  sumoient 
to  prove  that  the  Navy  is  sufficient  for 
all  that  even  Gentlemen  opposite  want 
to  do.  Lord  Gross,  speaking  at  New- 
bury on  the  10th  of  April,  said  :— 

"  By  our  naTal  sapremacy  we  shall  be  able  to 
give  effeot  to  the  policy  which  is  ours  to-day,  and 
by  which  we  are  going  to  losore  the  peace  of 
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Europe  and  the  procperity  of  the  world,  and  of 
mil  oivUiiation." 

What  an  extraordinary  idea !  The  noble 
liord,  who  was  responsible  for  tfie 
<jk>vemment  of  200  millions  of  people, 
appears  to  be  a  little  off  his  head  on  this 
matter.  Then  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone  (Lord  0.  Beresford) 
«aid  that  our  Navy  ought  to  be  as  strong 
as  any  two  navies  in  the  world.  But  is 
it  not  so  already?  It  was  only  two 
years  ago,  at  the  Boyal  Academy  Ban- 
quet, that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
iqpoke  of  the  Fleet  which  was  about  to 
eng^e  in  the  Jubilee  Review  as  the 
greatest  which  had  ever  been  reviewed 
by  a  Sovereign  in  time  of  peace.  I 
ahould  like  to  enter  a  protest  against 
these  Naval  Reviews.  It  is  only  a  short 
time  since  the  Times^  Berlin  correspondent 
wrote  as  follows : — 

**  A  great  impression  has  been  made  on  the 
Emperor  by  the  fact  that  the  Hou«e  of  Commons 
iias  now  in  effect  voted  the  addition  of  70  ships 
of  war  to  the  British  Navy,  and  His  Majesty  has 
followed  the  debates  on  the  subject  with  the 
deepest  interest.  The  Chauvinists — that  is  to 
fay  the  Jingoes  of  Germany — were  flattering 
-themselves  that  their  steadily  increasing  fleet, 
the  wonderful  creation  of  the  last  18  years,  was 
gradually  beginning  to  bring  Germany  alongside 
of  England  as  a  naval  Power.  But  the  prospect 
of  this  sudden  and  enormous  accession  of  strength 
to  the  British  Navy  has  rather  taken  away  their 
breath  and  make  them  pause  in  their  calcula- 
tions. The  Kmperor  himself,  too,  is  not  un- 
afliscted  by  this  feeling  of  surprise :  but  he  is 
animated  by  an  earnest  ambition  to  emulate,  to 
some  extent  the  example  of  England,  and  doubt- 
less  the  ambition  will  only  be  stimulated  by  the 
monster  naval  review  at  Spithead  in  July,  to 
which  His  Majesty  is  looking  forward  as  one  of 
the  greatest  treats  and  compliments  which  are 
awaiting  him  in  England.** 

We  were  getting  up  this  Fleet  for  a 
naval  review  which  the  Emperor  of 
Qermany  was  to  attend  in  order  that  he 
might  pick  up  a  hint  as  to  how  he  could 
fight  us  if  ever  he  wished  to  do  so.  It 
does  not  seem  to  me  that  that  was  a 
very  sensible  proceeding.  In  May,  1885, 
a  glowing  description  of  our  navy  was 
delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  (Mr.  Caine).  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, speaking  in  Cheshire,  said  : — 

'*  He  would  assume  then  that,  so  far  as  the 
Navy  was  concerned,  it  was  not  in  the  history  of 
our  country  in  a  more  efllcient  condition  than  it 
was  to-day.  Our  Navy  was  stronger  than  that  of 
any  two  Powers  combined.  When  the  ship* 
building  programme  of  the  Government  was  com- 
plete It  would  be  as  strong  as  that  of  any  three 
Powers  of  Europe.  We  could  take  every  ship  in 
the  French  fleet  and  lay  alongside  her  as  strong 
a  ship  as  hers,  and  And  ourselTet  at  the  end  with 


a  reserve  fleet  equal  to  that  of  every  other  Power. 
We  had  shown  that  at  a  week  or  two's  notice  we 
could  sweep  the  seas  with  merchant  cruisers,  and 
could  build  more  ships  of  war  from  an  ironclad  to 
a  torpedo  boat  in  a  given  time  than  all  thtf 
nations  of  the  world  put  together." 

That  is  pretty  good  for  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man like  the  Member  for  Barrow, 
whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  put  into  Office 
in  order  to  look  after  torpedoes. 
If  that  hon.  Member  votes  to-night  or 
to-morrow  for  the  present  proposal  of 
the  Government,  either  he  must  have 
g^ven  a  misleading  account  of  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Navy  in  1885,  or  else  by  his 
vote  he  will  condemn  the  present  Govern- 
ment as  utterly  incompetent  for  having 
allowed  the  Navy  to  fall  into  such 
decay  that  it  requires  so  much  renova- 
tion. Even  the  Secretary  to  the  Admir- 
alty a  few  days  after  this  scheme  was 
announced  made  a  speech  at  Liverpool 
at  a  meeting  of  the  Constitutional  Asso- 
ciation, in  which  he  said : — 

*'He  noticed  with  satisfaction  the  allusion  in 
the  report  to  the  proposed  extension  of  the  Navy. 
Liverpool,  the  prcTuier  shipbuilding  port  in  the 
world,  could  thoroughly  appreciate  the  import- 
ance and  value  of  naval  defence.  He  had 
stated  more  than  once  that  the  British  Navy 
never  in  peace  was  better  prepared  for  war 
than  it  was  at  present,  and  that  numerically 
and  in  character  we  were  superior  to  any  other 
two  nations.  The  lessons,  however,  of  the 
mancBUfres  had  shown  that  the  extent  of  our 
superiority  was  not  so  great  in  the  minds  of 
responsible  naval  oflScers— 

by  the  way,  was  not  the  hon.  Member  a 
"  responsible  naval  officer  "  ? — 

*'as  to  iosure  our  supremacy  so  absolutely  and 
unquestionably  as  it  ought  to  be  if  we  are  to 
to  secure  the  confidence  In  which  alone  enterprise 
can  flourish." 

Ag^n,  Sir  Arthur  Hood,  Senior  Naval 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  speaking  on  the 
11th  of  April  last  at  the  dinner  of  the 
Institution  of  Civil  Engineers,  said: ^- 

"It  had  been  hinted  that  in  the  event  of  war 
our  fleets  might  possibly  meet  with  a  crushing 
defeat  in   the  Channel   which  would  leave  the 
country  open    to   invasion.     The  men  who  had 
made  these  statements  had  deprecated   entirely 
any  idea  of  creating  a  scare :  but  he  should  like  to 
ask  them   what  surer  course  they  could  have 
taken  to  do  so  than  this:     He  denied  positively 
that  the  Navy  was  in  an  inefficient  state ;  further, 
he  asserted  that  the  Navy  was  at  this  moment  in 
a  better  state  of  preparation  for  war  than  it  had 
been  at  any  time  tor  the  past  20  years.    By  July  ai 
the  latest  they  would  have  received  the  whole  of 
their  guns.  As  to  the  late  manosu vres  showing  their 
feasibility  in  time  of  war  of  placing  our  oommercUt 
ports  under  ransom  and  destroying  our  oommeroe, 
the  important  point  appeared  to  have  been  for- 
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IMiii|ilii  III  IIm«  worlil.  Tlinri  what  a 
onnnli  tlllN  N|Minn||  1m  lor  tliii  lioli- 
||iilillii  I'lii'ly  vilio  nit  (III  tho  othor 
ulilit  I  liHvn  |{kvoii  iiviiinnro  ntnitiK 
mill  iMitivliiiiliiM  nviilniMui  Ut  nliow  that 
iMii  Niiv)'  imvnr  witn  mo  ntnuiK  an  now  ; 
atnli  MiMMiiiillVi  thiit.  wit  wnnt  novnr  tiioru 
ttliiiitll,v  Willi  lorolKn  ToworN.  That 
liii|ii|f  (ho  i>itnis  I  niiiiiol  iniiko  out  why 
Ul  iitllhoiiM  lUiMo  nhouhl  ho  wautiMl.  I 
itAKiiot  \\\\\\  oiil  itgiiinnt  whom  |>rt«|mra- 
\\\\\\  (h  \^^  ho  omilo  Not  Kriinoo,  I  nup- 
\\\\9k\\  K\\^\\\^\\\\  H«mhMi^^r  oiiiuo  ovor  tho 
ofhov  «liv>  >Kttho(it  t^i^poMtion,  Wo 
allo^  Kiviit'hiuou  to  como  ii^  \\\\\\  it  in 
\^«l.^  ^^v»\oh  H\i|;iiv  >*o  koop  \Mii.  Wo 
«^\v  i;^MU|;  (\«  iih\«\K  \^nv  Kloot  to  tho  Km* 
po\NV\  o(f  i^vvi\\M)v^\.  and  Ux^Ksh  i.«  atVatx! 
*\t  \«a\>,  >^hx^o  «Nv\\xhl;ou  \*  a  waruiu|( 


WHrnxtitsni  to  reduce  armamentBi  and  to 
g^  c/ther  nations  to  join  ns  in  a  aimsiMe 
and  peaceable  course,  whatereraay  one 
elHo  doeif.  I  shall  offer  a  moat  deter- 
mined  opposition  to  this  mad  and 
nionHtroud  proposal  for  augmenting  the 
burdenH  of  the  people  by  fostering  that 
military  Apirit,  which  has  been  the  bane 
of  oiTilizatioa,  of  Christianilyy  and  of 
pn)^reHH. 

<^TiiK  OIVIL  LORD  OF  thi  ADMI- 
ItALTY    (Mr.    Ashhead    Babtlstt): 
I   do  not   know   whether  it  is  owing 
to    any   infirmity  of  mine    or   to  the 
roniarkable  prolixity  of  the  preceding 
Hpooohos.  but  I  confess  I  was  not  able 
ti>  uiako  lioad  or  tail  out  of  the  remarks  of 
tho  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
li«ilo  (Sir  W.  Lawson).    With  remrd  to 
tho  appoal  the  hon.  Baronet  addressed 
Xy\  tho  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington   ylA^rd  R.  Churchill)   I  would 
auswor  him  in  the  words  of  tfie  wife  of 
Loin!  Fairdx  at  the  trial  of  Charles  the 
StHVud*   that   the  noble  Lord    **  is  far 
^v  >^*i»<^  to  be  her«.'*    In  spite  of  the 
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thiog  in  that  argamoDt,  the  state  of 
thiiiffa  he  seemed  to  desire — namely,  that 
the  British  Navy  should  only  be  equal 
to  that  of  any  other  Power,  would  far 
more   easily   control    the    destinies   of 
Bog^and  from  a  naval  point  of  view. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  also  attacked  the 
foreign  policy  of  Lord  Salisbury,  which 
has  failed  to  meet  with  his  approbation. 
But  the  foreign  policy  of  Lord  Salis- 
bozy    has   at   least  g^ven  England  an 
honourable  peace,  instead  of  the  costly 
and  disgraceful  defeats   and    disasters 
which  marked  the  administration  of  the 
light  hon .  Member  for  Mid  Lothian .    He 
also  objected  to  our  mode  of  raising  the 
money,  and  urged  that  it  would  limit 
the  power  of  Parliament  to  deal  with 
and   control  policy  in  future — a  point 
with    which    1    shall    deal    presently. 
I  would   remind   him»    however,    that 
it  is  always  in  the  power  of  Parliament 
to  reyerse  in  the  future  any  decision 
that  may  now  be  come  to.     What    is 
needed,  above  all  things,  in  our  Naval 
policy,  and  in  regard  to  the  strength  of 
our  fleet,   is    detinitiveness    and  fixity 
of    purpose ;    and  the  object    of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  placing  this 
scheme  in  a  Bill  has  been  to  make  it 
diihcult  in  the  future   to  delay,  or  to 
frustrate  that  policy.     Let  me  ask  the 
House  to  consider  the  broad  issues  that 
come  before  it  in  regard  to  this  great 
programme.     Why   have    the  Govern- 
ment submitted  this  programme  to  the 
country  ?    They  have  done  so,  in  the 
first    place,    to    ensure    the    maritime 
supremacy  of  England,  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton has  ridiculed.     We  on  this  side  of 
the  House  do  not  hold  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman.     We  believe  in  the  mari- 
time supremacy  of  the  country  as  neces- 
sary, not  only  for  its  greatness,  but  also 
the    magnificence   of  the    Empire,   its 
commerce,  and,  indeed,  for  the  national 
existence  of  our  people.    Our   object 
has  been  to  make   the    Naval  Power 
of   Great   Britain   equal,    and  indeed, 
superior     to      the     combined      forces 
of  any  two  great  Naval  Powers.     Why, 
it    is    asked,    is    the    Naval    supre- 
macy   of    this    country  essential  ?      I 
answer  that  it  is  needed,  first,  to  secure 
the  safety  and  prosperity  of  the  people 
at  home;    secondly,  to    maintain   the 
strength    of  our  world-wide   Empire; 
thirdly,  to  defend  the  commerce  of  the 
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country,  is  the  value  of  which  is  almost 
immeasurable ;  and,  fourthly,  to  protect 
the  food  supply  of  the  people,  which 
means  our  national  existence.  What  are 
the  arguments  against  the  new  pro- 
gramme ?  First,  there  are  the  peace  at 
any  price  party,  who  say  that  no  pre- 
paration is  necessary,  who  would  not 
defend  our  shores  and  our  commerce  till 
danger  appears.  That  is  to  say,  who 
knowing  that  it  would  take  three  and 
a-half  years  to  build  an  ironclad  and 
that  guns  take  two  years,  and  that 
other  countries  are  well  provided  with 
both,  would  wait  till  a  hostile 
fleet  was  in  the  Channel,  bombard- 
ing our  forts  and  sailing  up  the  Thames 
before  they  began  naval  construction? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sboreditch  (Mr. 
Oremer),  who  moved  the  Amendment, 
has  argued  that  we  should  undertake 
no  measure  of  defence  till  danger  is 
imminent. 

♦Mb.  OBEMER  (Sboreditch) :  I  never 
used  those  words;  what  I  did  was  to 
challenge  the  Government  to  point  out 
what  the  danger  is,  and  where  it  is  to 
be  found,  or  to  show  that  it  has  any 
existence  at  all. 

♦Mr.  A8HMEADBARTLETT  :  1  have 
the  hon.  Member's  words  here.  My  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Marylebone 
(Charles  Beresford)  said  he  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
prepared  to  say  that  our  commerce, 
trade,  and  food  supply  were  not  to  be 
defended,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  re* 
plied,  **  When  in  danger,  not  before.'^ 

♦Mr.  OREMER :  1  am  sorry  to  in- 
terrupt, but  I  would  point  out  that  in 
the  observations  I  had  previously  made 
I,  when  moving  the  Amendment,, 
over  and  over  again  challenged  tae 
Government  to  point  out  where  the 
danger  was  to  be  found,  and  whether  it 
was  not  entirely  imaginary,  and  my 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord  must  be  taken 
in  conjunction  with  those  remarks. 

♦Mr.  ASHMEAD  BARTLETT  :  Well, 
my  reply  is  that  the  present  state  of  Europe 
and  the  state  in  which  it  is  likely  to  be 
for  some  time  to  come,  constitute  the 
very  greatest  danger  to  every  Power  that 
is  not  fully  prepared ;  and  I,  for  one,  am 
waiting  until  we  see  other  Powers  ready 
to  attack  us  before  we  do  anything  to  pro- 
tect ourselves.  But  there  is  no  use  in 
labouring  this  question.  The  Party 
which  used  to  be  in  the  ascendency — 
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wA  ',>r*/-T  «Utt^ :  crtiei*  lAT  tia:  h  is 
«  a  Jrtiwc*  V»  p-it ;:  ia  tiie  forai  of  a  Bill 
«jb.'i  ^i»  v>  r^ii.'/T*:  it  from  farther 
i'»rj-'jn:i*rit«7  «»Ltr>] :  other*  ^a>te 
*j/<5-!^.h«?t  of  tke  pr*!«^t  Board  of  Ad- 
xairaitv  V>  frLow  that  in  their  opicion 
•?i/;h  aL  iiWT*!***;  a*  we  now  propose  waa 
«t'/t  u*^*A  a  year  or  more  ago.  My 
fyAlhhi^i':n  are  'y^f^^Xj  able  to  defend 
their  own  action  and  their  own 
Unfj^^iAii;*:.  They  hare  done  so,  and 
th*y  will  d//  Vi  ais^ain  if  needs  be.  When 
any  hon,  Oentl«Tman  can  quote  any 
wor^lii  of  mine  deprecating  an  iocreaae 
In  the  Navy,  I  nhall  be  ready  to  deal 
with  hirn.  But,  Sir,  I  will  go  so 
Ur  an  thin.  If  the  B^^ard  of  Admiralty 
hare  been  mi *taken— which  I  do  not 
adiJiJt— in  their  views  upon  this  great 
and  r;rui;ial  ouestion,  it  would  be  no 
fijisUke  for  them  to  acknowledge  and  to 
repair  such  a  mistake.  [  ChsersJ  The 
Naval  Manmuvres  which  took  place 
last  year  on  a  scale  of  unpre- 
rjedente^l  magnitude,  detail,  and 
thoroiJKhnewi,  have  taught  not  only 
the  wiuntry  and  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty, but  tmm,  the  sailors  a  great 
many  leswrns  with  which  they  were  not 
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rxzu^ts^^  u*  isTVf&iacK  of  qakk-firiag 
r-^-s.  ftZ  wri'i  Tw5«r  it  impoMible  Is 
KLTTLH  a  £<i:.Ti7^-<«P  aad  £iiislic>d  pn>- 
rrfcTiiw  as  an  MrI5«r  ^Bosaent  thma  hm 
r«x  i^*.     I^«»  ds*palti«»  haw  besi 

cmci^.  and  the  dups 
aaiDMtt  proposed  k 
:i-  a^w  pr.-iTa=:s*  hav«  the  highert 
=aT«.  sar.-c.M:.  I^  simple  qaasdoe  te 
rar^iasKit  and  the  eonntrr  is,  is  it 
necKisazx.  is  it  of  paramount  importmiiea 
Thi:  the  raral  $nprKnanr  of  this  coaatiT 
shonld  be  «:abHsh«i:  are  the  ships 
which  we  pn>pm  wanted  or  are  they 
^  no:  wanted*  To  these qaeetions  I  havs 
no:  Uie  sligbtes:  doubt  that  Parliament 
land  the  oonntry  wiU  imhesitstinidy 
!  answer.  -Yes.  the  ships  are  wanted  wi 
they  must  be  buHt,"  Those  who  objeeft 
to  thisprogramme  being  pat  into  thefbrm 
of  a  Bill,  and  who  aUege  that  it  will 
thereby  be  removed  from  the  condad  of 
Parhament,  miss  the  whole  object  of  the 
scheme  of  the  Government.  Parlia- 
ment can  always  undo  what  it  has 
decided  to  do.  But  this  Bill  will,  of 
course,  render  it  difficult  that  their  pro- 
gramme will  be  reversed,  injurod  or 
delayed.  It  wiU  be  secured  either  from 
the  caprice  of  a  snatch  vote,  or  fiom 
the  exigencies  of  a  Ministry,  or  Aom 
the  dissensions  of  experts,  or  the 
selfishness  of  parties.  This  programme 
is  the  result  of  much  consideration 
study,  and  experience.  It  has  been 
carefully  and  deliberately  thought  and 
worked  out  in  its  sise,  its  cost,  and  aU 
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^tails.    It  is  put  fully  and  candidly 
\te  Parliamei     and  the  country  to 
ipt  or  reject  it.    The  amplest  dis- 
ion  has  taken  place  and  is  likely  to 
place  upon  it.    I  believe  it  will  be 
m^ed  by  an  overwhelming  majority 
iH^  Ibis  House.     When  thus  accepted,  it 

SI  become  law  and  will  be  carried  out. 
ose    who  know  how  in    past  times 
Hke  Navy  Estimate  have  often  been  the 
fcl^py    hunting     ground     of    greedy 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  in  search 
of  a  surplus  and  of  a  popular  Budget, 
Jiow  peremptory  orders  have  come  horn 
we  Treasury  to  cut  so  much  off  this 
^ote  and  so  much  off  that,  so  much  off 
•oonstruction  and  repairing,  or  both — to 
the  great  detriment  of  shipbuilding — 
.and  00  much  off  g^ns,  will  realize  what 
4i  national  boon  this  fixed  programme 
must  be  to  the  Navy,  and,  therefore,  to  the 
oountry.     The   great    need    of    naval 
policy  in  the  past  has  been  definite- 
ness  and  continuity.     This  Bill  supplies 
these  requisites,    and  will  enable  the 
people  to  rest  assured  that  their  do- 
fninion  over    the   seas    will   be  made 
•supreme.     Then  there  is  the  class  who 
fulminate  vague,    but    none    the   less 
violent,  charges  against  the  Admiralty, 
both   the  permanent  officials  and  the 
present  Board,  and  who  affirm  that  they 
«re  utterly  unworthy  of  confidence.     I 
wish  hon.  Oentlemen  who  make  such 
oharges  would   descend  from   reckless 
rhetoric  and  go  a  little  into  the  sober 
region  of  practical  details.    The  present 
Board  has,  in  its  own  interest,  not  made 
enough  public  reference  to  the  great  and 
▼aluaole  reforms  and  economies  which 
it  has  succeeded  in  making  in  expendi- 
ture   and    administration.    It   is  now 
possible  to  build  an  ironclad  in  one  of 
the  dockyards  at  a  speed  at  least  30  per 
cent  quicker  than  formerly,  and  at  a  cost 
not  exceeding  that  of    private  yards. 
Great    economies    have   oeen  effected. 
The  naval  members  of  the  Board  have 
been,  and  are  among  the  ablest  men  in 
a  great  service  that  can  boast  a  vast 
amount  of  brilliant  ability,  ffreat  experi- 
ence, and  unbounded  devotion  to  duty. 
I  should  like  to  addmv  humble  quota  of 
regard    and    admiration    to  the  well- 
deserved  tribute  which  my  noble  Friend 
has  bestowed  upon  Sir  Arthur  Hood,  the 
First  Naval  Lord.    Then  there  are  our 
opponents  who  criticize  the  types  and 
armaments  of  our  new  fighting  ships. 


Foremost  among  these  is  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiff,  whose  views  upon  the 
naval  question  are  of  Protean  variety.  Ta 
such  critics  I  need  only  say  that  the  types 
that  have  been  decided  upon  have  been 
most  carefully  considered  ;   that  thee 
have  been  submitted  to  the  criticism  of 
the  highest  practical  sailors ;  that  thy 
approval  of  them  is  in  the  proportion  o% 
more  than  six  to  one ;  and  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  found  few,  if  any, 
naval  experts  to  ag^ee  with  him.  Lastly, 
there  is  the  class,  represented  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for Marylebone, 
who  think  we  are  not  doing  enough, 
and  who  want  £20,000,000  extra  spent 
upon  the  Navy.     My  noble  Friend  has 
the  courage  of  his  opinions,  and  he  is 
very  candid.     But  does  he  really  think 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country  would  be 
pleased  in  time  of  pesice  to  undertake 
such    an    extra    burden    as    that?     I 
sympathize  with  the  noble  Lord  in  many 
of  his  feelings  and  in  much  that  he  has 
done  and  said.    I  do  not  think  that  his 
reasons  for  leaving  the    Board    were 
adequate;    but  I  do  believe  that  my 
noble    Friend    since   he  has    left  has 
done  yeoman  service  in   arousing  and 
stimulating  public    feeling   upon    this 
vital  question.    His  conduct  has  been 
loyal    and   considerate    to    his  former 
colleagues,  who  so  much  regretted  to 
lose  his  aid.  I  think  that  my  noble  Friend 
will  be  disposed  to  admit  that  a  very 
fair  compromize  has  been  come  to.   The 
increase  in  the  Navy  which  the  Govern- 
ment propose  is  by  far  the  largest  made 
in  modem  times,  and  it  will,  I  believe, 
guard  our  maritime  supremacy  against 
all  reasonable  combinations  and  dangers. 
This  programme,  as  compared  with  the 
expenditure  of  former  years,  shows  an 
increase  of  £2,044,000,  on  the  average 
expenditure  of  the  4  years  ending  1889, 
and    had    on    an    average    increased 
\  £4,500,000,  in  the  4  years  ending  1879. 
\  The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has 
quoted  figures  which  made  out  that  the 
(  Navy  of  Uiis  country  would  in  the  year 
j  1894,  under  the  present  programme,  be 
equal  in  strength  to  the  combined  fleets 
of  four  European  Powers.    That  is,  I 
regret  to  say,  not  likely  to  be  the  case. 
In    the   year    1894,   according  to  the 
existing  programmes  of  this  and  other 
countries,  the  armoured  vessels  of  this 
country,  including  belted  cruisers,  will 
number  77;  those  of  France  44,  and 
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those  of  Kussia  27;  that  is,  we  shall 
have  77  as  against  71  Russian  and 
French  armed  ships.  As  to  protected 
cruisers  of  the  first,  second,  and  third 
class  and  torpedo  gun-boats — our  total 
number  in  1894  will  be  96.  France 
would  have  50,  and  Bussia  29. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  per- 
haps he  will  explain  from  what  source 
his  figures  are  taken,  seeing  that  thej 
are  different  from  the  returns. 
♦Mb.    ASHMEAD    BARTLETT  :     I 
may  point  out  that  the  difference  may 
be  due  to  the  fact  that  the  programmes  of 
foreign  countries  have  been  quite  lately 
enlarged.     There  is  also  very  possibly 
a  difference  of  classification,  as  there  is 
considerable    vagueness  in    classifying 
the    great    variety    of    types    among 
modem  war  vessels.     At  any  rate,  my 
contention  is  that  we  should  be  superior 
in     order    to     secure    our    maritime 
supremacy.     Now,  Sir,  I  have  referred 
seriatum    to   the    different     arguments 
which  have  been  used   in  opposition  to 
this  Bill,  and  I  venture  to  think  that 
none  of  them  are  calculated  to  seriously 
influence    either   the    House    or      the 
country.     I   believe  that  this  Bill  will 
become  law,  and  that  it  will  give  the 
Empire  a  sense  of  peace  and  satisfaction 
with  regard  to  its  Naval  strength ,  to 
which  it  has  long  been  a  stranger.     I 
should  like,  in  conclusion,  to  say  one 
word  with  regard  to  the  views  of  the 
masses  of  our  people.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Bethnal   Green, 
in  a  speech  which  he  made  on  a  previous 
stage  of  this  Bill,  said  that  the  working 
classes  would  look  on  this  as  a  wasteful 
and  needless  expenditure.      I  venture  to 
differ  from  that  view.     We  are  told  that 
the  working  classes  will  condemn  this 
expenditure.      In  my  humble  judgment 
the  working  classes  of  this  country  have 
a  much  clearer  insight  into  the  needs  of 
the   country,   and    are  inspired  by     a 
much  purer  patriotism  than    many  of 
their  flatterers  and  would-be  leaders.  The 
people  of  this  country  are  not  unmind- 
ful of  the  advantages  they  possess  with 
their  brethren  among  the  other  nations 
of  Europe.  They  see  the  military  arma- 
ments of  other  countries  increasing  by 
leaps  and  bounds.     They  see  the  flower 
of  the  youth  and  manhood  of  Continental 
countries  taken  off  by  the  conscription, 
not      by      scores     and    hundreds    of 
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thousands,  but  by  miUions.     England 
alone     is    free    from    this      teniU^ 
drain,  and  why?  Beoanse  of  herinaolar 
position.    To  preserve  the  Talue  of  tha^ 
insular  position,  the  maintenance  of  our 
Naval  supremacy,  of  our  aeonxe  oommand 
of  the  seas  is  essential.    It  is,  thenloie, 
the  fact  and  most  bonnden  duty  of  a 
Government,    worthv  of  the  name^    \f>- 
maintain  that  Naval  supremaey.    More 
than  half  our   food   supidiea  are  now 
produced  beyond  these  shores.    The  lost' 
of  a  single  great  battle,  one  suoh  dissstor 
as  befel  France  at  the  Nile^  or  Trafalgar, 
might  deprive  this  country,  perhaps  lor 
ever,  of  her  maritime  supremacy.   These- 
are  the  days  of  sudden  and  fatal  bknrs ;. 
of    short    and    decisive  campaigns;   a 
disaster    once    incurred    is    too  often 
irreparable.      Let  this  Honse,  let  the 
country  reflect  what  panic,  what  oost, 
what  ruin,  the  news  of  suoh  a  catastrophe 
would  inflict  upon  these  islands.      If 
indeed,  by  g^eat  efforts,  by  great  expendi- 
ture of  treasure  and  human  life^  England 
were  to  succeed   in  retrieving    sncfa  a 
defeat,    how    infinitesimal    would    die 
cost  of  timely  preparation  seem  compared 
with  the  waste  of  blood  and  money  that 
must  follow  a  great  naval  reverse.    It 
is  the  object  of  the  present  Government 
to  guard  against  the  possibilitv  of  snoh 
a  dread  catastrophe.    They  believe  that 
the  present  naval  programme  will,  when 
completed,  place  the  British  Navy  in  that 
position  of  strength  and  predominance 
which  will  enable  it  to  guarantee  our 
Imperial  power  to  defend,  so  far  as  is 
possible,    our    immense    and    wealth* 
giving  commerce,  to  uphold  the  honour 
of   the    flag    and    the   repute    of   the 
Nation,  and  to  safeguard  the  food  supplies, 
and  the  independence  of  our   people* 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton):  I  must,  in  the  first  place, 
congratulate  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down,  on  having  at  last  broken 
the  long  silence  he  has  so  rigidly  main- 
tained during  all  these  years.  Those 
hon.  Members  who  remember  his  Im- 
perial speeches  between  1880  and  1885 
will  recognize  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
still  holds  the  same  opinions.  The 
greater  part  of  his  speech,  however, 
has  been  devoted  to  a  eulogy  of  the 
best  of  all  possible  Admiralties,  in  the 
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best  of  all  possible  Governments,  and 
4he  hon.  Gentleman  has  even  extended 
his  benediction  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Marylebone.  Sir,  I  have 
no  disposition  to  complain  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  paid  this  tribute  of  admi- 
ration to  his  colleagues  and  himself. 
But  I  must  ask  the  House  to  give 
some  consideration  to  the  Bill,  which  it 
is  asked  to  read  a  second  time.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  is  twofold.  It  proposes 
to  make  further  provisions  for  the  Naval 
defence  of  the  country,  and  it  proposes 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  such  provision. 
I  submit  that  in  both  aspects  the  Hill 
is  imprecedented.  It  is  a  new  mode  of 
voting  supplies  for  the  Navy,  and  a 
new  mode  of  providing  ways  and  means 
for  meeting  Supply.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  fair  to  charge  non.  Members  on  either 
side  of  the  House  with  want  of  patriot- 
ism. Surely  we  can  afford  to  admit 
that  both  sides  are  desirous  of  main- 
taining the  maritime  supremacy  of  the 
•country.  The  Liberal  party — I  may  go 
further  and  say,  the  Radical  party — has 
accepted  during  a  long  series  of  years 
Oobden's  doctrine  that  the  Navy  is  our 
first,  second,  and  third  line  of  defence. 
It  has  been,  on  principle,  opposed  to  a 
large  army.  It  weighs  always  in 
favour  of  a  strong  navy  to  protect 
our  coasts,  colonies,  and  commerce.  We 
have  objected  to  a  large  military 
expenditure  on  the  ground  that  we 
have  no  desire  nor  justification  for 
interfering  in  Continental  politics,  but 
we  have  su  pported  a  suflGicient  Navy.  We 
are  entitled  to  further  explanation  of  the 
Government  proposals  as  contrasted  with 
their  proposals  in  1887-8H.  Now  when 
they  came  into  office  the  estimated  naval 
expenditure  for  1886-87  was  13^  millions. 
What  did  the  noble  Lord  do  ?  Why  in 
the  next  year,  1887-88,  the  noble  Lord 
reduced  it  to  12}  millions,  and  in  the 
next  year  it  was  further  reduced.  After 
twelve  months'  experience  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, what  did  the  noble  Lord  say? 
He  said  that,  owing  to  the  exceptionally 
large  outlay  of  the  last  three  years,  it 
would  be  possible  for  some  years  to 
come  to  associate  the  reduction  of  expen- 
diture with  an  increase  of  naval  efficiency 
and  strength.  That  was  the  noble  Lord's 
statement  in  1887.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  criticized 
that  speech  severely,  and  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  G.   Hamilton)  in  his  reply  said 


that,  **The  policy  of  the  Government 
was  opposed  to  any  wholesale  building 
of  vessels."  Now,  the  present  policy  is 
to  lay  down  70  vessels,  of  which  a  larg^ 
number  are  to  be  put  out  to  contract. 
But  what  did  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  say  twelve  months  ago? 
"Why,  if  the  Admiralty  were  to  lay 
down  a  large  number  of  ships  at  one 
time,  so  rapid  are  the  changes  that 
probably  in  ten  or  fifteen  years  they 
would  be  obsolete."  Let  the  House 
contrast  the  present  financial  proposal 
of  the  Government  with  the  expenditure 
of  previous  years.  In  1885-6  the  sum 
spent  in  new  construction  was  practically 
£3.750,000 ;  in  1886-7  it  was  £3.500,000 ; 
and  in  1887-8  it  was  £3.000,000;  the 
average  of  the  last  three  years  being 
upwards  of  £3,000,000.  Ten  years  ago 
the  country  was  not  spending,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  has  said,  two- 
thirds  as  much  as  of  late  years;  for 
during  the  four  years  ending  1879  the 
expenditure  in  new  construction  was 
£2,000,000.  Now  the  figure  is 
£3,000,000  per  annum,  and  there  is 
in  existence  a  Navy,  the  prime  cost 
of  which  has  been  something  like 
£44,000,000,  while  the  allowance  for 
depreciation  amounted  to  £1,849,000. 
With  these  figures  before  them,  the 
Government  are  proposing  to  spend  in 
shipbuilding  and  armaments  during  the 
next  five  years  £21,500,000;  but  they 
do  not  propose  to  spend  this  sum  in 
addition  to  the  normal  expenditure.  It 
includes  the  expenditure  which  they 
would  incur  if  the  normal  rate  were  con- 
tinued, and  that  amount  would  be 
£16,250,000  during  the  five  years.  Will 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone, who  has  made  speeches  in  the 
country  maintaining  that  the  Navy  is  in 
a  state  of  nnpreparedness,  and  that  a 
large  outlay  is  necessary,  be  satisfied 
with  the  additional  expenditure  pro- 
posed by  the  Government?  Of  this 
£16,^250,000,  in  fairness  to  the  Admi- 
ralty, there  must  be  deducted  the  sum 
necessary  to  complete  the  ships  already 
in  progress,  and  that  deduction  brings 
the  figures  down  to  about  £14,250,000. 
This  leaves  something  like  £7,000,000 
for  additional  ships.  Of  the  proposed 
expenditure,  £11,500,000  is  to  be  spent 
in  the  dockyards,  and  £10,000,000  on 
contracts  during  five  years  while  being 
raised  in  seven  years.     The  instalments 
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defident  in  strength  for  the  protection 
of  our  shores  and  oommeroe.  If  this 
be  so,  th  e  necessity  for  an  increase  of 
strength  requires  the  support  of  no 
fordier  argument.  It  is  scarcely  neces- 
sary to  consider  the  question  of  what 
might  happen  if  our  fleet  were  swept 
away,  whether  our  land  fortifications 
are  strong  enough  to  protect  our  sea- 
ports, whether  our  merchant  vesseb 
would  be  able  to  bring  us  sufficient 
food  supplies,  or  whether  if  a  hostile 
force  were  landed,  we  should  be  able  to 
repel  it.  I  am  greatly  mistaken  if  the 
British  Nation  feel  otherwise  than 
that  none  of  these  disasters  must  be 
possible  so  far  as  human  prudence  and 
human  skill  can  prevent  them.  I  am 
quite  sure  my  countrymen  would  deem 
•their  rulers  traitors  to  their  sacred  trust, 
did  they  not  make  such  preparations  as 
may  be  needful  to  protect  them,  not 
only  against  the  actual  occurrence  of 
such  evils,  but  abo  from  the  more  pro- 
bable, though  scarcely  less  serious,  con- 
sequences of  panics  caused  by  the  mere 
fear  of  them.  The  inadequacy  of  our 
Navy  is  universally  admitted.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Padding^n, 
notwithstanding  his  zeal  for  economy, 
admits  that  an  increase  is  required,  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oardiff, 
who  certainly  speaks  with  considerable 
authority  on  the  subject,  not  only  says 
we  want  more  vessels,  but  he  empha- 
sizes that  by  saying  that  a  great  many 
of  the  vessels  we  have,  are  not  fit  for  the 
purpose  for  which  they  were  intended. 
It  seems  to  me  quite  impossible  for  us 
to  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than 
that  the  first  proposition  laid  down  by 
Lord  Bosebery,  viz.,  necessity  has  been 
proved.  The  British  Navy  requires  to 
be  strengthened.  This  cannot  be  done 
without  money,  which  the  British  tax- 
payers must  furnish,  and  I  believe  the 

money  will  be  cheerfully  provided  if  the 
second  proposition  of  Lord  Bosebery 
oan  be  sustained,  that  the  expenditure 

Colonel  BiU 


will  be  judicious.  The  q«8stton  of 
judidous  expenditure  divides  itself 
into  two  heads,  first  tfie  nature  of 
the  additions,  and  secondly  their  cost* 
The  first  is  by  far  the  xnost  in^^or- 
tant.  If  the  addition  ia  too  great 
there  is  evidently  much  waste,  aatd 
if  the  addition  is  too  little,  tbe^ 
object  of  expenditure  is  lost  and  the 
waste  is  greater,  and  this  would  alao 
be  the  case  if  the  additions  were  of  tiie^ 
wrong  kind.  Now,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord  0. 
Beresford)  who  has  done  good  servioe 
in  calling  the  attention  of  the  country 
to  the  necessity  for  strengthening  the 
Navy,  makes  some  objection  to  the^ 
Government  scheme  because  it  is  not 
accompanied  by  detailed  Flans  of  Cam- 
paign for  meeting  every  emergenoy.^ 
Well,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  aa 
Admiralty  which  would  propose  a  great 
expenditure  which  they  advise  tha 
Qovemment  is  needful,  and  would 
suffice  to  bring  the  Navy  up  to  its 
proper  strength  without  having  given 
such  plans  and  calculations  their  most 
careful  consideration  would  be  unworthy 

of  its  position.  But  to  publish  theae 
details  to  the  world  in  a  Parliamentary 
Paper  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  moot 
imwise.  Some  hon.  Members  say  they 
have  no  faith  in  the  AdmiraUy,  and  X 
am  not  here  to  assert  that  all  adminis- 
trations in  the  past  have  been  models  of 
perfection  and  wisdom,  the  proof  or 
disproof  of  such  a  proposition  would 
serve  no  good  purpose.  dxA  having  had 
some  opportunity  while  sitting  on  the 
Naval  (Jonmiittee  of  forming  an  omnion 
of  the  Members  of  the  present  Board 
of  Adoiiralty  who  are  immediately 
responsible  to  Parliament  and  of  tiie 
chief  Admiralty  officials,  I  do  say 
that  I  feel  confidence  in  their  businesa 
capacity.  I  do  not  at  all  agree  widt 
thehon.  Memberfor  Wolverhampton  that 
they  are  profligate  wasters.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  have  introduced  considerable 
economies  in  the  administration  of  the 
Navy,  and  introduced  rules  and  regula- 
tions not  only  conducing  to  greater 
economy  in  the  future^  but  preventing  the 


1841 


JTaval 


{Mat 


xepetition  of  the  errors  of  the  past.  As 
an  indication  of  the  careful  manner  in 
which  the  Admiralty  Programme  has 
been  prepared,  I  would  point  to  what 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  0.  Beresford) 
has  characterized  as  a  useful  and  busi- 
ness-like paper  '*  Designs  for  Battle- 
ships." When  so  much  care  has  been 
taken  over  the  designs,  I  think  it  is 
only  fair  to  suppose  that  similar  care 
has  been  exercised  in  determining  the 

Suantity,  and  it  is  worthy  of  remark 
tiat  the  additions  proposed  by  the 
First  Lord  came  within  4  vessels  of  the 
number  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord  C. 
Beresford).  As  to  the  designs  of  the 
contemplated  vessels,  of  course,  a  man- 
of-war  is  such  a  complicated  machine, 
that  there  will  always  be  differences  of 
opinion  among  Naval  authorities,  but  I 
think  the  discussion  which  lately  took 
place  before  the  Society  of  Naval 
Architects  shows  that  very  great  care 
was  taken  to  come  to  a  compromise 
among  the  different  qualities  that  com- 
mend themselves  to  the  minds  X>i  the 
different  experts. 

It  beins;  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjournea ;  to  be  resumed  to-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Besolution  [3rd  May]  reported. 
CIVIL    SERVICES. 
Class  II. 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £35,286,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  rom 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of 
Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  including  certain  Expenses  connected 
with  Emigration. 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

♦Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea) :  I  regret 
that  this  Order  should  be  reached  so  late 
in  the  sitting,  but  I  do  not  think  thai 
sufficient  attention  has  been  given  to  a 
circumstance  in  connection  with  the 
massacre  on  the  Gold  Coast,  which  was 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  House  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  on  Friday 
last.    Th<i  discussion  then  related  prin- 
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cipally  to  what  my  hon.  Friend  described 
as  a  massacre  of  natives,  but  there  was- 
another  point  raised  that  did  not 
receive  the  attention  it  deserves.  Two 
natives  were  tried  before  a  jury  in  a 
proper  manner  for  conspiracy  and  mur- 
der of  Mr.  Dalrymple.  The  Judge 
summed  up  in  their  favour,  and  they 
were  acquitted.  There  was  another 
charge  against  them,  but  the  Colonial 
Attorney  General  entered  a  nolle  prosequu 
So  far,  there  is  no  complaint.  But  the 
Governor  did  not  seem  satisfied,  and  a 
Bill  was  passed  by  a  subservient  Legis- 
lative Council  which  enabled  the  Govez* 
nors  to  keep  these  men  prisoners  not- 
withstanding their  acquittal.  That  seems 
to  me  a  proceeding  so  entirely  contrary 
to  all  ideas  of  right  and  justice  that  I 
think  we  are  justified  in  raising  this  point 
again,  seeing  that  the  Under  Secretary 
on  the  last  occasion  did  not  deny  or 
make  any  explanatory  comment  on  this 
transaction.  I  trust  some  ezplanatioa 
may  be  forthcoming  now,  and  to  raise 
the  question  I  formally  move  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote  by  £50. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
**  £35,286,"  and  insert  **  £35,236  " — 
{Mr.  DiUwyn). 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  <'  That  <  £35,286  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Besolution." 

Tm  UNDEE  8ECRETAEY  for  the 
COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  If  the  hon* 
Member  had  given  me  notice  that  he 
was  going  to  bring  this  on,  I  would 
have  taken  care  to  have  had  the  means 
of  full  explanation  with  me. 

♦Mr.  DILLWYN:  I  ought  to  have 
done  so. 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  I  am  afraid 

I  can  only  repeat  the  information  I  gave 

the  other  night,  when  I  think  the  hon. 

Member  was  present.     [Mr.  Dillwyn  : 

Yes].    I  then  explained  that  the  per-^ 

sons  against   whom  prosecutions  were- 
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rather  than  to  one  of  the  standing  Com- 
mittees. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN:  I  beg 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend's  pardon  : 
there  is  a  reason.  Dispatch  is  urgent 
in  this  matter.  It  is  only  darinff  the 
summer  months,  when  the  days  are  long, 
and  the  sea  is  smooth,  that  these  wrecks 
can  be  removed ;  and  if  the  Bill  be  re- 
legated to  one  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees, it  is  very  problematioid  when 
it  would  emerge.  It  is  really  a  very 
simple  Bill,  inserting  two  words  in  two 
clauses  of  the  original  Act,  and  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  reason  for  its 
going  to  a  Standing  Committee. 

Lord  KNUTSFORD:  Speaking  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  as 
the  Bill  is  so  simple,  and  the  matter  has 
been  carefully  gone  into  in  the  other 
House,  I  do  not  see  anj  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  considerec  l;;-  your  Lord- 
ships in  Committee  of  ths  wLole  House. 

Bill  committed  to  a  CoiKZkiittee  of  the 
whole  Hcuse  on  Thursday  next. 

SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

(No.  52.) 

Bill  read  2a  ^according  to  order)  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  until  Tuesday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Fire  o'clock,  until  lliunday  next, 

at  quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  7th  May,  1889. 


QUESTIONS. 


IRELAND— THE   ASHBOURNE  ACT. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  whether  liis  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  result  of  the  test 
case  (referred  to  in  his  reply  of  7th 
December)  in  which  the  Safters'  Com- 
pany endeavoured  to  enforce  payment 
of  promissory  notes  for  arrears  incurred 
before  the  sale  of  the  estate  under  the 
Ashbourne  Act ;  whether  such  case  has 
been  decided  against  the  Salters'  Com- 
pany on  the  ground  of  illegality  in  the 

Lord  Malsbury 


form  of  the  notes,  and  if  another  aunilir 
action  is    commenced    mgainet    James 
Badger    also    for    arrears  due    befoie 
November  1885,  and   mippoaed  to  be 
released  by  the  deed  of  oonTejanee  to 
each  of  the  tenants ;  and,  if  such  actioa 
on  the  part  of  the  Saltera'  Company  is 
contrary  to  the  intentions  of  the  Ash- 
bourne Act,  whether  the  Ch>Teniment 
have  any  power  to  prevent  the  Saltan' 
Company  from   continuing   sneh    pro- 
ceedincTs  ? 

*Td£  CHIEF  SECRETABY  loa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bauotjb,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  It  appears  that  tiie  test 
case  of  Thomas  M*Kee,  which  is  re- 
ferred to  in  the  first  paragraph,  was  de- 
cided against  the  Salters'  Ck^mpany  on 
the  side  issue  that  the  promissory  note 
had  not  been  presented  for  payment  at 
the  time  and  place  mentioned  therein, 
thereby  leaving  untouched  the  general 
question  whether  the  amounts  of  the 
promissory  notes  can  be  reoovered  con- 
sistently with  the  provisions  of  the  Ash- 
bourne Act.  This  general  question 
will  probably,  however,  be  decided  by 
the  Queen's  Bench  Division  of  the  Hiffh 
Court  of  Justice  in  connection  with  £e 
test  case  of  James  Badger,  which  appears 
to  have  been  listed  for  yesterday. 

BOYCOTTING  AT  YOUGHAL. 
Mr.  lea  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the 
boycotting  of  the  Protestant  shopkeepers 
at  Youghal  who  refused  to  obey   the 
dictation  of  the  National  League  and 
put  up  their  shutters  once  a  week  still 
continues ;  and  if,  among  other  hard- 
ships, an  old  woman  of  70  years  of  age 
has    been    deprived  of  her  means  of 
living,  and  an  important  factory  pre- 
vented from  giving  employment  to  a 
number  of  workpeople  ? 
♦Mr.  a.  J.   BAISOUR:   The  Con 
stabulary  Authorities  report  that  the 
boycotting  at  Youghal,  which  was  com- 
menced  about  three  months  ago,  still 
continues,  and  that  an  old  woman  of  70 
years  of  age  is  among  those  boycotted, 
and  her  means  of  living  impfdred.     An 
important  factory  has  also  been  seriously 
afiPected  by  the  boycotting  necessitating 
the  discharge  of  about  40  workmen  out 
of  100  who  had  been  employed. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  Is 
this  one  of  the  districts  of  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  described  last  night  as 
being  in  a  state  of  revolution  ? 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  There  is  a 
great  deal  in  the  condition  of  Youghal 
to  be  complained  of,  but  I  do  not  think 
Youghal  can  be  deecribed  as  being  in  a 
state  of  revolution. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast.  8.) :  May 
I  ask  if  it  is  the  fact  that  this  form  of 
intimidation  has  made  many  converts  to 
Home  Eule  ? 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
Is  there  any  evidence  for  the  suggestion 
that  the  boycotting  has  been  prompted 
by  religious  motives  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  only 
suggestion  made  in  the  question  of  the 
kind  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  that  the  persons  boycotted  are  Pro- 
testants and  that  the  boycotters  are 
Boman  Catholics.  I  believe  that  is  the 
fact. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Q^ntleman  not  know  that  two  Protestant 
derffymen  who  have  been  appealing  for 
aid  have  expressly  relieved  the  Catholics 
of  Youghal  from  the  charge  of  religious 
intolerance  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  make  no 
statement  with  regard  to  it.  I  simply 
state  the  facts,  which  I  understand  the 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  deny. 

TITHE  DISTRAINTS  IN  WALES. 

Mb.  bo  WEN  ROWLANDS  (Cardi- 
ganshire)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  had  received  any  communication 
from  the  Chief  Constables  of  Carmar- 
thenshire and  Cardiganshire  in  reply  to 
the  letters  sent  to  them  by  him  with 
reference  to  any  attempts  to  come  to  an 
understanding  with  the  tenants  before 
bringing  large  bodies  of  police  to  the 
scene  of  tithe  distraints  and  sales  in 
those  counties?  He  also  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Cardiganshire  stated  to  the  peasants 
and  others  attending  tithe  sales  in  the 
parish  of  Penbryn,  on  Wednesday  the 
1st  May,  that  their  presence  at  such 
sales  was  illegal,  as  constituting  an  un- 
lawful assembly;  whether  such  state- 
ment was  translated  into  Welsh  at  the 
Chief  Constable's  request,  by  one  of  the 
persons  so  attending  the  sales,  and 
repeated  by  him  to  the  people  in  the 
Welsh  language ;  and  on  what  grounds 
was  such  a  statement  made  by  the 
Chief  Constable  ? 


The     under    SECRETARY     of 
STATE  FOB    THB    HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuabt  Wobtley,  Shef- 
field, Hallam) :  Yes,  Sir.  I  am  informed 
by  the  Chief  Constable  of  Carmarthen- 
shire that,  as  soon  as  Mr.  Stevens  in- 
formed him  that  he  was  going  to  levy 
distraints  in  the  parish  of  Treleoh,  he 
wrote  on  the  3rd  of  March  last  to  a 
leading    County   Councillor,    who   had 
influence  in  the  district,  asking  if  any- 
thing could  be  done  to  avoid  the  neces- 
sity of  taking  a  large  body  of  police  to 
attend  the  sales.     To    this    letter    he 
received  no  reply.     The  Chief  Constable 
of  Cardiganshire  informs  me  that  since 
the  19th  of  March  last  (the  date  of  the 
tithe  riot  at  Penbryn)  he  has  been  in 
communication  with  some  of  the  magis- 
trates of  the  district,   and  has  asked 
them  to  assist  him  in  the  preservation 
of  the  peace  when  next  Mr.  Stevens 
visited  the  parish.     This  they  consented 
to  do,  and   offered  to  accompany  the 
Chief  Constable  without  further  escort ; 
but    Mr.    Stevens,   after    the   violence 
which  had  been  shown,  was  unwilling 
to  visit  the  parish  of  Penbryn  without 
an   escort  of  police.     Accordingly,   on 
the   1st  of  May,  the  Chief  Constable, 
accompanied  by  two  magistrates  and  4S 
constables,  went  with  Mr.  Stevens  to 
Penbryn.     The  crowd  at  first  gave  some 
trouble,  but  after  a  time,  and  with  the 
help   of  the  magistrates,  who  exerted 
their  influence,   the   distraining  party 
were  allowed  to   proceed   unmolested. 
On  the  2nd  of  May  there  was  compara- 
tive quiet,  the  Chief  Constable  going 
unattended  by  a  magistrate  and  with  a 
small  escort  of  1 8  constables.     In  reply 
to    the    second   question   of  the    hon,. 
Member,    I  may  say  that   the  Chief 
Constable  of  Cardiganshire  informs  me 
that    on   the   occasion   in  question  he 
found  a  crowd  assembled  in  one  of  the 
farmyards,  where  a  large  bell  was  being 
rung  and  a  horn  was  being  blown.    He 
saw  people  armed  with  bludgeons  join- 
ing the  crowd,  and  one  man  was  using 
threatening  lan^age.    In  these  circum- 
stances   he    informed  the   magistrates 
present  and  the  people  that   he  con- 
sidered this  an  unlawful  assembly,  and 
he  requested  that  his  opinion  might  be 
stated  in  Welsh  to  the  persons  present, 
which  was  done.     The  opinion  of  the 
Chief  Constable  was  shortly  afterwards 
confirmed  by  the  conduct  of  the  crowds 
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who  commeneed  to  throw  stones  at  the 
distraining  agent.      

Mb.  BOWMN  ROWLANDS  :  Am  I 
to  understand  from  the  answer  to 
the  first  question  that  it  was  the 
action  of  Mr.  Stephens  that  rendered  it 
necessary  for  the  police  to  be  present  in 
such  large  numbers  ? 

Me.  STUART  WORTLEY :  Yes  ; 
that  is  substantially  the  answer  that  I 
have  given. 

IRELAND— THE  FALOARRAaH 
BATTERING  RAM. 
Mr  mac  NmiLL,  for  Mr.  James 
Stuart  (Shoreditrh.  Hoxton)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  an  Inspector  and  certain  other 
members  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary were  drilled  for  several  days 
in  the  use  of  the  battering  ram  previous 
to  its  removal  to  Falcarragh  ;  whether 
it  is  intended  to  make  use  of  the  batter- 
ing ram  in  the  evictions,  d umbering 
about  150,  about  to  commence  at 
Glashercoo  and  other  portions  of  the 
Olphert  estate;  and  whether  the  local 
authorities  have  been  instructed  to 
exclude  the  Member  of  Parliament  for 
the  district  and  other  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment present,  as  well  as  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Press  and  the  clergy,  from 
within  the  cordon  of  Police  and  Military 
at  these  evictions  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  report  that  the 
matter  alleged  in  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  question  is  not  a  fact.  The  use  or 
otherwise  of  the  ram  at  the  evictions 
mentioned  will  be  entirely  governed  by 
the  considerations  which  I  have  already 
indicated  in  reply  to  former  questions  on 
the  general  subject.  The  local  authori- 
ties have  not  received  any  instructions 
as  to  the  steps  to  be  taken  by  them  to 
secure  the  due  carrying  out  of  the  law 
and  the  preservation  of  the  peace  at  the 
evictions  in  question,  thej  being 
obviously  the  best  judges  of  the 
necessities  of  the  case. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL:  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
Mr.  Lawlor,  a  District  Inspector  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and  a  com- 
pany of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary, 
were  engaged  for  several  days  close  to 
Falcarragh  in  this  ram  practice ;  and  is 
it  not  a  fact  that  I  myself  asked  Mr. 
Lawlor  with  reference  to  the  proficiency 
of  his  men,  and  he  could  not  deny  it. 

Mr,  Stuart  Worthy 


♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  have  ffiven 
the  House  all  the  information  I  oats. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  desires  fuitliAr 
information  he  must  pat  another  ques- 
tion on  the  subject. 

*Mb.  mac  NEILL:  Will  the  right  Ikul 
Gentleman  have  any  objection  to  allow 
me,  or  to  direct  the  Chief  OommissiQiier 
to  allow  me  to  get  a  model  of  the 
battering  ram  to  show  to  English 
audiences  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL,  (Tyrone,  8.): 
May  I  ask  whether  there  is  any  fbnnda- 
tion  for  the  statement  that  the  eriotions 
in  the  Glashercoo  estate  numbered  160 ; 
is  it  not  the  fact  that  there  were  only  96 
tenants  in  that  estate? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  my  memory 
serves  me,  my  hon.  Friend  is  perfeoCly 
right.  The  number  of  150  is  grosdj 
exaggerated. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYRB  (Bradibrd, 
Central) :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  lir. 
Olphert  stated  in  Court  that  he  intended 
to  evict  1 30  tenants  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  he  did  it 
would  not  bear  out  the  suggestion  in  the 
question.  I  think  his  statement  was 
in  regard  to  his  property  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  Would  not  25 
evictions  probably  include  150  indi- 
viduals ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFBVRE :  The  ques- 
tion refers  not  only  to  the  Glashercoo 
estate,  but  to  other  portions  of  the 
Olphert  estate,  and  I  adked  whether  Mr. 
Olphert  has  not  stated  that  he  intended 
to  evict  1 30  tenants. 

Mr.T.  W.  RQSSELL:  Is  it  not  a 

fact  that  the  only  warrant  in  existence 

for  evictions  refers  to  the  Olasherooo 

est&to  r 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  should  like 
to  have  notice  of  the  questions.  I  have 
not  supplied  myself  with  information 
necessary  to  answer  them  with  aocuraoy, 
but  my  idea  is  that  the  suggestion 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Russell)  is 
correct. 


THE  OLPHERT  EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL  for  Mr.  James 
Stuart  also  asked  the  Ohief  Seoretaxy 
what  was  the  number  of  Police  and 
Military  engaged  in  carrying  out  the 
recent  evictions  on  the  Olphert  estate, 
and  at  what  cost ;  what  has  been  the 
number  of  Police  employed  sinoe  the 
last  day  of  these  evictions  on  Saturday, 
Idth  April,  in  the  townlands  of  Bally- 
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oomiall,  Dnunnatm7,BaU7iiau,Aidab«g,  | 
•nd  Ardnnore  respeotiTelj ;  how  many 
of  thoM  hKTe  boon  employed  in  the  pro- 
teolion  of  emergen^  men  is  what  is 
knoim  as  protection  posti,  and  bov 
many  hotues  in  wtoh  of  the  above  town- 
landi  have  been  nwd  either  u  protec- 
tion posts  or  as  temporary  banaoka; 
and,  wbetfaer  any  of  these  were  subse- 
quently abandoned ;  and,  if  so,  for  what 
reason? 

•Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  con- 
stabulary authoritiee  report  that  100 
each  of  police  and  military  were  on  duty 
inconoeotiou  with  the  Olphert  eriotions. 
The  extra  pay  and  trav^iog  expenses 
of  the  eonstabalary  amoimtM  to  about 
£72  IBs.  There  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  any  extra  oost  in  regard  to  the 
military,  they  being  quartered  in  the 
Tiointty.  For  three  days  after  the  1 3th  of 
April,  seren  policemen  were  employed  on 
proteotion  duty  in  the  townlanae  named. 
But  in  ooQseqnenoe  of  the  retaking 
forcible  posseaaian  of  all  the  eviotea 
houses,  corering  a  tract  of  some  30 
square  miles,  it  became  necessary  to 
draft  in  ^00  men,  who,  however,  were 
sent  back  in  detachments  to  their 
stations,  as  the  condition  of  the  district 
warranted,  leaving  a  total  now  engaged 
on  duty  there  of  38  men.  Of  these  10 
men  are  employed  in  protecting  care- 
takers. The  number  of  houses  used  for 
protection  posts  was  for  a  few  days  tive, 
and  subsequently  four.  The  number  of 
houses  held  as  temporary  barracks  was 
four,  one  of  which  was  surrendered  after 
a  few  days,  when  it  was  found  that  the 
men  could  be  more  advantageously  dis- 
pused  for  patrolling. 

Ma.  MAC  NEILL :  As  regards  ths 
abandonment  of  the  houses,  is  it  not  the 
fact  that  the  hovels  into  whioh  the 
police  were  put  were  so  wretched,  the 
accommodation  so  bad,  and  the  hardships 
they  were  compelled  to  suffer  so  great, 
that  the  men  were  obliged  to  be  re- 
moved? 

•Mb.  a.  3.  BALFOUE:  I  an  not 
aware  of  that  fact 

Ma.  CLANOT:  The  right  hoo. 
Oeotlsman  states  that  there  was  no 
extra  coat,  and  yet  that  there  were  en- 
gaged 100  poUoe  and  100  soldiers. 

«Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUU  :  Tee,  I  stated 
that  100  police  and  100  military  were 
engaged  in  oouaoetion  with  the  evie- 
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Hb.  OLANOT:  The  right  hoa. 
Oentleman  said  there  was  no  extra  oost 
beoaase  the  men  were  stationed  there. 
*Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  said  nothing 
of  the  kind,  and  it  would  have  been  as 
well  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  listened 
to  the  answer  I  gave.  I  said  that  there 
was  an  expen£ture  of  £72  lOe.  for 
extra  pay  and  travelling  expenses  of  the 
constaoiuary,  but  that  there  did  not 
appear  to  be  any  extra  oost  in  regard  to 
the  milituy. 

NTASBALAND. 
Db.  OAMEEON  (Glasgow  College) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  British  OcmibuI  at  Quillimane  was 
imprisoned  by  the  Portuguese  autho- 
rities for  complicity  in  importing  wat 
rockets  for  nse  in  the  hostilities  at 
present  being  carried  on  by  British 
subjects  in  Nyassatand  against  Arab 
slave  traders;  whether,  before  these 
war  rockets  were  sent  out  any  applica- 
tion was  made  to  the  Forei^  Office  to 
obtain  firom  the  Portuguese  Government 
a  permit  passing  them  through  the 
Customs  at  Quillimane ;  whether  the 
Foreign  Office  officials  had  previously 
obtained  permits  from  the  Portuguese 
Qovemment  fur  the  passage  of  cannon 
and  ammunition  for  the  same  destina- 
tion ;  whether,  in  the  ease  of  the  war 
rooketa,  the  Foreign  Office  applied  for 
the  permits  desired ;  if  not,  whether 
they  had  any  reason  to  believe  that  the 
intention  to  send- out  the  war  rockets 
was  departed  from  ;  whether  they  were 
aware  that  the  British  Consul  at  Qullli- 
mBii6  was  ^;ent  for  the  company  which 
was  sending  out  the  war  rockets ;  and 
whether  they  made  any  communication 
to  him  on  the  subject  ? 
*Ths  TJNDEE  8ECKETAST  oir 
STATE  FOB  FOEEIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  FsBoosaoir,  Manchester,  N.W.) : 
It  is  not  true  that  the  Ounsnl  was  im- 
jnisoned.  Mr.  Boss,  an  unpaid  Ttea- 
Consul,  in  the  course  of  bis  private 
bnsiness,  asked  for  clearance  by  the 
Onstom  House  at  QuiUiman6  of  some 
rockets  sent  out  by  the  African 
Lakes  Company.  By  direotion  tA  the 
authorities  they  were  lodged  in  the 
Government  magarine,  and  some  days 
later  Mr.  Boss  was  summoned  and 
then  arrested  on  a  chai^  of  introducing 
dangerous  explosives,  but  he  was  imme- 
diately r^eased  on  bail.    No  previous 
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application  had  been  made  to  tho 
Foreign  Office  reapeoting  these  roabeta, 
and  C0U8equentl3r  permita  for  them  had 
not  been  asked  from  the  PortngneM 
Government,  but  permits  for  some  small 
cannon  and  ammunition  hod  previonslj 
been  obtained  after  some  difficultj.  It 
was  known  that  the  Yioe-ConanI  was 
actine  ^  agent  for  the  Oompan;.  I 
slioula  add  that  due  repreaentationB  are 
being  addressed  to  the  Portuguese  Ghn 
Tenment  with  reference  to  this  occnr- 
reoce,  and  also  to  the  refusal  to  permit 
the  entrance  of  materials  for  the  defence 
of  the  British  settlers  on  I«ke  NTassa. 

TH£  ZAMBESI. 
Db.  OAUBBON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  Portuguese  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs  is  correctly  reported  by 
Beuter's  Agency  to  hare  stated  in  the 
Obamber  of  Deputies  on  Saturday  that 
"Portugal  maintained  her  right  to  con- 
trol the  navigation  of  the  Zemberi,  and 
also  the  right  to  extend  her  infiuenoe 
over  the  territories  which  lay  inland 
irom  her  coast  possessions,"  and  "  that 
these  rights  had  been  acknowledged  by 
the  Berlin  Conference,  and  in  particular 
by  two  Powers"?     Whether  Her  Ma- 

J'esty's  Government  admit  the  rights  re- 
erred  to  to  have  been  acknowledged  by 
the  Berlin  Conference  as  stated,  and 
whether  they  acknowledge  the  existence 
of  either  right  on  the  part  of  the  Portu- 
guese Oovemment  ? 

*8iB.  J.  FEEGU880N :  We  have  not 
as  yet  received  any  coofirmation  of  the 
report  mentioned,  and  I  would  rather 
sot  express  an  opinion  upon  an  alleged 
statement  which  might  not  be  accurately 
reported. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  I  will  repeat  the 
question  on-Thursday. 

CONFECTIONERY. 
Ma.  BR00£F1£LD  (Suseei,  Rye) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  be  could  state  the  actual 
amount  of  "  confectionery  "  properly  so- 
called,  which  was  annually  exported 
from  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  to 
foreign  countries  and  to  British  Posses- 
sions, severally. 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADb:  (SirM.  HtcES  Bkaoh,  Bristol, 
W.) :  I  am  not  able  to  state  the  actual 
amount  of  confectionery — properly  so- 
called — which  is  annually  exported, 
Sir  J,  Ferguttott 


because  the  exports  of  oonfeotiinieiy  arc 
flntwed  under  ttie  aame  heading  a»  tho— 
of  pickles,  Tinegar,  saooeo,  and  eondi- 
ments.  The  total  value  of  the  ftbova 
exports  for  the  year  1S87,  which  is  the 
last  for  which  separate  fignrea  can  be 
given,  amounted  to  £1,193,727,  of  which 
£443,000  went  to  foreign  ooantrie^ 
and  £751,000  to  British  Poaaeaaiooa. 
Probably  not  more  than  one-fourth  of  the 
amount  is  for  confectionery,  properljao- 
oaUed. 

ABMBSIA. 
Mb.    CHAJmiNG     (Norttiampton- 

shire,  £.)  asked  the  Ifnder  SeoretaiTOf 
State  for  Foreign  Affidra,  wheth^  fin 
Majesty's  Government  have  reoeiTsl 
any  confirmation  of  the  atatament  in 
the  Press  that  the  Kurdish  Ohie^  Hnaea 
Bey,  has  seized  and  burned  alire  some 
of  the  notables  of  an  Armenian  viUatfe. 
Whether  be  is  aware  that  the  Armemao 
Patriotic  Association  hare  stated  that 
the  worst  forms  of  slavery  prevail  in 
Armenia,  and  that  there  are  fireqnent 
abductions  of  Armenian  girls,  whion  are 
connived  at  by  the  Moslem  judges,  and 
have  asked  for  the  appointment  of  on 
International  Oommission  to  inqnire  into 
the  state  of  Armenia;  and,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  propose  to 
take  steps,  and  if  so,  what  steps,  as  to 
the  alleged  condition  of  Armenia  f 

«SiB  J.  FERGUSSON :  HerHMeaty'a 
Government  have  not  reoeiTcd  any 
confirmation  of  the  statement  in  the 
first  paragraph.  I  believe  those  in  the 
second  to  be  much  ez^Knated,  and 
indeed,  we  have  received  no  reoent 
intelligence  to  support  them.  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  will  not  fail  to 
represent  at  the  Forte  any  ooourrenoee 
of  this  kind  which  he  knows  to  have 
taken  place,  whenever  by  doing  eo  he 
CSS  hope  to  benefit  the  sufferers. 

Me.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  statementi 
contained  in  the  question  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  are  vouched  for  by  the  Patriaz«h 
of  Armenia  ? 

«8iE  J.  FERGUSSON :  We  hftve  not 
received  any  corroboration  of  the  atat» 
ments. 

PRISON  HDLES. 

Ma.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  8.)  asked 

the  Under  Secretary  of   State  for  the 

Home  Department,  what  is  the  ml*  in 

England    in    regard   to   the   viaita   to 


peraoDi 

bail? 


li  in  prison  in  default  of  pring 


Mb.  STtlABT  WORTLEY :  They ' 
ftre  permitted  to  reoeive  a  visit  and  also 
to  write  ons  letter  in  e&oh  veek,  and 
th«  Tisiting  Oonunittee  may,  by  per- 
mianon  in  any  apeoial  case,  for  Bpedal 
reaBoas,  prolong  the  periode  ot  the 
risits  allowed  to  such  priaonerB,  or 
accord  additional  riaita  ot  letters  to  Bnoh 
reasonable  estant  as  they  may  deem 
adrisable. 

IRELAND— CASTLEBAR  PRI801T. 

Hb.  HATDEN  aaked  the  Chief  See- 
retaiy  to  the  Lord  Lisuteoant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  QoTemor 
of  Castlabar  Prison  has  refused  the 
application  of  their  frieods  to  see  those 
in  gaol  in  default  of  hail,  unleas  they 
came  to  tender  security ;  under  what 
authority  has  the  Qovemor  so  acted ; 
and,  if  he  is  not  justified  in  his  refusal, 
will  the  Chief  Secretary  intimate  the 
fact  to  him,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
annoyance  caused  to  parties  going  long 
distances  to  Castlabar  from  other 
counties,  only  to  find  themselves  dis- 
appointed ? 

Mb  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  the  Oovemor 
of  Caatlebsr  Prison  appears  to  have 
been  under  a  misapprehension  in  r^ard 
to  the  rule  bearing  on  the  subject. 
The  Board  have  now  pointed  this  out  to 
him. 

Ma.  HATDBN  :  Then  I  am  to  under- 
stand that  prisoners  in  default  of  bail 
may  be  visited  by  their  friends? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  would  not 
be  contrary  to  the  prison  rules. 

VAOOINATION. 
Mb.  PICrON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  a  letter  from  Professor  Orook- 
sbank,  of  King's  College,  London,  in 
the  TimM  ot  April  30 ;  whether  the 
statement  there  made  is  correct  that  the 
Medical  Officer  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  at  a  meeting  of  the  Patbo- 
logical  Society  in  December  1887,  ex- 
pressed hia  satie&ction  that  the  out- 
break of  oowpox  in  Wiltshire  would 
afford  an  opportunity  of  testing  the 
effects  of  vaccine  from  that  souree  on 
human  bei&gs,  as  had  long  been  desired ; 
whethw  the  Yaoeination  Department 
has  availed  itself  of  this  opportani^ ; 
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I  and,  whether  the  results  compared 
favourably  with  those  fr«m  the  French 
lymph ;  and,  if  so,  vhy  these  results 
hare  not  been  published  in  the  Report 
recently  issued  oy  the  Medical  Officer? 
•The  president  of  tot  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  ( Mr.  Ritoho, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's] :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Medical  Officer  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  the  state- 
ment in  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
ijuestion  is  incorrect, 

THE  WELSH  SUNDAY  CLOSINQ  ACTP. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  (Gla- 
morgan, S.)  asked  the  Under  Beoretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  could  now  state  the  terms  of 
reference  to  the  Royal  Commission  on 
the  Welsh  Suuday  Closing  Act;  and, 
whether  he  could  give  the  names  of  the 
Oommissioneis  and  Secretary  T 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY:  The  Ust 
of  names  of  the  Oommissioaers  on  tha 
Act  is  not  yet  completely  settled.  Th« 
terms  of  reference  will  he  substantially 
as  follows : — "  To  inquire  into  the 
operation  of  the  Sunday  Closing 
(Wales)  Act,  1881,  into  the  effect  ot  iU 
enactments  in  regard  to  the  diminution 
or  increase  of  intemperance,  and  into 
the  causes  which  have  led  to  such 
diminution  or  increase,  and  to  report 
thereon." 

Mr.  MACLEAN  (Oldham),  who  had 
a  question  on  the  Paper  to  a  similar 
effect,  asked  if  the  Commission  would  sit 
in  London  or  be  a  travelling  Com- 
mission ? 

Ma.  SrUABT  WORTLEY:  It  U 
not  usual  to  limit  the  discretion  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  such  a  matter. 

Sir  W.  LAWdON  (Onmberland, 
Cookermouth] :  When  will  the  Com- 
mission begin  their  labours  ? 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY:  Ve«y 
soon,  I  hope. 

INTOXICATING  UQD0R8  {IHBLAND) 
BILL. 
Hb.  lea  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  if  he  could  now  statt 
what  day  the  Ot>vernment  would  give 
for  the  Secood  Reading  of  the  Intoxias- 
ting  Liquors  ^Ireland)  BiU  F 

•Tot  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Skite,  Strand}  1 
I  cannot  state  now  but  I  will  take  to* 
earliest  opportunity  of  doing  so. 
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THK    VIVISEOTIOlf    DEBATE. 

Db.  FABQUHABSON  (Aberdeen- 
ahire,  W.)  asked  the  First  liord  of  the 
Treasufjy  whether,  considering  the 
great  interest  felt  by  rnanj  Members  (rf 
uxe  House  in  the  Adjourned  Debate  on 
Supply,  April,  29,  he  can  now  give  an 
eany  and  definite  date  for  its  resump- 
tion. 

Mb.  J.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Bushcliffe)  :  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  able  to  give  a  reply  in  re- 
gard to  the  word  '*  early  "  will  he  do 
so  in  regard  to  the  word  "  definite  "  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  AU  I  can  say 
is  that  the  Government  will  endeavour 
to  come  to  an  arrangement  that  will  be 
satisfactory  to  the  House  generally. 

Dr.  FABQUHABSON:  WUl  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  kindly  fix  as  early 
a  day  as  possible,  seeing  that  yery 
serious  accusations  have  been  preferred 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
doleridge),  and  it  would  be  unfair  to 
the  persons  accused  that  they  should 
be  allowed  to  stand  over. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  fuUy  realize 
the  importance  of  the  matter,  and  will 
do  the  best  I  can. 

THE  START  BAY  FISHERMEN. 

Mr.  MILDMAT  (Devon,  Totnes) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  decision  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division  in  the  case  of  Coaker  v. 
Hill,  in  which  it  was  decided  that  the 
pr^isecution  mu^t  fail,  as  a  party 
aggrieved  had  no  power  under  the  Sea 
Fisheries  Act  to  institute  proceedings ; 
and  whether,  as  this  would  practically 
leave  the  crab-pot  fishermen,  whose 
living  depends  upon  this  industry,  with- 
out redresft  for  interferences  witii  their 
crah-i^its  and  gear,  the  Board  of  Trade 
WiJl  vJ»ni^\<i<^r  the  advisability  of  amend- 
ing th<j  law  m  as  to  enable  an  injured 
party  Ut  pro^tecute,  and  in  the  meantime 
would  inHtruct  their  officers  to  take  the 
fiHCAittHiiry  stepH  Uj  protect  the  Start  Bay 
MitfTtntih  from  infrinRements  of  the 
AiJt? 

•HiK  M.  HUJKH  BEACH:  My  atten- 
tiiiri  has  been  caJled  to  the  case  to  which 
tho  hon.  Memht-r  refers.  It  raises  a 
'ifi^iition  which  is  one  of  considerable 
Aifhimlty.  I  iJo  not  think  I  can  under- 
iAkh  Ut  prop'/ne  an  amendment  of  the  law 
«m  this  pr/int  aKjTje,  but  the  question  as  to 
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of  Trade  to  take 
is  reoeiviiig  iDj 


POST  OFFIOB  mOK  PAT. 

Mb.  SCHWANN  (Mnehirt^  I.) 
asked  the  Pooliii 

he  is  aware  that  aa  Oidar  fts  Ghm 
1866  or  1869,  witik  vs&NMa  «s 
pay,  by  whioh  oerftaia  daana  of 
employed  in  tiio 
happen  to  be  abaent  firom  dalj 
out  of  four  shall  oaaaa  to 
pay,  has  just  been,  pot  in  fimaiatli 
Manchester  Poet  QflBoe  in  the  eHSicI 
two  telegraphiste  in  tluat 
whom  the  doctor 
ill  enough  to  be 

that  several  other  fal«(ti>I>liirti  in  ft* 

same  office,  skoold  thej* 

will  be  brought  imder  the 

tion;    and   wfaettier  lia  wOl  fariag  Ai 

Order  in  OounoQ  undeir  tiia  nodeen  As 

Lords  of  the  Treaeaiy  with'  a  view  Is 

its  abrogation,  as  it  haa 

enf oroed  in  the  Telegraph 

since  that  Departmeiit  wai 

by  the  Poet  Offioe*  eertaialy  not  ia  At 

Manchester  Poet  (MBoe. 

*Thb  POSTMASTER 
(Mr.  Baimbs,  TToiveni^af  L 
The  reguladon  to  whim  the 
ber  refers  is  laid  down  not  bj  aa  Okdsr 
in  Council,  bat  by  a  Traaemj  MEbiiIsl 
This  Minute,  thoo^  datad  Deeamber  17, 
1 860,  was  not  oommuaieatod  to  the  Bsst 
Office  until  December.  1885.  and  naes 
then  it  has  been  earatol^  ohearvad.  Ih 
provisions  appear  to  ma  to  enr,  iff  i^n 
err  at  aU,  on  the  side  of  KbeaaB^,  aaa 
I  have  no  intention  of  aanaeliag  that 
the  Minute  should  be  aSrogalea.  If 
since  1885  the  role  haa  not  oeaieiBle 
operation  at  the  Maneheetor  Poet  OAsib 
it  is  because  no  case  to  whiah  it  weald 
apply  haa  oceomd  there. 

Mb.  SCHWANN:  le 
Gentleman  aware  that 
gpraphists  to  whom  aqf  qi 
are  supported  at  the 
contributions  from  their  £sllow 

*Mb.  RAIKE8:  I  wn 
that;    but  I  think  the 
State  can  be  expected  to  daii» 
placee  should  be  kept 
without  giving  farther  i 
have  already  be«»  ^M  *• 
and  have  re       eo  ij 

period. 
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THE  GR0FTEB6'  G0MMI88I0X. 

Mb.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND 
(Satherlandshire)  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
Toeate  whether  the  attention  of  the 
Saoretary  for  Scotland  has  been  oalled 
to  numerous  resolutions  passed  at  public 
meetings  throughout  the  Highlands  ol 
Scotland,  condemning  the  recent  ap- 
pointment  of  Assessors  to  the  Orofters' 
Oommission ;  and  what  steps  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment  intend  to  take  in 
order  to  establish  public  confidence  in 
the  decisions  of  the  Oommission  ? 

♦Thb  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  RoBSBTsoN,  Buteshire) :  The  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  has  received  various 
resolutions  of  the  nature  mentioned  in 
the  first  part  of  the  question.  It  does 
not,  however,  appear  that  these  oom- 

Cunts  are  well  founded.  As  the  hon. 
ember  is  no  doubt  aware,  these  Asses- 
sors are  appointed  by  the  Oommissicmers, 
who  take  the  utmost  pains  to  select  im- 
partial persons  having  local  knowledge 
and  experience.  As  regards  the  six 
Assessors  at  present  employed  in  Skye, 
the  appointment  of  three  was  largely 
supported  by  the  Crofters,  one  was 
known  to  be  on  friendly  terms  with  the 
Crofters,  a  fifth  resided  in  the  Island, 
and  so  had  special  knowledge  of  it,  and 
the  sixth  had  a  special  knowledge  of  the 
West  Coast,  and  had  already  done  satis- 
factory work  for  the  Commission.  These 
appointments  only  hold  good  for  the 
Island  of  Skye,  and  the  Commissioners 
are  at  liberty  to  make  fresh  appoint- 
ments when  they  leave  Skye,  and  no 
doubt  they  will  again  take  every  step  to 
secure  suitable  persons.  There  is  no 
reason  whatever  to  suppose  that  pub- 
lic confidence  in  tbe  Commission  requires 
to  be  established. 

SCOTCH  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

Db.  CAMERON  :  Can  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  inform  the  House  when 
the  Scotch  Local  Gk>Temment  Bill  will 
be  taken  ?  I  conclude  that  i^  will  not  be 
taken  on  Thursday  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Scotch 
Local  Government  Bill  wUl  not  be  taken 
on  Thursday. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYRE :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  able  to  say  what  will 
be  taken  on  Thursday  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  In  the  event  of 
the  Naval  Defence  Bill  being  oonoluded, 


niobably  the  Report  and  Supply  wilT 
be  taken. 

Mb.  CHANNINO  :  Then  are  we  to 
understand  that  Supply  will  not  be- 
taken? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir;  Supply 
will  be  taken,  but  I  hope  to  take  the 
Report  of  the  Budget  Resolutions  in  the 
first  instance,  and  then  to  proceed  with 
the  Votes  according  to  their  order  on 
the  Paper,  the  Privy  Coundl  Vote  being: 
postponed. 

BUSINESS   OF  THE  HOUSE— PRIVATE 
MEMBEBS'  NIGHTS. 

Mb.  G.  a.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(  Whitehaven)  :  A  conversation  occurred 
the  other  night  in  reference  to  the 
taking  of  private  Members'  nights 
by  the  Government.  As  they  have- 
now  succeeded  in  doing  that,  may  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether  he 
will  use  his  influence  and  his  best  en- 
deavours to  see  that  a  reasonable  num» 
ber  of  Members  of  the  Government  who- 
were  in  receipt  of  official  salaries  are  in 
their  places  to  assist  in  making  a  House 
at  9  oMock  f 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  have  no  doubt 
that  a  reasonable  number  of  Members 
of  the  Government  who  are  in  receipt  of 
official  salaries  will  be  in  attendance. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  their 
work  begins  at  1 0  o'clock  in  the  morning,, 
as  the  right  hoo.  GenUeman  is  himself 
aware,  having  himself  been  an  exceed- 
ingly hard  worked  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment. But  I  think  it  is  also  only 
reasonable  that  Members  who  have 
Motions  on  the  Paper  should  exercise 
influence  with  their  friends  who  take 
interest  in  such  Motions,  and  induce 
them  to  be  present.  Some  consideration 
should  be  had  for  Members  of  the  Gk>- 
vernment  whose  duties  are  only  partly 
discharged  in  this  House,  and  who- 
have  heavy  responsibilities  in  adminis- 
tration. I  am  aware  that  these  Gentle- 
men are  paid,  but  at  the  same  time  I 
must  remind  the  House  that  there  is  a 
very  deep  interest  in  allowing  G^ntle-^ 
men  engaged  in  the  service  of  the> 
Crown  at  least  sufficient  rest  to  enable 
them  to  discharge  their  duties  of  ad- 
ministration in  the  public  affairs  with 
satisfaction  to  the  country. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) :  May  I  ask  whether  it  has  not 
always  been  laid  down  by  Leaders  of  th» 
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House  that  the  GoTemment  are  under 
no  responsibility  for  making  a  House 
on  Tuesday  evenings,  but  that  that  duty 
entirely  falls  upon  private  Members  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  always 
understood  since  I  have  been  .a  Member 
•of  the  House  that  that  was  the  rule. 

Mr.G.  A.CAVENDI8H  BENTINOK : 
1^0,  no. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  right  hon. 

'Gentleman  differs.  At  any  rate,  it  is  the 

general  feeling  of  the  House  that  the 

responsibility  does  not  rest  with  the 

*Gt)yernment. 

MOTION. 


ORDER  OF  THE  DA  T. 


1868 


CORPORATE  ASSOCIATIONS  (PROPERTY)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howell,  Bill  for  the  better 
•Becuring  their  property  to  Corporate  Associa- 
tions,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Howell, 
Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr. 
•Cremer,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Sidney  Buxton, 
Mr.  Ciuston,  Mr.  Montagu,  and  Mr.  Octavius 
V.  Morgan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  209.] 


TRUST  FUNDS  INVESTMENT  BILL. 

Ordered, that  the  Select  Committee  on 
'the  Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill  do 
consist  of  17  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nomi- 
nated of — Mr.  Hartley,  Mr.  William 
Beckett,  Mr.  Biddulph,  Mr.  Bristowe, 
Mr.  Clancy,  Sir  Edward  Clarke,  Mr. 
'Cozens- Hardy,  Sir  Horace  Davey,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  Samuel  Hoare,  Mr. 
•  James  William  Lowther,  Mr.  Francis 
Maclean,  Mr.  Montagu,  Mr.  Oldroyd, 
Sir  William  Plowden,  Mr.  Edward 
Stanhope,  and  Mr.  Tomlinson. 

Ordered,  that  the  Committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  that  five  be  the  quorum. — 
{Mr,   Ca%enS'Mardt/.) 

SiK  Q.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) 
asked  whether  the  Government  approved 
of  the  Committee? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said  that  the 
usual  practice  had  been  followed.  Com- 
munications had  passed  between  the  two 
-sides  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
was  responsible  in  the  first  place,  but 
undoubtedly  the  Gbvemment  and  the 
'Opposition  had  had  the  usual  infiuence 
with  regard  to  the  nomination,  and  as 
far  as  he  could  see  the  Committee  was 
■specially  well  qualified  for  discharging 
the  duty. 

J/r.  R,  H,  Fowler 


NAVAL  DEFENOB  BILL.    (So.  186.) 

Order  read,  for  xemming  Adjonmsd 
Debate  on  Amendment  propoMd  to 
Question  [6th  May],  "  That  the  KIl 
be  now  read  a  seoond  time." 

And  which  Amendment  wu,  to  laafs 
out  the  word  "now,"  and,  at  tlie  end 
of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  ^*  vpon 
this  day  six  months," — {Mr.  Lmkmtdin) 
instead  thereof. 

Question  again  propoaed,  *'  That  the 
word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  8.) :  When 
my  remarks  were  interrupted  last  niglit, 
I  suggested,  in  reply  to  the  remarks  df 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Wolvev- 
hampton  (Mr.  H.  Fowler), .  that  the 
House  and  the  country  were  mudh  more 
interested  in  the  question  of  the  inero—s 
and  maintenance  of  the  Navy  than  in  any 
dissertation,  however  learned,  apon  eon* 
stitutional  practice.  I  had  indioated  that 
the  highest  authorities  in  the  Navy  had 
been  consulted,  and  that  there  was  a 
consensus  of  opinion  as  to  the  insnffl- 
ciency  of  the  Navy.  I  also  asserted 
that  naval  experts  were  satisfied  that 
the  vessels  proposed  to  be  built  were  a 
judicious  compromise  of  the  various 
important  but  necessarily  oonfliotinff 
qualities  required  in  a  man-of-war.  I 
added  that  the  extent  of  the  additions 
was  satisfactory,  and  I  expressed  an 
opinion,  which  I  formed  while  sitting 
last  year  upon  the  Naval  Bstimates 
Committee,  that  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  are  not  *'  profligate  wasters," 
but  clever  businsss  men,  in  whose  hands 
we  may  safely  trust  the  administration 
of  the  Navy  and  the  expenditure  of  the 
money  they  asked  for.  If  the  questions 
of  number  and  design  be  satisfactory, 
there  only  remains  for  consideration  the 
economic  cost  of  production;  and  upon 
this  mattter  I  think  the  public  mind 
should  be  satisfied  with  the  ffuarantee 
afforded  by  Her  Majesty's  dockyards 
being  placed  in  direct  competition  with 
the  private  dockyards  of  the  country, 
and  that  upon  fairly  equal  terms, 
inasmuch  as  the  vessels  are  to  be  boilt 
right  off,  and  under  this  Bill  they  will 
not  be  subject  to  the  increase  of  expense 
caused  by  delay  and  uncertainty.     I 
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▼entare  to  say  that  nothing  oould  be 
more  fatal  to  economy  than  the  present 
system  of  insistiog  that  the  whole  of  the 
sums  voted  should  be  spent  within  the 
financial  year.      That  appears  to  me  to 
be  a  direct  encouragement  to  needless 
waste  and  extrayagance.     Work  to  be 
carried  economically  must  be  carried  on 
with  evenness  and  regularity.      Frantic 
efforts  to  spend  a  certain  sum  of  money 
within  a  given  time  can  only  lead  to 
waste.  If  the  dockyards  are  unhampered, 
I  see  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
produce  vessels  as  cheaply  as  in  private 
yards,  and  so  place  the  legitimate  trade 
profits  of  the  builder  into  the  pockets  of 
the  British  taxpayer.    I  think  the  First 
Lord   has  stated  in  a  straightforward 
manner  what   is    his    standard   of  an 
efficient  and  sufficient  Navy.     He  re- 
quires an  increase  of  70  vessels  within  a 
period  of   four  and-a-half    years,   in- 
volving a  total  cost  of  £21,000,000,  or 
an   addition  to    ordinary  shipbuilding 
outlay  of  £11,000,000.  If  this  be  not  so 
much  as  some  expected,  I  see  no  reason 
for    dissatisfaction.       This    does    not 
seem    to     me    a     large    sum    to    pay 
for  the  insurance  of  our  680  millions 
of     imports     and     exports     and     the 
100   millions   worth  of  ships  in  which 
this    enormous    business    is    carried. 
The   maintenance  of  our   food   supply 
and   the  preservation   of  our  national 
dignity  and  existence.    My  noble  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty   pro- 
perly pointed  out,  in  his  introductory 
speech,  that  the  incomparable  resources 
of  the   country  will  be  brought   into 
euch  prominence   as    to  show  foreign 
countries  how  impossible  it  is  to  com- 
pete with   us.     That,    I    think,    is    a 
fact  which  will  tend  to  preserve  and 
maintain     that     peace     which    we    all 
desire  to  see  maintained.     I  think  that 
the  two  propositions  put  forward   by 
Lord  Bosebery  at  the  banquet  of   the 
London  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  Feb- 
ruary have    been    fulfilled;     that   the 
necessity  for  the  increase  of  the  Navy 
has  been  shown,  and  that  we  have  an 
ample  guarantee  that  the  money  will  be 
iudiciously  expended.   Therefore,  to  use 
his  words,    I    hone  no    Party,    worthy 
the  name    of  a  Party,    will   refuse    to 
grant  the  money.     I  feel  called  upon 
to  g^ve  Her  Majesty's  Government  my 
best  support,   confident  that  in  doing 
so  I  shall  have  the  hearty  support  of  my 
constituents,  and  eapeeially  of  the  work- 


ing classes  of  which  they  are  so  largely 
composed. 

♦Sib W.  PLO WDEN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.):  The  hon.  Member  for  Bnsiol 
seems  to  consider  that  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Committee  on  the 
Navy  ESstimates  last  year  has  satis- 
fied  all  reasonable  men  that  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  and  its  dependents  are 
are  not  profligate  wasters.  Now,  I  have 
never  gone  so  far  as  to  say  that  they 
are.  On  the  contrary,  in  their  conduct 
of  business  during  the  last  three  years 
they  have  effected  a  marked  improvement 
and  a  real  reform  in  the  administration 
of  the  Navy,  which  had  previously  been 
extremely  lax.  But  I  see  no  reason  why 
still  further  reforms  should  not  be 
made.  I  should  like  to  know  if  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Committee  up- 
stairs has  satisfied  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bristol  (Colonel 
Hill)  that  the  statements  now  made 
by  the  responsible  officers  of  the 
Admiralty  are  reconcileable  with  the 
remarkable  statements  which  were 
then  made  by  experts  employed  by  the 
Adknirally.  I  did  not  gather .  from  my 
hon.  ana  gallant  Friend,  either  lart 
night  or  to-day,  that  the  statements 
made  by  Admiral  Sir  Arthur  Hood 
before  the  Committee,  and  the  state- 
ments which  he  subsequently  made  to 
the  Board,  have  sufficiently  attracted  his 
attention.  At  all  events,  I  perceived  no 
indication  of  that  in  the  remarks  with 
which  he  has  favoured  the  House.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  debateji 
which  have  taken  place  upon  the  Naval 
Defence  Bill  have  brought  out  promin- 
ently two  important  points.  First,  the 
entire  absence  of  argument  or  reasoning 
in  favour  of  these  propsals ;  second,  the 
difficulty  of  accepting  these  propossis  in 
face  of  the  conflicting  opinions  previously 
expressed  to  us  by  responsible  offiddb. 
The  Chancellor  of  Uie  Exchequer  assured 
us  the  other  night  that  it  was  the  desire  of 
the  GKivemment  to  take  the  House  into 
their  confidence,  and  yet  I  find  that  they 
have  not  taken  us  at  all  into  their  con- 
fidence. We  have  had  no  reason  assigned 
for  their  extraordinary  change  of  opinion^ 
nor  have  we  received  any  explanation  of 
the  causes  which  have  brought  it  about. 
The  remarkable  statements  which  were 
made  by  the  First  Naval  Lord  before  tte 
Committee  last  year,  contrasted  with 
those  which  have  been  made  quite  re« 
oently,  will  be  recollected  by  those  who 


1377 


Naval 


{May  7,  1889} 


D»feHce  Bill. 


187* 


be  left  in  such  matters  to  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Govern  ment.  After  all, 
the  beet  check  on  that  responsibility, 
and  the  only  check  upon  wasteful  and 
extravagant  expenditure,  is  the  neces- 
sity of  providing  the  means  within  the 
year — namely,  by  an  increased  taxation, 
if  an  increase  be  necessary.  But  if  once 
that  check  is. removed,  and  if  you  pro- 
vide for  increased  expenditure  out  of 
the  means  of  future  years,  and  if  you 
make  up  present  expenditure  by  post 
obit*  upon  the  future,  it  appears  to  me 
that  all  check  upon  prudence  is  thrown 
away,  and  you  are  launched  into  un- 
wise and  unnecessary  expenditure  to  an 
unlimited  amount.  Now,  for  my  part, 
I  object  to  the  present  proposals  on  two 
main  grounds.  The  first  has  reference 
to  finance,  and  the  second  to  shipbuild- 
ing. I  object  to  the  financial  scheme 
contained  in  this  Bill,  in  part  because  I 
find  that  it  spreads  the  expenditure  over 
a  few  years,  that  it  ties  the  hands  of 
Parliament  by  making  it  a  statutory 
obligation  upon  the  Government  to  carry 
to  completion  the  plan  of  building  so 
large  a  number  of  vessels,  and  that  it 
introduces  into  the  financial  arrange- 
ments of  this  country  a  wholly  and 
totally  new  principle  of  a  very  dangerous 
character,  it  withdraws  altogether  from 
the  control  of  Parliament  me  expendi- 
ture upon  the  shipbuilding  Vote  for  the 
next  four  or  five  years.  I  principally 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out  my 
objection  to  this  scheme  from  the  ship- 
building point  of  view.  That  objection 
is  mainly  on  this  ground  :  it  obliges  the 
Admiralty  to  commence  at  once,  or  within 
a  short  time,  not  fewer  than  70  vessels. 
That  is  what  the  noble  Lord  has 
frequently  described  as  a  spasmodic  ship- 
building policy,  and  one  which  he  has 
frequently  denounced  in  this  House  as 
being  of  a  dangerous  character.  I  do 
not  think  any  Naval  Minister  has  so 
often,  so  fully,  and  so  ably  denounced 
that  policy  as  the  noble  liord  himself. 
If  I  remind  the  House  of  his  previous 
utterances,  it  is  not,  I  can  assure  the 
House,  for  the  purpose  of  convicting 
him  of  any  inoonaistency  in  the  matter, 
but  because  I  thoroaghlj  anree  with 
him  in  all  that  ha  said  from  that 
point  of  view  in  the  past  year.  I  have 
iireqaentlj  got  m  and  expressed  my 
agreement  with  nim^  and  I  think  the 
nobk  Lord  will  remember  that  last 
jmt  hm  defended  Ubnaetf  and  his  policy 


against  the  attacks  made  upon  both  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone,  and  when  he  resisted  the  proposals 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone,  to  commence  at  once  the  building 
of  a  large  number  of  vessels,  I  got  up 
immediately  after  the  noble  Lord  ana 
said  I  agreed  with  every  single  word  he 
had  spoken,  and  I  endeavoured  to  enforce 
his  arguments  with  some  others  that 
occurred  to  me.  Therefore,  I  hope  the 
noble  Lord  will  acquit  me  of  anything 
like  Party  feeling  in  the  matter.  I 
should  be  extremely  glad  if  I  could 
follow  the  noble  Lord  in  his  present 
proposals,  but  I  assure  him  that  I 
cannot  conscientiously  do  so.  So  far 
as  I  know  the  Goverment  have  pro- 
duced  no  facts  whatever,  no  arguments 
whatever  for  their  change  of  policy. 
Now  the  delarations  of  policy  which  the 
noble  Lord  made  last  year,  or  during 
1 0  months,  were  not  mere  casual  obser- 
vations, the  result  of  the  "jog  trot" 
policy  which  he  had  inheritea  from  his 
predecessors;  they  were  the  deliberate 
expressions  of  a  policy  formed  after 
careful  consideration  with  his  coUeagues, 
and  announced  not  merely  once  or 
twice,  but  on  numerous  occasions  to  this 
House.  I  have  endeavoured  to  collect 
these  various  statements  of  the  noble 
Lord  into  certain  propositions  of 
policy,  taking,  as  far  as  I  can,  the 
actual  words  of  the  noble  Lord  on 
different  occasions,  and  I  have  put 
them  together  in  a  form  which  indicates 
a  definite  policy  on  the  whole  subject, 
and  I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will  not 
think  I  have  done  him  injustice  by  the 
way  in  which  I  have  put  them  together. 
It  would  take  rather  too  long  to  quote 
all  the  speeches  on  the  subject,  and  I 
therefore  thought  it  better  to  put  them 
together  in  the  form  of  propositions. 
The  first  of  these  propositions  is  this. 
It  has  reference  to  what  will  bo  the 
actual  state  of  the  Navy  under  the  pro- 
gramme which  he  laid  before  us  last 
year,  in  April,  1890.  The  noble  Lord 
(Hamilton)  told  us  that-^ 

**B7  AprU,  1890,  when  the  ships  buUdin^  in 
our  own  Dockyards,  and  those  of  France  are 
completed,  our  Nary  in  respeot  of  ironclads 
and  cruisers  will  show  a  very  great  superiority 
in  force  over  those  of  France  and  will  be 
superior  to  those  of  France  and  Russia  com- 
bined, and  France  and  Italy  combined.  He 
gave  us  also  ,the  tonnage  of  armoured  vaisels 
as  follows:  England,  811,000.  France  184,000, 
Russia,  75,000,  an  excess  for  England,  64,000* 
or  equal  to  seven  large  irondads.' ' 
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is  that  it  will  only  stimulate  other 
Powers  to  adopt  the  same  coarse,  and 
thus  entail  fresh  expenditure  on  the 
part  of  tills  country,  indeed,  this  would 
appear  to  be  the  case  from  what  has 
already  been  said  in  the  German  Parlia- 
ment, and  in  other  countries  ;  and  I 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  this 
great  increase  in  our  Navy  will  inyolve 
a  relative  increase  in  that  of  France. 
Indeed,  I  will  venture  to  point  out  that 
for  the  last  60  or  70  years,  ever  since  the 
rteeX  Napoleonic  war,  it  has  been  the 
deliberate  policy  of  France  to  keep  her 
Navy  within  a  certain  proportion  of  that 
of  this  country.  This  was  pointed  out  by 
the  late  Mr.  Gobden,  in  a  pamphlet  he 
published  in  1859 — namely,  that  it  had 
been  the  policy  of  France  for  the  pre- 
vious fifty  years,  always  to  maintain  her 
Navy  in  the  proportion  of  two  to  three 
of  the  ships  laid  down  by  this  country, 
and  he  quoted  figures  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  that  for  periods  of  five  years 
during  that  time,  taking  the  averages 
for  each,  that  proportion  was  invariably 
kept  up.     Mr.  Gobden  said: — 

*'  In  comparing  the  expenditure  of  the  two 
countries,  it  will  be  observed  that  they  almost 
invariably  rise  and  fall  together.  In  the  long 
run  this  must  be  the  case,  because  it  has  always 
been  the  recognized  policy  of  the  two  Govern- 
ments to  observe  a  certain  relation  to  one 
another.  Looking  back  for  nearly  a  century, 
we  shall  find  that  in  time  of  peace  France  has 
been  accustomed  to  maintain  a  Kaval  force  not 
greatly  varying  from  the  proportion  of  2-3  of 
our  own.** 

If  hon.  Members  will  look  at  the 
amounts  spent  in  the  dockyards  it  will  be 
seen  that  where  England  spent  31 
millions  in  the  25  years  before  Mr. 
Gobden  wrote,  France  spent  22  mil- 
lions, which  is  almost  the  exact  pro- 
portion, and  if  you  take  the  last  25  years 
it  will  be  seen  that  where  the  cost  of  new 
ships  in  England  has  been  4 1  millions, 
the  expenditure  in  France  has  been  28 
millions,  showing  a  similar  propor- 
tion of  two  to  three.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  is  the  deliberate  policy 
of  France  to  keep  her  Navy  up  to  that 
proportion,  and  that  whatever  we  do 
in  tne  way  of  increasing  our  Navy  will 
be  followed  by  France  in  a  similar  ratio. 
If,  therefore,  we  now  ezpend,  by  a  spas- 
modic effort,  the  sum  often  millions  on 
our  Navy  the  French  (Government  will 
in  all  probability  spend  six  millions,  in 
ezoeoa  <A  their  eatiiiuitosi  and  at  the  end 
of  the  pcoriod  (nver  whioh  fliia  eKpenditure 
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is  to  run  the  relative  proportions  of  our 
naval  strength  will  be  found  to  be  the 
same,  and  it  will  be  seen  that  our  effort 
had  been  practically  useless.  The  real 
fact  of  the  matter  is  that  France  is  much 
more  afraid  of  the  increase  of  this 
country's  Navy  than  we  are  of  the 
increase  of  the  Navy  of  France.  That 
country  has  during  the  last  25  years 
greatly  extended  her  responsibilities  in 
directions  away  from  her  own  shores. 
She  has  greatly  increased  her  empire, 
not  only  in  Oochin  Ghina  and  Tonquin, 
but  in  Africa,  and  has  extended  her  in- 
terests in  other  parts  of  the  world,  and  in 
the  event  of  a  war  with  this  country  all 
these  interests  would  be  jeopardized, 
and  in  a  very  short  time  France  might 
be  cut  off  from  communication  with  all 
her  outlying  dependencies  in  different 
parts  of  the  world.  We  should  also 
remember  that  the  French  Navy  is 
to  a  large  extent  an  artificial  one, 
and  is  not  based  as  is  our  Navy 
on  her  commerdal  strength.  In  the 
event  of  its  being  largely  reduced  by  war 
the  French  Navy  could  not  easily  be  re-' 
newed  ;  but  in  our  case  the  strength  of 
the  English  Navy  rests  on  a  commercial 
basis.  I  need  not  refer  to  the  strength 
which  this  country  possesses  in  its  ship- 
building yards — a  strength  so  great  that 
we  are  enabled  to  turn  out  more  than  one 
million  tons  a-year  ;  while  the  exertions 
we  might  make  in  a  case  of  necessity 
would  be  greater  than  has  ever  been 
known  in  the  past.  For  my  part  I 
cannot  conceive  any  motive  that  should 
induce  France  to  enter  into  a  naval  war 
with  this  country.  I  have  confidence, 
and  I  think  this  House  may  have  con- 
fidence in  our  own  strength,  so  that 
there  is  no  occasion  to  g^ve  way  to  those 
unworthy  fears  and  alarms  which  are  to 
a  large  extent  the  cause  of  the  present 
proposal  of  Her  Majesty  Government. 
There  is  another  point  of  view  with 
regard  to  this  proposition  on  which  I 
ma^  be  allowed  to  say  a  word  and  that 
is  in  reference  to  the  question  of  the 
types  of  the  vessels  to  be  built.  It  is 
proposed  to  commit  the  Government  to 
the  construction  of  no  less  than  71 
vessels  of  particular  types.  There  are 
to  be  ten  large  irondads,  eight  of 
which  are  to  be  larger  than  any  yet 
laid  down  and  two  of  a  slightly  smaller 
size,  the  ten  together  costing  upwards 
of  ten  millions.  It  is  also  intended  to 
lay  down  no  fewer  than  39  cruisers.    I 
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woulii  venture  <:o  Adk  hon.  Memb«fr>  Co  , 
l«v)k  hack  and  say  vixen  in  :h«  p«dt  liid 
any  Gorem  meat   propiMe  co  speod  ten , 
mi  i  Hon  A  extra  on  iroacladu  ?     Would  it 
havA  been  thought  viae  to  have  :§p«nt  tan 
milliona  on  shipa  of  the  Wgrn^r  cIam^  or  , 
tlui  same  Aum  on  ^hipa  of  the  ^^ai&M  ; 
elaiw.    For  that  anm  we  mighc  hare  had  , 
20  flhipa  of  the  ^^rritr  type  and  15  oi  . 
the    •*<W6tit  Cjpe.      Moreorer,  would  it , 
have  been  wiae  to  hare  built  II  or  12 
▼euel8  of  che  N%U  or  Traf^w  clase.     I 
▼entnre  to  aak,  if  it  would  not  haTe  been  : 
wine  then,  whj  should  it  be  considered 
wise  DOW?      Every  reason  that  would  . 
have   made    such   a  course  unwise    in 
the  pant  must  equally  make  it  unwise 
in    the    future.      It    is    quite     certain  ; 
that    we    have    not    yet    reached     the ; 
limit  of  invention  in  regard  to  ships  and  > 
arrnAments.     Never   at  any   time  have  - 
the  improvements  been  greater,  whether 
in  respect  of  ships  or  ((uns.  than  at  the 
present  moment ;  and  therefore  it  seems 
to  me  Ut  ^>e  unwise  to  spend  a  laree  sum 
of   money   in   (^>mmittiDg  ourselves  to  - 
vessels  of  one  type      No  man  can  say  < 
what  the  next  few  years  may  not  bring  \ 
forth,  and  that  the  vessels  which  it  is 
now  profK»8e<]  Vu  build  will  not,  in  their 
turn,  be  rendered  as  obsr>lete  by  vessels 
of  the  future  as  they  will  render  vessels 
of  the  past.  Take  the  AtletLud  Trafalgar: 
the  vessels  it  is  proposed  to  lay  down  are 
infinitely  supfrior  to  them  in  size  and 
spee^l   and    many  other  qualities,  that 
they  wfHild  supersede  and  render  them 
obs^ilete.     Hut  in  a  few  years  the  vessels 
now   pro|K)sed  U}  be  laid  down  will  in 
their    turn   be    rendere<l    obsolete,  and 
be    siipersede<l     by    other    and    better 
vessels.    I  do  not  put  this  forward  as  an 
argument   for   doing   nothing ;    on    the 
contrary,  1  think  the  noble  Lord  would 
be  wise  to  lay  down  one  or  two  ironclads 
a -year   during    the    last   three   years. 
'i*wf»  or  three  years  ago  I  moved  for  a 
f^iinmission   of    Enquiry   in   regard   to 
types  of   vessels,    and    I   then   said   it 
would  be  wise  to  lay  down  two  iron- 
clads  year  by  year,  but  it  would  not  be 
wise  for  us  to  commit  ourselves  to  the 
spasmodic   policy  of  laying    down    an 
enormous  number  of  vessels  at  one  and 
the  same  time.     U  this  policy  bo  sound 
as  to  ironclads,  it  is  still  more  as  regards 
cruisers  ;  and  I  say  that  to  lay  down  39 
cruisers  at  one  time  and  of  one  class,  is 
fraught  with  the  same  danger  aa  to  the 
future  as  to  pursue  the  same  policy  with 
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«>  ahi  i  of  the  larg«  tyfn 
btwauM  they  il  as  <  irteinly  btii|» 
sad«d  in  the  :  e  bj  Tenekof  grali! 

sp«ed  and  power  aa  theTOMalsnow|» 
poiwd  will  snpeiaede  thoee  of  As  a*  I 
^uDponing  we  lay  down  tiieselOiioaMii 
and  39  cmisezs  during  the  preaeot  m  | 
and  som<^  two  yean  henoe  the  Fnwilf 
down  five  iroaelada  of  a  superior  da 
to  ours,  namdy,  faster  shipa  and  silk 
heavier  armaments — and  suppoaiagthf 
also  lay  down  twenty  omisers  of  sapaar 
speed  to  our  33,  which  may  be  the  oMk 
where   should  we  then   be  ?     Wl^  «• 
should  only  have  to  be^n  again.   Ail 
then.  I  suppose,  we  are  to   go  on,  j« 
after  year,    l«yi^   down    Toaaels.  fak  \ 
then   when  the  French    increase  &■ 
Navy,    we  shall  haTe    to    meet  ttoe 
French  shipe  with  others  of  the  mm 
type.     I  think  this  alone  is  an  aigniMtf 
for  prudence  and  caution  in  oar  ihf' 
building  policy,  an  ar^ptment    agaiirt 
rushing    headlonff    into    boilding  SQ 
one  type  of  vesaela.     And  I  think  aH 
this  is  a  strong  proof  that  the   piosit 
policy  of  the  Government  is  an  unwie 
one.     I  have  already  pointed  onti  tti 
noble  Lord    in  one    of    his    oposohM 
last  year,   said   there  noTer  had  bsii 
a  case  in  which  ¥oaaolB  laid  down  tf 
the  dozen,    had    not   prored    to   haft 
most  serious  defects,  which  might  hsft 
been  avoided  by  greater  thought,  lal 
by  not  laying  down  ao   many   at  thi 
same   tim?.      Now,    there    is     a    vsiy 
remarkable    illustration    of    thia.     !■ 
1659,  there  wa»  an  alarm   about  iha 
Navy,  and  Sir  John  Paekington  oaaM 
down  to  the  House  and  reoommeodsd 
a  considerable   increase  of  the    Navy. 
He   proposed  that  19  sailing   line  of 
battle  sailing  ships  should  be  oonTcried 
into  steamers,  and  at  the  aame  time,  he 
proposed    the    conversion    of    a    liunp 
number  of  other  vessels.     I  think  the 
Naval  Votes  of  that  year  were  inoreaaod 
from  £8,800,000  to  £12,500,000,  an  in- 
crease of  nearly  four  milliona  steriing. 
and  no  fewer  than  67  veeaela  were  la 
hand  at  the  same  time,  either  for  ooe- 
version     or    sew    construction.       That 
number    bears   a    striking  oompariaoe 
with  the  present  proposal  of  the  Ooycm- 
ment.     What  was  the  result  f    I  take 
the    following    account    from    an    ia- 
teresting  article  on  the   Navy  in  the 
"  £ncyclop»dia  Brittanioa  *'  :<— 


<*  Unhsp]^ly  sll  thsM  woodai  lias-sl-1___ 
Bhipi  snd  mgatM  were  loon  found  to  base  ihI 
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addition  to  the  force  of  the  If atJi  and  many 
of  them  were  not  even  oooinleted.  The  iron* 
]»]ated  ohipe  building  in  Fhmoel  completely 
changed  the  position  and  raperseded  the  wooden 


Now,     Sir,    I    say    that    that    is  evi- 
dence   in    the    past    of    what    comes 
of    a    spasmodic     policy    such    as    is 
now  proposed  by  me  present  Board  of 
Admiralty,  and  I  think  it  shows  the  un- 
wisdom of  the  course  which  we  are  pro- 
posing to  take.   Let  me  for  one  moment 
put  this  question  to  the  House.     Sup- 
posing it  may  be  desirable  to  increase 
the  Navy,   is  it  wise  to   do  it  by    a 
spasmodic  effort  of  this  kind,  or  would 
it  not  be  wiser  to  add  to  the  normal  ex- 
penditure on  the  Navy  under  the  Navy 
Votes,  and  spread  that  increase  over  a 
certain  number  of  years.    It  is  proposed 
to  expend  during  the  next  four  years 
£21,000,000  on  new  ships,  and  on  ships 
now  in  hand  something  like  £1,600,000 
is  required  for  their  completion,  making 
a  total  of  £22,600,000,  the  expenditure 
of  which  will  be  spread  four  and  a  half 
years.  Why  not  spread  it  over  six  years  ? 
If  you  did  that  would  give  you  £3,700,000 
yearly,  and  by  adding  a  sum  of  £500,000 
to   the   normal  votes,    and   by    voting 
£3,700,000    for    six    years   instead   of 
£3,200,000,  you  would   at  the  end  of 
six  years  have  the  same  result  as  you 
are  now  proposing  to  achieve  by  spread- 
ing the  expenditure  over  four  and  a  half 
years.     I  cannot  but  think  myself,  that 
that  would  be  the  wiser  course  to  adopt, 
and  instead  of  laying  down  these  seventy 
vessels  at  once,  you  might  lay  down  a 
certain  number  immediately,  and  in  two 
.or  three  years  the  remainder.     Thus 
you  would  avoid  this  spasmodic  increase 
which  the  noble  Lord  himself  has  so  often 
condemned.    Now  on  the  general  point 
of  the  increase  of  naval  expenditure,  I 
should  like  in  that  connection  to  quote 
to  the  House,  the  opinion  of  one  of  the 
ablest  and  most  wise  and  prudent  states- 
men that  ever  governed  this  country. 
I  mean  the  late  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  who  in 
the  last  Session  in   which  he  was  in 
this  House,  and  in  one  of  the  very  last 
speeches  which  he  delivered,  addressed 
himself  specially  to  the  inexpediency  of 
the  Qovemment  being  guided  by  naval 
opinion  only,  in  regard  to  public  ex- 
penditure.   He  said : — 


« In  time  of  peace  yon  most  be  content  to 
incur  tome  risks  if  yon  will  have  all  oar  means 
of  defeooe^  naval  and  military,  in  a  perfect 


state.  I  venture  to  say  that  no  amount  of  annual 
revenue  would  be  sufficient  to  meet  such 
demands,  if  you  adopt  the  opinions  of  military 
and  naval  men,  anxious  for  the  complete 
security  of  every  available  point,  and  naturally 
anxious  to  throw  upon  you  the  whole  respon- 
sibility for  loss  in  the  event  of  war  suddenly 
breaking  out,  you  would  overwhelm  this  country 
with  taxes  in  time  of  peace.  We  should  beat 
consult  the  true  interests  of  our  country  by 
husbanding  our  resources  in  time  of  peace,  and 
instead  of  a  lavish  expenditure  on  all  means  of 
defence  by  placing  some  trust  in  the  latent  and 
dormant  energies  of  the  nation,  and  acting  upon 
the  confidence  that  a  just  cause  will  rally  k 
great  and  glorious  nation  round  the  national 
standard,  and  enable  us  to  defy  the  menaces  of 
any  foreign  Power." 

That  was  said   in    1860,    a  short  time 
before  the  death  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  but 
These   were   words  of  wisdom  coming 
from  the  lips  of  one  of    the    greatest 
Ministers      we     ever     had      in     this 
country,     and    also   one    of    the    best 
economists.      If     these     words     were 
wise    then,     I    venture    to    say     that 
they    would    be   far   wiser   now.     Ke- 
member  that  the  naval    and   military 
expenditure  of  this  country  has   more 
than    doubled    since   then,    and    from 
figures  which  I  have  before  me  I  gather 
that  the  relative  increase  in  this  country 
has  been  greater  than  that  of  Austria, 
France  and  Bussia   put   together.     la 
18r>9    the   expenditure  by  these  three 
nations   upon  their  armies   and  navies 
amounted  to  50  millions;  in  1888  it  was 
78  millions.     In  this  country  in  1869  it 
was  21   millions;     in  1888  it  was  32^^ 
millions,  and  during  the  present  year 
we  are  actually  proposing  to  spend  not 
less  than  3*5^  millions.    In  my  opinion 
the  effect  of  this  spasmodic  increase  of 
the  Navy  will  be  to  stimulate    other 
powers  to  increase  their  navies ;   it  will 
widen  the  ever-increasing  ranks  of  those- 
who  look  at  such  questions  from  one 
point  of  view  only  and  swell  the  number 
of  panic  mongers.   It  will  stimulate  still 
further  the  birth  of  inventions  in  warlike 
engines  of  all  kinds  which  will  supersede 
all  that  has  gone  before,  and  involve  us- 
in    still    further    expenditure    In   my 
opinion,  it  is  equally  unsound  from  a 
financial  point  of  view,  and  from  a  ship- 
building point  of  view,   and  it  is  also 
impolitic  and  wasteful  in  the  highest 
possible  degree.     I  shall  therefore  vote' 
against  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill. 


AT^ifTttAT.  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest) :  I  have  listened  with, 
great  care  to  what  has  been  said  by 
speakers  on  the  other  side  of  the  House^ 
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mad^  za  die  ^pi^oms  if  Har  ICajetfr  9 
GiJ^^iiiTninif  and  I  Sad  diar  ai«  a^ae- 
tkHUtodw  Nc7«LD«£meftBuIspp«arai 

df  dk#  him.  XrailMn  fi^r  TThi^tti  iCiiii 
aad  B«^]i«I  Grwa  ami  of  dke  Bihi. 
BnoitfC  dM  M«nilMr  for  CaefcanmMidLp 
wfco    }uMm     d    ^iunt     im     anj    vmI 

-weaker  Xarj  ve  Idolw^^  die  ftrooger 
w«  are,  and  dias  di*  riMi  wij  to  go 
iato  die  eoamsk  o€  Eaio^  wxA  full 
weigitt  u  wi&  aa  iiuffiaflit  Navj: 
or  better  itil!.  I  preffinii«^  widi  no  Na:T7 
at  alL  TIm  ^ecmd  objeetkMi  ia  00  tiiia 
financial  qnefldon,  whick  was  raned  bj 
die  hon.  Member  for  Sovdi  Edzabvr;^ ; 
and  tb«  thhi]  haa  refereneeto  die  desgna 
rA  die  ftiups  propoeed  to  be  builty  wkieh 
hare  been  touched  on  maialT  bj  dw 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose on  the  se^^osd  reading  of  the  BOl 
to  deal  with  the  subject  of  the  designs 
which  can  be  maeh  better  digcnwod  in 
Committee,  bat  I  wish  to  saj  a  few 
words  on  the  other  paints.  The  right 
hon.  gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolrer- 
hampton  scoots  the  opinion  that  any- 
body on  that  side  of  the  House  would 
desire  anything  bat  a  most  efficient 
Nary,  lliat  remark  is,  I  am  glad  to 
notice,  cheered  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  gangway  opposite.  Bat  sir,  what 
is  the  language  made  ase  of  by  the  three 
hon.  Members  whose  opinion  I  have 
quoted  in  stating  the  first  groond  of 
objection.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hag- 
ger«ton  and  others  have  sereral  times 
declarer]  this  increase  to  be  wholly 
unnecessary,  and  that  in  their  opinions 
-we  havA  got  a  Nary  sufficiently  strong 
for  all  our  jmrposes.  There  is,  however, 
only  one  solid  and  serious  objection  that 
can  be  taken  to  the  Bill,  ana  that  is  for 
any  Ffon.  Member  to  get  up  in  his 
pla<;e  and  show,  not  merely  by  quota- 
tions from  speeches  and  vague  state- 
men  tn,  but  by  facts  and  figures, 
that  we  hare  now  as  strong  a  Nary  as 
the  countrj  requires.  There  has  been 
no  attempt  to  show  anything  of  the 
kind.  No  doubt  hon.  Members  may 
prove  to  their  own  satisfaction  that  the 
utterances  of  the  First  Lord  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  last  year 
were  not  quite  consistent  with  those  of 
this  year,  but  however  that  may  be, 
their  utterances  now  are  in  aocord  with 
.the  whole  professional  opinion  of  this 
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BOW  win  occur  again  a  feiw  years 
The  Xavy  will  be  allowed  t>  run  dovB, 
and  anodier  sum  of  10  or  20  milTini 
win  have  to  be  voted  to  pot  it  in  the 
stats  in  which  it  ought  to  be.  Ik  a 
debate  of  this  kind  argumeBts  of  a  very 
eurxooa  nature  are  ofteB  used.  lot 
instanee,  we  have  bees  told  by  move 
than  one  hon.  Member  that  tiie  streogth 
of  the  Fleet  depends  upon  the  policj  oC 
the  eoxmtry .  I  do  not  assent  to  that ;  I 
maintain  diat  the  pc^icy  of  the  oountzj 
very  often  depends  much  move  upon 
the  strength  of  the  Fleets  and  it  is  only 
by  having  a  strong  Fleet  diat  a  proper 
and  bold  foreign  pofiej  is  possible. 
If  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Oockermouth  and  those  who  think  with 
him  are  really  serious  in  their  views ; 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch  ought  to  have  been  moved 
on  Vote  1,  so  as  to  refuse  to  grant 
men  or  money  to  the  Navy  at  all.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  prefer — ^when  the  Gherman  Em- 
peror comes  over  here — ^that  instead  of 
making  a  display  of  a  vast  number  of 
ironclads,  we  should  show  him  the 
beautiful  anchorage  at  Spithead,  empty 
of  all  vessels  except  a  few  colliers ;  and 
that,  instead  of  a  Naval  Beview,  there 
shoiild  be  a  procession  of  punts  up  the 
Thames.  This  would  be  eminently 
peaceful,  and  highly  economieal,  and  I 
suppose  the  hon.  Baronet  would  think 
more  conducive  to  the  dignity  and  power 
of  England !  But  what  would  be  the 
effect  on  the  mind  of  the  Teutonic  Prince, 
if,  when  we  went  into  the  councils  of 
Europe,  we  should  say,  <*  We  have  dis- 
banded our  Navy ;  we  ask  you  to  dis- 
band your  armies,"  what  would  be 
thought  of  such  a  proposal?  Hon. 
Gentlemen  cannot  be  serious  in  such  a 
policy,  and  yet  that  is  the  logical  outcome 
of  what  they  propose.  One  of  the  objec- 
tions raised  by  tne  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
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the  Member  for  Bradford  to  increasing 
our  fleet  is  that  the  French  will  follow 
oar  example  and  bnild  up  to  the  same 
mark.  If  we  were  to  increase  onr  Army 
so  as  to  vie  with  Continental  armies, 
there  might  be  some  force  in  that  objec- 
tion ;  but  our  Navy  is  our  great  reli- 
ance, and  it  is  unlTcrsaUj  admitted  that 
England  should  be  preponderant  as  a 
Naval  Power.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man quoted  Mr.  Oobden  as  baring  said 
that  our  Nary  should  be  to  the  navy  of 
France  as  three  to  two ;  but  why  did 
he  not  add  that  Mr.  Oobden  said  that  if 
France  attempted  to  alter  that  propor- 
tion he  would  be  the  first  to  vote 
£100,000,000,  if  necessary,  to  maintain 
it.  Why,  Sir,  France  has  already  mate- 
rially altered  that  ratio.  And  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of  what 
France  may  do,  he  might  have  gone 
farther  and  shown  what  is  Continental 
opinion  on  this  subject.  Major  Wachs, 
of  the  German  army,  save  this  opinion 
of  our  naval  strength.     He  wrote: — 

<*  Foreigners  may  well  doubt  if  England  rules 
the  sea ;  but  E!ngland  herself,  despite  her 
admirals  and  generals,  and  in  utter  misconcep- 
tion of  facts  which  prove  that  the  Empire's 
rule  over  the  waves  is  a  thing  of  the  past,  still 
places  unlimited  confidence  in  her  fleet.** 

If  hon.  Gentlemen  had  read  the  debates 
in  the  French  Chamber  they  would  see 
that  Admiral  Dompierre  d'Homoy 
said : — "  The  Mediterranean,  too,  ought 
to  be  a  French  lake."  I  do  not  know 
whether  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  assent 
to  that  proposition ;  if  so,  the  sooner 
we  give  up  Malta  and  Gibraltar,  and 
disband  our  fleet,  the  better.  Napoleon 
the  First,  as  is  well  known,  said  that  if 
he  were  master  of  the  Channel  for  six 
hours,  he  would  be  master  of  the  world. 
The  Beport  of  the  French  Budget  Com- 
mitee  for  1888  says  that  the  programme, 
if  carried  out  at  once,  would  assure  to 
them  ''une  superiority  maritime  surtoutee 
les  autres  nations ;  "  and  yet  we  are  told, 
because  we  are  going  to  prevent  that, 
we  are  inciting  the  French  to  build  more 
ships.  I  listened  attentively  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham.  Few  Members  are  better 
qualified  to  express  an  opinion  on  these 
matters  than  he  is.  He  is  not  likely  to 
be  in  favour  of  Government  proposals 
generally,  yet  he  considers  this  is  a  wise 
and  a  moderate  programme.  I  think  his 
opinion  should  have  some  weight 
in  this  House.  Of  ooune,  a  debate  of  this 


kind  cannot  be  expected  to  take  place 
without  the  usual  attack  upon  the  unfor- 
tunate Admirals.  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site claim  to  be  the  special  representa-' 
tives  of  democracy ;  but  one  of  the  great 
points  in  a  democracy  is  that  the  people> 
are  to  be  free  to  elect  whom  they  please  toi 
represent  them.    A  sensible  democracy* 
would  naturally  think  that,  as  millions* 
are  voted  every  year  for  the  Navy,  thiere 
ought  to  be  in  the  House  some  men  who 
know  one  end  of  a  ship  from  the  other. 
The  paucity   of  our  numbers  may  ba 
pleaded  as  some  palliation  of  our  pre* 
sence  in  the  House  at  all.     I  am  sorry 
that  my  Friend  the  hon.    Member  for 
Oldham,  has  in  this  matter,  been   led 
astray  by.  hon.   Members  opposite ;  but 
that  hon.  Gentleman  was  rather  roughlyi 
handled  by  a  naval  officer  a  short  time^ 
ago,  unjustly  so,  as  I  think,  and  he  had- 
a  debt  to  pay.    Having  paid  the  debt,  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  will  take  a  more 
just  view  of  us  poor  people,  who,  at  leasts 
set  a  good  example,   never  taking  up 
the    time    of    the   House    except    on 
questions  as    to   which  they   are  sup- 
posed to  have  some  slight  knowledge ! 
The    democracy,    whether    classes    or 
masses,  always  receive  admirals  in  the 
same  way,  and  admirals  are  never  afraid 
of  going  among  them,  or  in  any  doubt 
of  the  reception  they  will  get.     However 
much  some   gentlemen   may  desire  to 
take  away  the  very  small  stipend  which 
a  generous  country  gives  her  admirals 
for  being  ready  to  be  killed  whenever, 
gentlemen  opposite  or  those  on  this  side, 
chose  to  proclaim  war,  it  is  easy  to  know^ 
when  there  is  actual  danger,  in  whom 
the   country    puts    its    trust.      When, 
we    are    taunted    with    forming    ''a 
syndicate  of   admirals,"    and    causing! 
panic,  my  answer  is  that  our  object  iai^ 
to  allay  panic,  and  to  prevent  Ministerac 
comiog  down,  as  they  did  a  few  yearsc 
ago,  and  asking  for  £11,  Ou  0,000  solely, 
because  everything  had  been  allowed  to« 
run  down  to  sero.    Sir  T.  Brassey  askedi 
for  £4,000,000  additional  for  the  Navyt 
in  1884,  and  yet  that  was  the  very  yean 
in  which  Lord  Northbrook  said  he  would 
not  know  what  to  do  with  £3,000,000  if » 
they  were  g^ven  to  him.    I  am  not  find^» 
ing  fault  with  Lord  Northbrook;  I  ami 
merely  pointing  out  that  this  is  no  new 
thing,    and   when    the  hon.    Members^ 
quote   the   opinion  of   the  First  Lord 
expressed  some  time  ago  that  does  not  • 
really  in  the  least  afifect  the   matter.. 
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the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  (Lord  B.  OhurchUl). 
To  my  mind  boui  lists  are  mis- 
leading with  regard  to  the  effective 
forces  of  the  Nary.  The  number  of 
ships  set  out  in  the  Betom  granted  to 
the  noble  Lord  is  373,  whereas  the 
number  set  out  in  the  list  in  the*  Naval 
Estimates  is  only  267.  How  do  the 
Admiralty  account  for  this  discrepancy  ? 
But  in  order  to  arrive  at  the  effective 
force  at  the  disposal  of  the  country, 
it  is  necessary  to  eliminate  a  very 
Large  number  of  non  -  combatant 
ships  which  appear  annually  in  the 
Naval  Estimates  list.  I  find  in  the  Esti- 
mates for  this  year  that  the  number  of 
non-combatant  ships  is  1 86.  This  leaves 
81  fighting  ships.  To  these  are  to  be 
added  43  ships  which  are  set  out  in  the 
programme,  and  which  are  nearly  ready, 
and  seven  first-class  line  of  battle  ships, 
eix  belted  cruisers,  and  two  vessels  of 
the  second  class,  58  in  all.  When  these 
vessels  are  completed  we  shaU  have, 
according  to  the  Navy  List,  139  ships, 
and  not  373  as  set  out  in  the  Betum 
fi^ranted  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
lor  Paddington.  I  understand  that,  by 
the  Bill  now  under  consideration,  it  is 
intended  to  add,  during  the  next  five 
years,  to  the  139  ships,  70  fighting  ships 
of  various  classes  at  an  increased  abnor- 
mal cost  of  something  like  £12,500,000. 
But  hon.  Members  must  understand  that 
the  increased  cost  now  set  out  repre- 
sents a  very  small  proportion  of  the 
annual  increased  cost  which  must 
eventually  be  attached  to  the  commis- 
sioning of  these  ships.  When  com- 
pleted, the  ships  will  require  coal, 
stores,  boilers,  and  machinerv,  altera- 
tions, and  repairs.  There  will  be  a  large 
amount  of  depreciation  every  year,  m 
fact,  the  depreciation  account  as  set  out 
in  the  Betum  granted  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington,  is  some- 
thing like  10  per  cent.  If  all  these  ships 
are  to  be  placed  in  commission  on  a  war 
footing,  the  annual  increase  to  the  Naval 
Estimates  must  be  something  very  oon- 
fliderable,  indeed  almost  intolerable. 
Is  it,  indeed,  that  all  these  ships  shall 
be  placed  on  a  war  footing,  or  are  some 
of  taem  to  be  maintained  intact  as  new 
ships  to  be  used  only  as  reserves.  I 
oonteod  there  would  be  no  neeessity 
to  pljMe  aU  these  new  vessels  in 
4X>miiiiasiony  inaamooh  as  they  may  be 
maintained   in   an  efficient   condition 


by  being  utilized  now  and  then  for 
experimental  purposes  only.  Now,  Sir, 
if  the  policy  of  the  Government  is  to  be 
one  of  non-intervention  in  European 
affairs,  I  contend  that  there  is  no  neces- 
sity to  ask  for  this  large  increase  in  the 
number  of  our  ships.  There  is  no 
reason  why  there  should  not  be 
some  rearrangement  of  the  dis- 
position of  our  fleet.  At  the 
present  moment  we  have  the 
best  of  the  squadrons  stationed 
in  the  Mediterranean ;  we  have  23 
ships  there.  I  believe  these  ships  as  a 
rule  are  used  or  manoeuvred  in  the  way 
of  yachting  excursions  rather  than  in 
practical  work.  Why  have  we  been 
keeping  this  large  Fleet  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean ?  I  understand  the  main  object 
is  to  uphold  what  is  commonly  known 
as  the  oalance  of  power  in  Europe,  but 
if  there  be  any  balance  of  power  in 
Europe,  I  think  it  is  now  upheld  by 
the  U-erman  Emperor  or  by  the  Triple 
Alliance.  If  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  to  be  one  of  non-intervention,  a 
very  large  portion  of  the  Fleet  we  now 
have  constantly  sailing  about  the 
Mediterranean  ought  to  be  brought 
home  to  this  country.  If  we  retain  the 
best  portion  of  our  Fleet  in  the 
Mediterranean,  how  in  the  event  of 
war  will  we  be  able  to  guard  our  ports 
at  home?  Now  one  part  of  the 
programme  of  the  Government 
provides  for  an  increase  of  some- 
thing like  ten  ironclads.  At  the 
present  moment  I  only  desire  to  say 
upon  this  point  that  I  hold  the  building 
of  these  large  ironclads  to  be  nothixi|^ 
more  nor  less  than  a  waste  of  money.  It 
would  be  much  better  to  have  vessels  of 
a  smaller  size,  equally  powerful  of  the 
same  coal  capacity,  and  armed  with  one 
or  two  instead  of  four  guns  which  these 
ironclads  have.  The  programme,  too, 
provides  for  a  very  large  number  of 
cruisers.  What  is  the  object  with  which 
these  cruisers  are  to  be  built  ?  Osten- 
sibly the  object  is  that  of  protecting  our 
commerce.  If  the  Admiralty  had  told  us 
some  of  these  vessels  were  to  be  provided 
for  ocean  fighting,  I  should  have  been 
prepared  to  have  agreed  with  them,  but 
the  conveying  of  commerce  in  time  of 
war  will  be  an  utter  impossibility. 
Suppose  that  half  a-dozen  cruisers  were 
told  off  to  convoy  200  ships  of  commerce 
from  the  United  States,  and  that  on  their 
way  across  the  Atlantic  they  met  with 
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tlie  next  tive  jtMTM.  l>v  iiul  Uviiu;  4i><ri>  ' 
&DOther  aliip  at  lUI.  If  Ui«l  ■■  < 
not  tlie  Doble  JaiH'k  mtHntntn  I 
lu))>e  lie  will  uiaki'  it  i^liwr.  Inr  iJtat  i*  I 
the  idea  all  over  tbc  iiuuiilrv.  Kor  ■  ' 
mooieut  I  will  tuuuh  tlie  liiitiiii'iKl  ijuim 
tion.  The  Ohauuellur  of  Ut«  Kuliwiuvr 
is  not  here,  uid  if  i  KitMiskiM]  liiui  i 
ezpevt  be  would  pulvarixu  lue,  but  J 
may  aay  thie.  ^peMltiuif  th«  other  A*y 
about  experts  lu  «  rHthttr  luirutMitic:  way 
he  mado  a  no  cue  what  estnuirdiuary 
etalemeut,  that  if  usparta  htid  their  way 
and  a  great  uuuiber  of  iihipN  were  built, 
we  ehould  have  theee  »Lipis  obeolete  in 
throe  yearn,  aj»  bad  been  the  uaM  before. 
Now,  then,  1  join  iiMue  with  the  right 
hoii,  (jontleniau.  I  know  the  name  of 
evury  bBUl«ahi|>  in  tlio  world  at  this 
moiiiodt,  and  if  he  can  f^ivv  me  the 
name  uf  a  iiingle  battle  ahip  tbat  ban 
litMiome  obaolote  in  three  yuam,  or  I 
will  HVan  |{o  eii  far  an  IS  yeara,  I  abould 
bn  KJail  of  the  inrormattun.  The  right 
hull,  (luiitleiiiau  i>[)[io«te  aaka  why,  if 
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Ktyiiiuiit  aliuiild    uatuiid    over    Mveaf 
or  ilu  I  niyauir(]uit«  underatand  that, 
bei^auM  1  liiild  that  the  luorsaae  of  the 
l»rd  V.  Bwruhri 


x,»  u.  (Kill    .i'tiffl    auMibM.    will    be    an^^iK  X 
mtr  iAL>i>|tUti>  I  iimiImI  tMtlwiwi.    Bvt  6mmt   tmt  a» 
I.I  U.Hi  II.  •••I.li    I  M«alwr  kniHT  that  man  of  ^t  tfm^  1 
chI  (.»  wiwi«|t<  '  ">>'  ■>"'    tvuuicuiae  the  teaadar  af  ^ 
ifiuiiil  Mmi  llii'  '  utilaw  Mif  oaptain  and   ciww   mm 
ITiuKil  I*  alu>   '  III!'  oMKitry  whnae  fla^  is  flviap^ 
i\r  II. Hill'  Il  ..III  \  ir  lliir  icoiu|;  tn   be  aoeotnplMaac 
|M..|HHMil    ifr  I  alotrl  tiiuff    The  only  coamry  -mt 

wIkhiii  IB  Kraooe,  and  Fzmoe  iiw 
tiu.'lly  laiil  down  A»  will  noi  a 
mill  ttuM>  nut  nouynice,  tbe  ebaa) 
tUf  altiir  hiMtilitiw  Iwve 


Ml.  LAIIUUCHISBE:  VnUtfaeMHi 
l«inl  aar  wh«r*  that  ie  laid  down  ? 
*)/.ai'(-  »EUEHFUBD:Il«KMdtfe 
tnmi  reading  a  tMX>k  npon  2a^ 
imal  Law,  and  ttiaugli  I  vmsniat  b 
tiif  niotnuut  Ktve  the  bim.  UsndMr  Aa 
■oliirMiw  I  will  do  ao  at  tlu  fint  agft^' 
tunity.     Ilaa  the  faon.  HandMr  taud  » 
r4<aliM  what  the  delay  in  tha  mapfij  rf 
raw    iiiabirial    and    food    AiSi   would 
(ueau.  the  panic,  thediatuiliaaae  of  trade, 
the  dietreiM  through   man  beiiig  thrown 
uul  of  work.     1  ounfaM  tobHBgw>litlla 
aurpriawd  at  the  epeeeh  we  had  yi^H- 
day  from  the  hos.  Baroaat  the  Hmabar 
for  Cumberland  (Sir  W.  Lawwm).  I  had 
alwaya  regarded  the  hon.  BannMt  aa  a 
auber  minded  peaoaful  man,  but  bs  faii^ 
aetoniahwt  inu  with  hlabelliixMelangua^ 
an  I  Haw  him  waviug  hia  arma  over  Ida 
head  and  heard  bim    boaating  tbat  in 
hia  day  one  Ungliahman  waa  squat  to 
three  frenchmen  and  aix  OerinaDi,  and 
ao  on.    I  did  not  know  that  the  hon. 
Uaronat  waa  given  to  awaggaring  in  that 
way.     But  to  take  up  tba  question  whan 
he  dropped  it  I  may  remind  him  tbat 
ID  theaa  daya  aiuenoe  baa  brought  abont 
pretty  muob  an  equality  batwaan  onr- 
aelves  and  Franobman,   Gaimaaa  and 
Italiana,    wbon    one    boad    oomnwada 
everything  and  an  alaotrio  b&ttoa  dow 
the  whole  triok.     Tboia  ia  tnj  littta 
fonad   aad    •■    I 
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have  said,  your  chief  efforts  should  be 
directed  to  knocking  off  the  hostile 
captain's  head,  and  thns  demoralizing 
your  enemy.  In  these  days  of  high 
speed,  the  mere  fact  of  the  opposing 
captain  losing  his  head  may  enaole  yon 
to  win  the  action.  There  is  much  merit 
in  the  Government  Bill,  and  they  could 
not  well  have  dome  more  than  the  Bill 
proposes  to  do  ;  but  I  object  to  the  Bill 
being  represented  to  the  country  as  in 
full  satisfaction  of  its  necessities.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  only  represents  an  in- 
stalment of  the  nation's  requirements. 
With  regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford's  argu- 
ments, touching  the  capitalized  value  of 
the  Fleet,  surely  it  is  necessary  to  com- 
pare the  value  of  the  Fleet  wifli  the 
work  it  has  to  do.  The  commerce  which 
the  Fleet  has  to  defend  increases  by 
leaps  and  bounds  every  year,  and  the 
protection  of  our  food  supply  becomes 
more  and  more  necessary.  U.  these  calls 
are  not  met  in  a  business-like  way  the 
end  will  be  panic  and  disaster.  I  must 
refer  to  some  remarks  made  by  my  late 
colleague  the  First  Sea  Lord  (8ir  Arthur 
Hood),  and  I  should  not  do  so  but  that  he 
commenced  the  personal  controversy  I 
would  rather  have  avoided.  We  have 
often  been  amused  at  things  that  have 
been  said  by  the  First  Sea  Lord,  but  we 
have  never  said  anything  against  him. 
For  myself,  I  am  careless  as  to  what 
he  said  in  his  references  to  ''  so-called 
experts ;"  but  my  brother  officers  who 
are  concerned  in  the  reproach  of  the 
First  Sea  Lord  do  not  like  it,  and  have 
no  opportunity  of  replying,  except 
through  the  mouth  of  a  Member  of  the 
House.  These  so-called  experts  include 
among  the  seniors  Admiral  Hornby  and 
Sir  Thomas  Symonds,  Sir  John  Hay, 
and  others,  besides  a  large  number  of 

i'uniors,  from  whom  I  have  received 
mndreds  of  letters  on  the  subject,. and 
they  think  it  is  a  great  pity  the  First 
Sea  Lord  should  have  allowed  himself 
to  use  the  language  he  had  used ;  and, 
considering  his  peculiar  position,  it 
would  have  been  much  better  if  he  had 
said  nothing  and  retired  into  obscurity. 
But  if  peopb  make  attacks  they  must  be 
Drepared  for  counter-attack,  as  well  as 
aefence.  I  mention  this  with  great 
regret,  having  no  desire  for  a  personal 
oontroversy.  Passing  away  from  this, 
I  would  put  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  o 
podte,  who  are  opposing  this  Bill 


o 


they  consider  we  require  a  Navy  or  not  ? 
If  we  want  a  Navy,  and  if  we  should 
hold,  as  everbody  argues  we  shouldi 
supremacy  on  the  sea,  we  must  have  a 
Navy  equal  to  our  requirements.  Though 
I  do  not  admit  that  the  programme,  by 
the  proposed  additions,  does  satisfy  our 
full  requirements,  I  think  that  it  takes 
full  advantage  of  the  producing  capacity 
of  the  country  under  the  ciroumstanoeSi 
and  I  heartily  give  the  Bill  my  support. 

«LoRD  G.  HAMILTON:  I  think  the 
Government  may  congratulate  them- 
selves upon  the  somewhat  meagre  shape 
to  which  opposition  to  their  proposals  faiaa 
been  reduced.  I  freely  admit  that  the 
reception  of  the  Bill  by  the  country  is 
largely  due  to  the  labours  of  hon. 
Members  who,  inside  and  outside  the 
House,  have  urged  upon  the  country 
that  an  increase  of  its  naval  forces  was 
necessary  to  fit  the  Navy  to  cope  with 
its  work.  I  admit  this  because  1  have 
differed  with  those  hon.  Gentlemen's 
utterances  in  the  past,  and  possibly  may 
have  to  do  so  again  in  the  future.  The 
objections  to  the  actual  proposals  of  the 
Bill  are  reduced  to  two  forms.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  thinks  that 
the  Gk>vemment  are  asking  too  much,  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  thinks  that  the  Gbvernment  are 
asking  too  little. 

♦Lord  C.  BERESFORD  :  I  said  that 
I  thought  that  the  Government  had 
asked  for  as  much  as  they  could  utilize 
at  present ;  but  that  this  sum  would  not 
satisfy  the  full  requirements  of  the 
country. 

♦Ix)RD  G.  HAMILTON:  My  noble 
Friend  criticised  our  proposals  in  a 
somewhat  hostile  spirit  and  went  on  to 

rint  out  that  this  is  not  his  scheme, 
assert  at  once  that  it  is  not 
the  scheme  of  the  noble  Lord; 
but  it  is  a  scheme  prepared  by  my 
naval  advisers,  of  whom  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone  is  not 
one.  I  think  that  the  noble  Lord  takes 
an  exaggerated  view  of  the  wants  of 
the  country.  For  my  own  part,  I  see 
no  advantage  in  depreciating  the  power 
of  the  British  Navy  and  of  exaggerating 
the  power  of  foreign  navies  ;  and  I  am 
convinced  that,  if  my  noble  Friend  had 
scrutinized  the  list  of  foreign  vessels 
with  the  same  keeness  as  he  has  scruti- 
nized those  of  Great  Britain,  at  least 
half  of  them  might  have  been  knocked 
out  of   the  list.      In  his  estimate  of 


ir  um  «  nnen  ms:  turn 

^ow4tf  vLj  mma  yn  10k  our  in 

^  A.  Hirvwi  in  9. 
sua  'if  ;$mtt  ^^i^n&dft  acrainmiHua.  ami 

44UMr  ^pi  him  «*iutia(^  viut  iuM  ^u^  «unf» 
fP«Mfal  lnu>ivU#i<p%  <)f  him  ^/entfumina,     I 

'MM  Ai|p7«l  'Vi&Mer   ^hr,nUi    3IM  idiA  HiMIW 

<^  Ojfl»«kMi»  &>  Attaek  MMCiuir  urrai 
'vM^.^  wh/0  hmm  tMenAj  h^Mo  #Miwfm^ 

in    Uhh    ynfAk,    Vftnm    mmA    m  jmUus 

nmtUmn  Up  mnfFurk  //n  mUrff^f  iwsrmmA 
tnpmMifif^  ffft  ihw  nik^i^.  Th«r»  m 
n//t  th«  Hli^UUnd  in^uMiitm  m  ^rid^mce 
</f  th*(t,  1y#p  h*t«Jfi<it  r^;«rJT«4  ih^yrfy- 
ytm«i4  trMutmtliinrh  of  VtmntTh  for  1890, 
Mi/1  I  fir>/]  th«t  It  i«  ifffutiwMily  ih«  nanie 
M  f//r  th#  y««r  liiH(i.  A«i  far  mw«  cad 
iMrri  frmii  t>i#  ftrrtfiun  I'rmttf  the  pro- 
t^i«Mi«l  Itmrtmni*  of  oar  plnry  h«i»met  with 
{h«*  nlfnoMl  II  nun  iff  if/tjM  ApjiroTal  of  the 
UovifrfifriMfiU  an^l  Hormmu^nn  of  other 
iMifinirlitA.  fOii|»o«Kion  laughter, )  I  will 
AfcaiM  whv.  lion.  (Iiinilfifnen  op|H/«ite 
who  Uiitfli  will  not  ilmiy  that  the  greater 
ihn  WMliflii  ami  Inlliiitiion  of  ICngland  are 
In  Ui«  (MHiiiolU  of  Miiropit,  thn  greater 
will  hit  till*  KuaruntdiMif  pnaoitp  and  that 
Uin  nifirM  Miatiirlal  fonm  In  behind 
KSnglfinil,  iliit  Krnatiir  will  he  the  nhanoos 
of  jieaoit  Tim  MoimmhleH  and  Oovern- 
iiientN  ot  Ifiurope  are  all  at  the  prenont 
time  pnifnundly  anxloim  to  maintain  and 

Kolotig  (lieNtalnof  Kuropnan  peaoe,  and 
erefore  thejr  weluonie  thii  addition  to 

/.Mil/  fV.   iirtmiiipH 
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Then 

fluile  to  tk»  bin.  IsKwiug  ooft  the 
leientiaoa  objeecioaa  entwtaifiii  bj~ 
OentieflMa  who  bekm^  to  the  Faeee 
Soeietj,  aganut  aaj  ezpenditiire  on  tiie- 
AnnjorNaTj.  The  ngfat  hoa.  Oentle- 
man,  the  member  for  WolveriuoBptoii 
(Mr.  H.  Fowler),  among  otiieia^  appeals - 
to  think  there  are  eomedtBerepeiieies  be- 
tween the  preaent  propoeala  and  my 
prerioua  ntterancee  and  aetione ;  but  tbttt 
arieea  from  a  different  conoeptioii  of  what 
constitutes  naval  progreas  <m  the  part  of 
the  objectors  to  tnat  which  I  entertaiflu 
I  have  alwajs  stated  that  I  beliere  the 
only  test  is  to  take  the  namber  of  ships 
annually  added  to  the  Navy,  and  that 
to  take  outlay  irrespective  of  return  was- 
altogether  misleading.  An  increase  to 
the  strength  of  the  Navy  is  not  neoeesa* 
rilly  an  increase  of  expenditure.  During 
the  last  three  or  four  years  there  has 
been  an  enormous  addition  to  the 
strength  of  the  Navy.  The  number  of 
ships  added  to  the  Navy  in  the  last  four 
years,  estimated  in  money  value,  is 
equal  to  the  amount  added  in  the  twelve 
preceding  years.      That  is   to  say, 
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mach  work  has  been  done  in  four  years 
aa  was  done  in  twelve  years  previously. 
And  the  difference  between  the  expen- 
diture of  the  past  year  and  of  the  two 
preceding  years  is  not  due  to  any  cur- 
tailment of  the  strength  or  efficiency  of 
the  Navy,  but  to  two  causes — first,  to 
certain  reductions  in  the  dockyards,  by 
which  we  out  down  redundant  establish- 
ments, but  the  main  cause  was  the 
abnormal  shipbuilding  necessitated  by 
Lord  Northbrook's  programme.  The 
expenditure  fell  in  a  manner  which  had 
not  been  anticipated  over  a  period  of 
five  years.  It  was  expected  that  the 
•expenditure  of  the  first  two  years  would 
be  equivalent  to  the  expenditure  of  the 
last  two  years :  whereas,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  expenditure  of  the  first  two 
years  was  about  £1,500,000  more  than 
that  of  the  last  two  years.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  will, 
therefore,  see  that  in  comparing  the 
expenditure  of  the  last  two  years  with 
that  of  the  first  two,  he  arrived  at  an 
erroneous  conclusion  by  asserting  that  I 
had  cut  down  expenditure.  If  any  hon. 
Member  takes  the  difference  between  one 
item  in  one  year  and  the  same  item  in 
the  previous  year  and  assumes  because 
the  expenditure  is  less  or  in  excess  that, 
therefore,  there  has  been  a  reduction  or 
an  increase  of  strength,  he  arrives  at 
an  erroneous  conclusion.  The  first  year 
I  was  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty  there 
was  a  pressing  want  which  required  to  be 
supplied  immediately.  That  want  had 
to  oe  made  good  either  by  a  supplemen- 
tary estimate  or  by  a  provision  in  the 
next  year.  I  took  a  supplementary 
estimate  amounting  to  something  like 
£200,000,  and  that  simple  transfer  of 
expenditure  of  £200,000  made  a  differ- 
ence in  the  expenditure  of  the  two 
years  of  £400,000;  but  it  did  not 
mean  a  reduction  of  naval  expendi- 
ture. What  has  happened  during  the 
past  four  years  is  that  the  abnormcd 
programme  has  been  completed  much 
more  rapidly  than  was  anticipated,  but 
the  expenditure  in  regard  to  the  normal 

Programme  is  as  high  as  it  ever  was. 
f  hon.  Members  will  look  at  one  of  ti^e 
returns  which  have  been  laid  on  the 
table,  they  will  see  that  the  total  addi- 
tion proposed  to  be  made  between  the 
1st  of  June,  1889,  and  the  1st  of  AnrU, 
1894,  is  113  ships,  but  43  of  those  ships 
are  ind^endent  of  the  programme  .we 


are  now  discussing.  Our  great  diffi- 
culty has  been  to  try  to  keep  up  for  the 
next  three  or  four  years  the  rate  of 
progress  of  the  last  three  years.  We 
take  the  amount  of  our  liability  this 
year,  add  to  it  the  amount  of  liability 
we  propose  to  incur  by  laying  down 
new  ships,  and  we  take  care  each  year 
that  the  amount  of  expenditure  asked 
for  the  year  shall  bear  a  fair  proportion 
to  the  total  liability  of  the  year.  The 
annual  expenditure  on  the  total  liabili- 
ties of  the  Nayy  during  the  past  four 
years  has  been  as  follows : — 35  per  cent 
in  1885-6,  51  per  cent  in  1886-7,  60  per 
cent  in  1887-8,  and  68  per  cent  in 
1888-9.  I  venture  to  say  that  that  one 
test  was  the  guage  of  good  administra- 
tion so  far  as  shipbuilding  was  con- 
cerned. The  present  shipbuilding 
scheme  is  based  upon  a  principle 
different  from  that  of  any  scheme  that 
has  ever  been  presented  to  Parliament. 
We  have  made  what  we  believe  to  be  a 
full  inquiry  into  the  whole  wants  of  the 
Naval  service,  and  the  scheme  embodies 
the  results  of  those  investigations.  A 
sum  of  money  is  asked  for  which  is 
sufficient  not  only  to  build  ships,  but 
also  to  provide  the  guns  and  stores 
necessary  to  make  the  ships  efficient. 
The  right  hon.  Member  lor  Wolver- 
hampton objects  to  any  departure  from 
the  practice  which  g^ves  Parliament 
annual  control  over  the  naval  ex- 
penditure; but 'the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  show  that  that  prac- " 
tice  has  worked  well.  No  douot  it 
was  designed  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  economy  and  good  manage;- 
ment,  but  if  it  can  be  shown  that  it 
operated  in  an  opposite  direction,  surely 
no  pedantry  or  undue  adherence  to 
obsolete  forms  ought  to  prevent  us  from 
modifying  our  procedure  according  t6 
the  requirements  of  modern  times.  All 
who  have  been  concerned  in  recent 
inquiries  and  Committees  and  com- 
missions into  the  Admiralty  administra- 
tion will  admit  that  three  facts  have 
been  made  clear.  First,  it  is  hopeless 
to  attempt  satisfactorily  to  manage, 
under  modem  conditions,  great  Govern- 
ment manufacturing  establishments 
under  the  rules,  traditions,  and  regula- 
tions of  bygpne  days.  Manufacturing 
and  producing  processes  h|iye  been 
almost  revolutionized  during  the  past 
few  years ;  and  if  the  AdmirSty  are  not 


-^ 


f]j! 


•r» 


^L 


'k44«'» 


-,r**< 


^^        •       1«^ 

a 

Aw^«r '.^       ^/«      ^  j90^- ^0.     ■;ka»       -^4      Man- 

•  «f*"*    -vk*-.    •'.  ar/f^     *.ri      h :»     ^.^.YM*^     if  "li^ 

.*#•  vr-y-'r.     -^      J- «,      C^V     -,i-        ■    >    .^'j^f    7>irti 

w'^r,      f.^T    rrtf^     -i>!i:nflf      irrsrim^^ntM 
'4^^.»wf -/)ici  w»h<fn»       ,'   .v,»v*v«»r   ti^  .inf. 


v> 


*    #^  •• 


r:.    .i    -iie  ^n^r^A  ix 

-njKZtfT.  iOii  -rnich.  Z  -vas  T^TT  -nnnh 
4iirpr5^   Vj    !iear    iz^iignr   ip   lU   aa 
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'*Y*r>/'">s<»''.  n<jr  '>»<*  N'a-vy  f  'VMfi-  ffumiruled  -,i  tiie  Fine  Ldrd  jt  che 
r//  "i;,p-'yr*  '^'i'^  .If /-i*  i/-,-!  '.f  rh^  .ion  A/ionrairy  aCtHuiini^  banaoecB  ac  rhe 
Mf^'-u'.^f  r/,r  \'-fr*^aTrkTj>v»n  On  'ft<*  Aca^imiy.  uui  is.  die  citv.  and declann^ 
'/n^Tii  r.*<y,  f  'Mr, -,r,#;  7',tA  fr^r  4  fji.l  thft::  vir  X&^  Ls  ^tTOEi^  eiioix^  SO  nL<e«c 
fft,,^'r,  /■/,r.*«iK.»  'r.A  .ri<'''.Tii»ti*ot,K,r.4*  4n/i  th^-j^^  of  aaj  'wo  coontries.  and  tkezL 
'f  v,  '•^  • .  / ,?»,  1*  ^ .  A  ■ .  ft  ari A- « »  p^yrp/^*!  i  4  fttf^rr^A  ^^'iKu i r. ^  v>  tkia  Hooae  and  telling  ua 
^^1  r,/  *jr,A  ^,^',f  /.-'itk  ^>*tT*r»Arrf*r*  fh** :  an  ^ntirelj  different  atory.  Well  we 
U^tfiuuhf  hft  '^fhf\ttct\^tktu\f*/tt%  ■  ri474  oft^n  hatad  apeak  of   an  appeal 

"^  f  tr*i^  f'f:f^;K  '\}n'/f^tt\9fff^.) :  fUfforfi  \  from  F'hilip  drunk  to  Philip  sober,  bat 
tf<ff,hrWtr,yt  *fU  f^/t  \,f\ut\p\t^  ht  *.h*t  Hill,  I  it.  ix  i^ft  for  the  Chief  Apostle  of  tern- 

f^nraric^   in    thi.9    Hoose  to    appeal,  in 
r^^ard   t/>  these   Xaval  matters,   firom 


f  M^/>iri/|    lilf/t  f'f  htif.\t-4\  ftni\  oSM<wrat.i'#n 

Tif*!*  f/'ir'f  'if  th/t  A'lrrfirflH.y,  »«  f/»  a 
ii'firrf  ^rifiMl  f>y  fh'*  rioM/i  l/^ir/l  t.h«f 
Mf>fri)i«>f  for  Mrtr yl/ihorm.  F  aaw  f.h<i 
fi'ihlh  I t'lMl'M  |i/iirif  Miiif.fl  rliiMrly,  hiif.  I 
Miifilf  Mif>  Kiinl.  Ii'imI  fritinf,  Imvn  rriiMMml 
)l  Iti  Mfiiiffi  TMf  I  iffMl<«rnfiMifl  f.lin  fir»hln 
I. Mill  (m  iitiy  Mnif  lii«  rxifiMiil^rfiil  flio  pro- 
jiititiilM  tnitilii  liv  IIm<  MnVftrfiffinnf,  fiffi|ily 
MitlMMififtf  III  fititv  'Hii  (Itn  priiKratiiiiio 
nitlfh  liitil  Itimti  litiil  iliitrti.  niiil  Mint  ho 
fliMM)ilil  H  MtM  ItitKDi- pi'iitfimutiin  wnni 
|itii|iMMMil,  I  hit  i|tM<lifiu>itN  iir  thn  (Miiintrv 

i¥iiiihl  Mill  hit  ithhi  ill  iht  tho  wiU'k.  Iln 
•iitiil,  hiMiMviM,  (hill  fho  |trii|MimiU  of  (ho 
MiMiiiiiinnnf  t«itti«  tint  PinlUoiont  (ohrin^ 
thn  ihiMt  itii  lit  Hml  MiMnilmtl  whirh  (ho 
ri»Mi    I  iMi(   hiht«oir    Inhl    ih»\r«,    whioh 


I'hilip  ft/>ber  to  Philip  after  dinner. 
7'h<T  ca.«»e  of  the  present  First  Lord  is 
Wfi  without  precedent.  In  1884  Lord 
North  hnK>k  Utld  us  that  not  only  was 
no  rnorf)  rnonej  required  for  the  in- 
oroHHA  of  the  Navy,  but  that  if  he  had 
niiothor  i:2,()00»000,  he  would  not  know 
how  to  Hpend  it,  and  yet  four  or  five 
tiioiithA  afterwards  he  came  down  and 
HNkod  for  £6,000,000,  declaring  that 
thiit  amount  was  absolutely  required  to 
iMit  iht)  Navy  into  a  proper  condition. 
Thou  w(«  have  the  case  of  the  First 
lionl.  He  may  have  said  on  one 
tMH^HHiou  that  the  Navy  was  sufficient, 
hut  at  nil  ovouU»  now  he  has  come  to  his 
Nohor  soudoH,  and  tells  us  that  this  large 
n  •)  •  ihht  ont  Nnvv  «ttiMihl  ho  in  t\  poiii(ion    mini  in  roquinnl.     The  lesson  we  have  to 
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learn  from  this  is  that  we  nmst  not 
credit  all  that  we  hear  from  First  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty,  but  must  look  to  the 
opinion  of  experts  outside,  and  the 
country  in  general.  Another  argument 
has  been  used  against  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  We  are  frequently  asked 
^*  Against  whom  are  you  making  these 
preparations  ?  "  Hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  gangway  opposite  say,  **  If  you  will 
tell  us  from  what  quarter  you  expect 
danger,  we  will,  if  your  alarm  is  well 
grounded,  consider  your  proposal  for 
increasing  the  Fleet."  That  may  be  a 
very  good  argument,  but  it  reminds  me 
of  a  story  told  during  the  Franco- 
German  war.  After  the  battle  of  Sedan 
a  French  General  asked  a  German 
statesman,  ''Now  that  you  have 
thoroughly  beaten  us  against  whom  are 
you  continuing  this  war?"  And  the 
reply  of  the  German  was,  ' '  Against  Louis 
Quatorze."  His  meaning  was  obvious. 
I  do  not  suppose  he  thought  that  Louis 
the  Fourteenth  had  risen  from  the  dead, 
but  that  they  were  fighting  against 
that  spirit  of  aggression,  and  military 
aggrandizement  which  had  sprung  into 
life  during  the  time  of  the  ''  Grande 
Monarque  which  had  culminated  in  the 
days  of  Napoleon,  and  which  now  ap- 
peared to  be  undergoing  a  period  of 
R$na%iianc»  under  the  Thira  Empire.  And 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ask 
against  whom  these  naval  preparations 
are  being  made,  the  answer  is,  against 
the  warlike  spirit  of  the  age,  against 
Europe  armed  to  the  teeth,  against 
that  spirit  of  aggression  which  fldways 
has  actuated  the  peoples  of  the 
continent,  and  will  I  suppose  con- 
tinue to  actuate  them  so  long  as 
human  nature  remains  what  it  is. 
We  were  told  the  other  night  by  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  W.  Lawson) 
that  these  great  armaments  are  a  temp- 
tation to  aggression.  This  Bill,  how- 
ever, is  one  of  defence,  not  of  defiance. 
It  is  for  the  people  of  the  country  to  say 
whether  we  shall  use  our  armaments  for 
the  purposes  of  aggression,  but  it  is  not 
in  tne  power  of  the  country  to  declare 
when  we  may  be  called  upon  to  use 
them  for  purposes  of  defence.  A  great 
deal  has  been  said  about  protecting  the 
food  supply.  During  the  last  great  war 
that  question  never  arose  at  all.  Eng- 
land at  that  time  was  self-contained, 
and  could  get  her   food  supply  within 
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her  coasts.  One  Gentleman  says  he  doei 
not  believe  much  harm  would  be  done  to 
our  commerce  by  vessels  of  the  Alabama 
type,  because  of  the  difficulty  they 
would  have  in  getting  coal.  But  the 
Alabama  did  not  have  much  difficulty  in 
supplying  her  needs,  and  coal  depdts 
have  been  multiplied  all  over  the  world 
since  then.  It  may  be  said  that  the 
Federals  had  very  few  ships  to  send  out 
to  catch  the  Confederate  cruiser,  but 
they  were  in  infinitely  greater  proportion 
as  compared  with  the  Alabama  than  the 
ships  would  be  which  we  could  send  out 
to  catch  the  cruisers  of  France  and 
Russia.  A  very  large  part  of  this 
money  is  to  be  spent  in  building  ships 
by  contract.  I  understood  one  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  to  say  that  the  pro- 
posal comes  late  in  the  day,  because, 
although  a  few  years  ago  there  was 
great  depression  in  the  shipbuilding 
trade,  at  the  present  moment  things  are 
dififerent.  The  shipbtiilding  trade  had 
increased,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
very  much  doubted  whether  these  ten 
millions  could  be  expended  on  ships  put 
out  to  contract.  I  do  not  Know 
if  the  First  Lord  has  looked  into 
the  question,  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  if  we  cannot  get  a  healthy 
competition  amongst  the  private  yards, 
the  obvious  thing  to  do  is  to  increase 
the  programme  in  the  Royal  dockyards. 
When  we  consider  the  enormous  capital 
sunk  in  these  Boyal  Dockyards,  and  also 
the  extent  to  which  the  First  Lord  is  in- 
creasing the  expense  of  supervision  in 
them,  I  say  it  is  onr  duty  to  employ 
them  to  the  fullest  extent  before  putting 
anything  out  to  contract.  And  now  one 
word  as  to  the  designs  for  the  large 
ships.  I  do  hope  that  the  Admiralty 
will  look  thoroughly  into  that  matter. 
We  are  going  to  spend  upwards  of 
£8,000,000  on  eight  enormous  ships.  I 
cannot  for  the  life  of  me  understand  why 
we  are  ffoing  to  put  so  many  eggs  into 
one  basket.  We  could  build  12  ships 
for  the  same  amount  of  money,  carrying 
the  same  armament  and  the  same  thick- 
ness of  armour,  capable  of 


the  same  number  of  torpedoes,  an< 
having  the  same  ramming  power.  ^  In 
one  respect  only  would  they  be  inferior, 
namely,  in  the  matter  of  speed,  and  I 
must  say  I  fail  to  see  the  absolute  neces- 
sity of  a  high  rate  of  speed  in  a  line-of - 
battle  ship.    You  could  not  take  a  lar^ 
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•hip  into  action  at  full  speed ;  jon  would 
not  steam  more  than  six  or  seven  knots. 
Suppose,  while  we  were  building  these 
eight  ships,  a  foreign  power  were  to 
spend  the  same  amount  of  money  on  12 
ressels  such  as  I  have  described.  If  our 
eight  were  to  be  opposed  to  their  12,  we 
should  be  put  at  a  sreat  disadvantage. 
Then,  if  one  of  our  ^ips  were  to  strike 
on  a  rock,  or  were  to  be  sunk  by  a  tor- 
pedo or  by  a  ram,  and  one  of  the  enemy's 
vessels  were  to  disappear  in  the  same 
way,  the  odds  against  us  would  be  even 
worse — 11  to  7.  I  do  hope  the  Ad- 
miralty will  go  thoroughly  into  this 
matter,  for  I  must  confess  I  fail  to  see 
the  advantage  of  these  enormous  ships 
when  we  can  get  all  we  want  from 
vessels  of  a  smaHer  size.  I  support  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  not  because  I 
think  it  is  altogether  sufficient,  but 
because  I  look  on  it  as  an  instalment — 
a  necessary  instalment — to  bring  the 
Fleet  of  this  country  up  to  what  it  should 
be. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  WILLIAMSON 
(Elilmamock) :  On  the  first  occasion 
when  the  noble  Lord  th^  Member  for 
Marylebone  spoke  on  these  proposals  he 
appealed  to  tne  popular  feelings  that 
might  be  raised  on  them ;  and  he  pro- 
ceeded to  set  forth  the  popular  argu- 
ments for  the  Gbvemment  proposals. 
One  ground  was  the  increase  of 
our  tonnage  and  of  our  commerce. 
Now  I  tUnk  the  noble  Lord  gave 
us  erroneous,  statistics  on  that  occa- 
sion. He  spoke  of  the  increase  in 
our  trade  during  the  last  twenty  years, 
and  put  the  increase  in  the  combined 
import  and  export  trade  at  from 
£350,000,000  to  £650,000,000  between 
1868  and  1888.  The  actual  increase  was 
from  £522,000,000  to  £645,000,000— 
not  a  very  large  increase.  A  more 
serious  mistake  was  that  in  regard  to  our 
tonnage.  The  noble  Lord  said  our 
tonnage  had  increased  from  4,500,000 
to  about  7,000,000  tons  between 
1868  and  1888.  Well,  in  1868 
we  had  7,300  sailing  vessels  and 
862  steam  vessels — I  speak  of  vessels 
employed  in  the  foreign  trade — 
ffiving  a  tonnage  of  4,265, 000.  In  1 887, 
for  which  year  I  have  the  printed  Re- 
turn, we  had  2,717  sailing  ships  and 
3,063  steam  ships — a  total  of  5,780 — 

g'ving  a  tonnage  of  6,000,000    tons. 
i  1888  there  was  a   large  increase, 
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but  I  have  only  got  the  printed  figuret 
for  1887.  Now  we  have  an  actual  fall- 
ing off  in  the  number  of  vessels  of  about 
30  per  cent,  taking  the  combined  sailing 
ana  steam  tonnage.  Nobody  knows 
better  than  the  noble  Lord  that  it 
is  quite  as  easy  to  protect  a  vessel  of 
2,000  tons  as  a  ship  of  1,000  tons 
Moreover,  the  decrease  in  our  sailing 
tonnage  is  astonishing.  It  has  faUen 
from  7,300  to  2,700 ;  and  as  the  increase 
has  been  in  the  number  of  steamers,  they 
are  far  better  able  to  protect  themselves 
than  sailing  ships.  Many  of  them  could 
outrun  our  cruisers.  So  far  as  the 
noble  Lords's  argument  goes,  as  based 
upon  our  tonnage  and  our  commerce,  I 
think  it  falls  to  the  ground.  My  reason 
for  voting  against  this  Bill,  is  simply 
that  the  necessity  for  it  is  not  shown. 
What  is  the  case  ?  By  these  proposals 
we  are  simply  stimulating  continental 
coimtries  to  emulate  our  example.  Why 
should  we  not  be  content  with  our  Navy 
as  it  is,  with  the  usual  annual  Votes  ? 
You  are  going  to  build  enormous  vessels 
costing  about  a  million  sterling  each. 
How  do  we  know  that  any  one  of  them 
may  not  at  any  moment  be  shattered  to 
pieces  by  a  dynamite  torpedo  ?  On  all 
grounds,  but  especially  because  the 
ground  brought  forward  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone  is  in- 
sufficient, I  feel  bound  to  vote  against 
the  Bill. 

The  House  divided :  Ayes,  277 ;  noes 
136.—(Div.  List  No.  98) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Monday  next. 

DEPUTY  SHERIFF  CLERKS  (SCX)TLAND) 

Betum  ordered,  ''  showing — 

1.  The  names  of  the  Depute  Sheriff  Clerks 
with  the  amount  of  salaries  paid  them  as  at  this 
date; 

2.  The  length  of  service  of  each  Depute  Clerkf 
and  each  Clerk,  including  the  Aoooontantt 
Statistician,  and  Inspector  of  District  QflKoes.' ' 
— {Mr,  Cuninghame  Oraham,) 

Notice  taken  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  coomted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present, — 

House  adjourned  at  Five  Minutts 
after  Nine  o'dlook. 
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Q  UESTI0N8, 

THE    CASE   OF  THOMAS    BEBESFORD. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
had  heen  called  to  the  case  of  Thomas 
Beresford,  who,  in  1876,  when  13  years 
of  age,  was  sentenced  to  two  months' 
imprisonment  for  an  assault,  but  did  not 
undergo  the  punishment,  in  consequence 
of  the  magistrate  stopping  its  execution 
on  Beresford  giving  a  promise  of  good 
behaviour,  and  who  had  now  been 
arrested  and  sent  to  York  Castle  to 
undergo  the  sentence  passed  upon  him 
13  years  ago?  And,  whether,  during 
the  13  years  which  have  elapsed  since 
the  sentence  was  passed,  Beresford's 
conduct  has  g^yen  any  cause  for  com- 
plaint ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  secure  his  immediate  liberation  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Justices,  and, 
with  their  concurrence,  have  ordered 
this  man's  immediate  discharge. 


COUNTY  RATES  (SCOTLAND). 
Ordered — 

'*  Ketam  for  each  county  of  ScoUaDd  (exclud- 
ing burffhfl  in  which  the  Commiirioners  of 
Supply  do  not  levy  the  County  Qenend  AtBess- 
ment)  sbowinff  for  the  last  year  available  the 
rate  per  pound  of  Taloation  for  the  following 
rates: — 
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1.  (a)  The  following  rates  levied  bv  Che 
Commissioners  of  Supply  ;  (1)  The  County 
General  Assessment;  (2)  Police  Assess- 
ment; (3)  Lunatic  Asylums  Assessment. 

(b)  All  rates  levied  by  Commissioners 
of  Supply,  including  the  above. 

2.  Average  Road  Assessments,  distinguishing 

Special  Rates  for  Bridges  and  Debt. 

3.  Average  Education  Rate. 

4.  All  Rates,  including  the  above  but  ex- 

cepting Poor  Rates." 
— [Mr,  Donald  Crawford.) 


CORRECTION. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  wish.  Sir,  to  make  a  correction  in  a 
statement  made  by  myself  in  Committee 
in  the  discussion  upon  the  Vote  for  the 
Home  Department  with  reference  to  Mr. 
Bickards  the  Factory  Inspector  of  Leeds. 
That  gentleman  considers  that  I  did  not 
deal  fairly  with  him.  He  states  that  he 
is  only  just  over  70  years  of  age,  and  not 
between  73  and  74  as  I  intimated  in  my 
statement,  and,  as  an  evidence  that  he  is 
able  to  do  his  work  efficiently,  he  informs 
me  that  he  was  up  at  a  quarter  to  6 
o'clock  on  the  morning  of  the  day  on 
which  I  was  speaking  and  that  he  visited 
seventeen  Jewish  workshops  in  order 
to  obtain  evidence  for  the  Boyal 
Commission  on  Sweating.  As  he  is 
unable  to  make  that  statement  here  I 
thought  it  only  justioe  to  him  that  I 
should  make  it. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 


THEATRES  (COUNTY  OP  LONDON) 
BILL.— [Bill  8.] 

Order  for  Seoond  Beading,  read. 

♦Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) :  In  moving  the  Second 
Beading  of  this  Bill  I  wish  to  say  that 
there  are  in  London  65  theatres  and 
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t        -•  J  I     ^p.i  I.I     f.f.ij     i<ijy(  .     ^«tJi     tjjiiii 

/      •      •'■  I  liiJtM     I^M   l<(    ll«J>   f'/|  l.liill)     i'f/i 

I"  ■  1     '.      J.  ■M>i")/y     Ji-    li*(.    M«i;(|/iijjii;i4l. 
•   I      i"i     I      I'lllii-     (I*    t|i<'J     <"i«f*||^,    MljiJ     liiU 
f,..il-   1  ,       1  l-ii|t|.  »J  In   l|«l-  lltf  Uli   uJi|/bi.|)lJ.)</fiB 
I'     liiiil     |i>'||(     Dp      liulilll.     IJlU    )if|M|i/| 
Ixii'  -'      1     Dm.    .  Ml^'/l'^/ff   hi   ll|l>  I.M4U   III"    illU 

lit 1   ')  I Im«     k%i'|i>    MlllltiHlt"!         UlUUi 

•'lit  >  I        Mt  J      I'tuillll'i'il     nil     l»iy     IM)ll4     lf> 
>     •>i|ii|j     litj   >    •iiidinl     Willi   lllliMU  ||Uil|lllJ| 

•»•••)  il   I)  «  4|iii||i  in^ii  Hiiitiiii^iil  tlitiiii 

>|i|<)i   iit.iji.    Inn  I'liiHiUu    |.ii    |IU|I|M)|(    tlllH 
lit!  ii.iiii  •-   iiiii|    i|ii    \\\\    lignl     11)   g<tt   Miulr 


t4ji.«/o:^  i/c  tui;  Jlvui^  Olliue  directij. 
turjjv^ui  uij/  tt.i/iM9«ii  MrUtiU?vw.     For  tnift 

file  Ik  </«i4;  M^iii«:lj  MTjIJ  livt  adiuitol  dfilsj. 
t'^ifAn^dy  «M;i'ivii  ui  iio<;47titottry,  aud  I  tharB- 
^/i4;  tJijfik  Umt  Ixi  jJiir'idu'M^  a  priAciple, 
iiiu;ij  ii.it  ihuX  n>t'Aimuii9Utii^  ia  Bome 
ijiiMAiom,  would  l/ttttfi  II riwivo proceeding;. 
1 1'  miinti  WHiUnt  uf  iUtt  Kx<K;utiT6  is  to 
duul  Willi  ilio  fjiiuMiioii  it  vliould  be 
ujllioi'  tint  Hmiiu  Olliutt  ur  the  Lord 
niniiiiliDiliiin,  with  iiioro  utiiple  power* 
Hi  ill,  114  tlui  puwiirit  poHNOnHod  by  the 
Mtiiii»|iiilitiiu  lliiiinl  f)f  Workii  are 
iiliiiiiil.v  tmiiafiiri'iMl  t4i  the  Oounty 
OuuMuil,  Mild  tt  Um  lluu«e  in  pr<^|wured 
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to  inoreaBe  these  powers  and  make 
them  effectiye  in  Oommittee,  as  I  hope 
it  will,  I,  as  a  MetropolitaJi  Member, 
should  be  the  last  to  aetraot  from  the 

rwers  of  the  Oonnty  Oonncil.     What 
desire  is  that  the  Honse  should  grasp 
the  great  fact  that  something  ought  to 
be  done ;  that  the  law  is  defective ;  and 
that  the  responsibility  rests   to    some 
extent  with  the  Home  Office,  but  also 
with    the    House    itself.     I  trust   the 
House  will  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 
Me.     J.     ROWLANDS    (Pinsbury. 
East) :  I  rise  to  more  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill,  and  I  do  not  do   so  without 
having   considered    the    scope   of   the 
measure  as  it  has  been  brought  before 
the  House.     When  Bills  are  presented 
and  circulated  we  must,  of  course,  take 
them    as    they    stand    and    form    our 
opinions  on  them  ;  but  I  am  pleased  to 
«ee  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Islington  has  admitted  that 
lie  at  least  would  be  prepared  to  accept 
6ome    other  authority  in  place  of  the 
Home    Office.     I    may    say   that    the 
{^▼amen  of  the  whole  of  the  opposition 
to  the  Bill   on   the   part  of  Members 
on  this  side  is  as  to  the  proposal  to  give 
the  Home  Office  control  of  the  theatres. 
We  endorse  everything  that  has  been 
€aid   by  the  two  previous  speakers  as 
to  the  necessity  for  making  the  theatres 
■as  safe  as  they  possibly  can  be  made. 
We  agree  to  anything  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  the  lives  of  the  people  who 
frequent  theatres,  and  the  people  em- 
ployed   in  them.      We  do   not  for  a 
moment  allow  ourselves  to  be  considered 
■as  at  all  behind  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill  in  our  desire  to   render  theatres 
«afe,  but  we  object  to  the  proposal  to 
hand  over  the  authority  to  the  Home 
Office  in  place  of  the  County  Council. 
The  hon.   Member  for  the    Uxbridge 
division  of  Middlesex  has  drawn  atten- 
tion   to    a   case   in    a    theatre  where, 
the   protectors  being  taken  from    the 
^as     buroers,    the     flames     rose     up 
very  near  the  scenery.     Well,    a  thing 
of  that    kind    would    not    have    been 
less  likely  to  occur  if  the  theatres  had 
been  under  the  Home  Office  than  if  they 
h&d  been  under  the  County  Council.     It 
was  gross  negligence  on  the  part  of 
«ome  employi^  and  I  sincerely  trust  the 
hon.  Member  complained  to  the  manager 
-and  brought  about  the  instant  dismiMal 
•of  the  offender  as  an  example  to  his 
fellows.     It  has  been  pointed  out  by  the 


hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  that  at  the 
present  moment  we  have    in  London 
more  than  one  authority,  namely,  the 
Crown    in    the    person    of    the    Lord 
Chamberlain,  ana  the  County  Council 
as  the  successors  of  the   Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.  Now,  I  am  as  strongly 
opposed  to  having  these  various  autho- 
rities as  the  hon.  Member  is.    I  consider 
it  a  serious  mistake  to  keep  up  the  old 
farce  of  Crown  theatres.     We  know  that 
they  stand  on  the  same  footing  as  all 
others  since  the  patent  houses  have  been 
done  away  with,  and  they  have  all  been 
put,  so  far  as  the  public  are  concerned, 
in  the  same  position.  We  hardly  think  it 
comes  within  the  duties  of  the  Lord 
Chamberlain  to  be  responsible  for  the 
safety  of  the  exits  of  a  theatre.  We  are 
at  one  with  the  hon.  Member  in  this 
matter,  but  what  we  do  object  to  is  the 
machinery   by  which  he   proposes    to 
carry  out  his  proposal.     He  proposes  in 
Clauses  6  and  7  to  vest  the  control  of 
the  theatres  in  the  Home  Office,  leaving 
them  to  appoint  a  series  of  Inspectors. 
He  says  he  proposes  this  as  he  desires 
to  place  the  theatres  under  a  power 
where  the  control  will  be  continuous  and 
not  varied — and  he  considers  that  the 
control  under  the  County  Council  would 
be  varied,  as  the  Council  has  to  be  re- 
elected every  three  years,  and  will  be 
open  to  changes  of  policy.     I  ask  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  whether,  with 
their  acquaintance  with  representative 
bodies,  they  are  prepared  to  say  that 
any   one  of   them  responsible  for  the 
protection  of  life  and  limb,  and  having 
a  staff  of  Inspectors  under  it,  has  ever 
been    known  to   sweep  away  a  policy 
because  a  new  election  has  taken  place  ? 
I  know  that  one  County  Councillor  sug- 
gested that  all  the  theatres  in  London 
should  be  shut  up,  but  I  venture  to  say 
that  that  gentleman  could  not  possibly 
have  adopted  a  more  efficacious  mode 
of    rendering  himself  unpopular  with 
his   constituency.    I   am  sure,    what- 
ever   his     general    views,    I    should 
not  vote  for  him  if   he  were  to  be  a 
candidate  for  a  place  in  which  I  had  a 
vote.     I  maintain  that  the  whole  condi- 
tion of  London  has  changed  since  the 
passing  of  the  Local  Government  Act  of 
last  year.    Up  to  that  time  you  had  the 
control  of  the  theatres  vested  iu  two  non- 
representative  bodies,  one  of  them  beinff 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.    I 
was  one  of  those  who  never  had  any 
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ooDfidence  in  the  Metropolitan  Board, 
and  eyents  proved  that  we  .were  not  far 
wrong  in  our  view.  .  You  had  then  a 
body  which  could  not  be  got  at,  but  you 
now  have  in  its  place  a  directly  elected 
body,  and  you  may  depend  upon  it  that 
the  moment  it  is  pointed  out  that 
a  certain  theatre  is  not  safe,  the 
person  to  whose  knowledge  the  fact  is 
brought  will  communicate  with  his 
representative  on  the  Council,  and 
the  evil  will  be  remedied,  so  far,  at  any 
rate,  as  the  power  of  the  Council  will 
admit  of  the  application  of  a  remedy. 
It  is  said  that  the  Council  have  not 
sufficient  power.  Then,  I  am  in  favour 
of  conferring  upon  them  the  powers 
contained  in  this  Bill.  I  have  every 
confidence  in  the  Council.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  says  the  present  con- 
dition of  theatres  is  bad,  and  he  says 
that  if  we  will  not  pass  this  Bill,  we 
must  accept  the  responsibility  for  what 
may  happen.  But  if  there  is  any  force 
in  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member, 
he  should  extend  his  Bill  to  the  whole 
country.  Will  he  say  that  the  theatres 
in  Manchester,  Liverpool,  and  Birming- 
ham, and  still  more  in  the  smaller 
places  throughout  the  country,  are  in  a 
perfect  state  ?  If  not,  why  is  this  Bill 
limited  to  London  ?  I  maintain  that  by 
so  limiting  it,  he  has  shown  the  weak- 
ness of  the  whole  of  his  case.  He  has 
not  proposed  that,  because  he  knows 
that  it  would  have  provoked  the  strong- 
est opposition  throughout  the  country. 
I  object  to  hon.  Members  coming  down 
here  and  saying,  **  We  are  going  to  deal 
with  you  in  London,  in  an  exceptional 
manner,  because  you  cannot  take  care 
of  yourselves."  I  thought  we  should 
have  had  some  reference  made  to  the 
system  of  ^^tips"  which  existed  under 
the  old  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
We  are  all  of  us  conversant  with  the 
case  of  Mr.  Hebb,  which  was  brought 
out  at  the  Inquiry  into  the  proceedings 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
but  as  the  best  antidote  to  a  recurrence 
of  such  a  case  as  that,  we  should  pass 
the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington  (Lord  R.  Churchill). 
Under  that  Bill  any  of  the  Council 
Officials,  if  they  should  deviate  from 
the  path  of  honesty  and  integrity  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duty,  could  be  punish- 
ed for  it.  As  to  the  Home  Office,  it  has 
too  much  to  do- at  the  present  time,  and 
the    Bill    would    simply    increase    its 
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responsibilities,    and  lead    to    endless* 
discussions  in  this  House  on  theatre- 
management  and  kindred  sabjeots  when* 
the    vote   for  the    Home    Secretary's, 
salary    is    proposed   in   Committee  of 
Supply.     We,  in  London,  object  to  be- 
made  exceptional  any  longer — as  we* 
are  in  regard  to  the  police — and  if  the- 
hon.  Menmer  will  substitute  the  County^ 
Council  for  the  Home  Office  the  Bill 
may  go  into  Committee  without  delay. 
I  beg,   however,    seeing   the    way  in' 
which  the  Bill  is  framed,  to  move  that^ 
it  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six. 
months. 

Amendment  proposed, 

**  To  leave  out  the  word  '  Now,'  and  at  th»- 
end  of  the  Qaeetion  to  add  the  words  '  XJpoiki 
this  day  siz  months.*  " — {Mr.  W,  Rowlmuh^ 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  Now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

*Mb.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.)t 
I  second  with  pleasure  my  hon.. 
Friend's  Amendment,  and  I  think 
we  are  justified  in  passing  it^ 
especially  after  the  speech  of  the- 
Mover  of  the  Bill.  We  all  agree  that, 
there  must  be  a  proper  inspection  of 
theatres  in  the  interest  both  of  actore 
and  actresses  and  of  the  public  at 
large.  The  hon.  Member  for  the» 
Ux bridge  Division  of  Middlesex  (Mr.. 
Dixon-Hartland)  says  that  the  County- 
Council  is  a  varying  body  and  cannot  be- 
entrusted  with  these  powers.  That- 
observation  would,  however,  apply  to- 
any  powers  with  which  the  Council  is- 
entrusted,  and  it  would  also  apply  to- 
the  Home  Secretary,  who  is  certiunly 
not  a  permanent  official.  What  we  are^ 
determined  to  have  is  Home  £ule  for 
London.  We  think  that  we  in  Londoik 
are  as  competent  to  manage  our  own 
affairs  as  people  in  any  other  parte 
of  the  country  are  to  manage  theirs.  It. 
is  true  we  have  had  a  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  but  they  have  beeki  found  out^ 
and  disposed  of,  and  if  the  Members- 
of  our  present  County  Council  can- 
not discharge  their  work  efficiently  thejr 
will  be  found  out  and  disposed  of  also.. 
But  the  sooner  we  learn  to  conduct  our- 
own  business  the  better.  It  seems  that 
we  are  to  be  treated  in  London  just  as. 
the  Government  treat  Ireland.  We  are 
not  allowed  the  control  of  the  police  or 
the  control  of  the  open  spaces  for  public- 
meetings,  and  I  am  told  that  it  is  onljr 
in  London  and  Ireland  where  you  oaa«^ 
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not  get  copies  of  the  police  instractions. 
That  is  a  state  of  things  which  I  hope 
will    not    be    allowed    to    exist   much 
longer,  and  I  think  the  Liondon  Mem- 
bers— Tories  as  well  as  liberals — will 
be   wise,    when  ever  they  perceive  any 
disposition  to  say  that  LfOndon  is  not 
competent  to  manage  its  own  affairs,  to 
enter  a  vigorous  protest. 
*Mb.  WHITMOBE  (Chelsea) :  I  shall 
support    the    Amendment.     We    have 
just  created  local  representative  govern- 
ing bodies  for  London  and  the  counties, 
and  one  of  our  principal  objects  in  doing 
so   was  that  we  might  free  from  some 
of  its  work  the  overburdened  Govern- 
ment Departments,  and  the  overburdened 
House  of  Commons.     It  seems  to  me  an 
extraordinary  proposal  that  we  should 
at  this  moment  take  away  some  of  the 
functions  local  bodies  have   been   per- 
forming and  give  the  additional  work  to 
the  Home  Office,  and  consequently  to 
the  House  of  Commons.    We  are  asked 
to  make  this  change,  not  because  the 
new  London  County  Council  has  in  any 
way   shown  itself   to  be    incapable    of 
carrying  out  this  work, but  partly  because 
another  body,  very  differently  constituted, 
did  not  properly  carry  it  out,  and  partly 
because    it   is    said   the    existing    law 
does    not    give    the  Local  Authorities 
sufficient   powers  to   insure  the  safety 
of  those  who    go    to    theatres.      Every 
Member  would  support  legislation  that 
would   make   our   theatres  as  safe  as 
possible.      But  the  essential  provision 
of    this    Bill    is    that    the   authority 
which  is  to  control  the  matter  should 
not   be   the   County   Council,    but    the 
Home  Office,  and  I  cannot  conceive  any- 
body voting   for  the   measure  on   the 
understanding  that  the  authority  should 
be  decided  in  Committee.  If  the  London 
County  Council  is  not  able  to  discharge 
these  duties,  the  County  Councils  in  the 
country  cannot  be  trusted  to  discharge 
them.     Of  course,  there  must  to  some 
extent   be  in    the    penonel    of    elected 
bodies    a  lack   of  continuity,   but   we 
may  certainly  suppose  that  in  the  main 
outlines   of  their  action   they    will  be 
guided  by  general  principles  of  policy, 
just  as  the  Home  Office  is,  although  the 
principal  tenant  of  that  office  varies 
from  time  to  time.     Even  if  I  did  not 
most  strongly  object  to  the  taking  away 
from    the    London     County    Council 
of  functions  which  it  has  not  shown  itself 
incompetent  to  perform,  I  should  object  I 


to  entrusting  them  to  the  Home  Office* 
Every  hon.  Member  is  sufficiently  aware 
how     multitudinous    are    the    dutie» 
which  the  Home  Office  has  to  perform* 
The  whole  tendency  of  modern  legisla- 
tion  will  be   to  increase  its  duties  of 
supervising  and  inspecting  the  condi- 
tions under  which   trades  are  carried 
on  in  this  country,  and  under  which  the 
working  classes  work  and  live.    That 
may   be  very  right  and  proper,  but  I 
confess    I  do   shrink    from   recklessly 
and  unnecessarily  adding  a  new  ana 
not  cognate  class  of  work  to  the  Home 
Office.     As  at  present  constituted,  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  department  of 
the  Home  Office  competent  to  undertake 
the  duties  which  would  be  thrown  upon 
it  by  this  Bill.   A  new  staff  of  Inspectors 
would  have  to  be  established,  which 
would    mean    additional    cost    to    the 
country.     It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that 
the  managers  of  theatres  would  supply 
the  funds,  but  a  titate  Department  could 
not  be  carried  on  by  means  of  voluntary 
subscriptions.     You   could  not  compel 
managers   in   the  future  to  subscribe. 
Obviously,   then,   the   adoption   of  the 
proposal  of    the   hon.   Member   would 
mean  an  increased   burden   upon  the 
taxpayer.    For  these  reasons,  therefore, 
I  trust  that  we  shall  not  read  the  Bill 
a  second  time.     I  hope  it  will  not  be 
said  that  we   who  oppose  the  measure 
are  not  as  sensible  as  its  promoters  of 
the  very  great  dangers  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
has  alluded.     I,  equally  with  him,  wish 
to  give  security  to  the  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  Londoners  who  go  to  theatres, 
and  at  an  early  date  shall  be  glad  to 
vote  for  an  extension  of  the  powers  of 
the  London  County  Council  m  regard 
to  the  inspection  of  theatres. 
♦The   SECRETARY. of  STATE  for 
THE    HOME     DEPARTMENT    (Mr. 
Matthews,     Birmingham,     East) :     I 
I  think  the   House  is  very  much  in- 
debted to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  having 
brought  this  subject  under  its  notice, 
for  it  is  one  of  the  utmost  importance, 
concerning  as  it  does  the  safety  of  the 
large    number    of     people    who    visit 
theatres,    music-halls,    and    places    of 
public  entertainment  of  that  kind.  There 
are  two  different  sets  of  conditions  which 
have  to  be  considered.     It  is  clear  that 
there  should  be  some  authority  which 
should  have  power  to  review  and  control 
the  structure  of   the  place   of   enter- 
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m^stiM  "if  dg^iitiXgp  *r^  lUfK  vx^fli^  ia 

w«7  ont ;  A  lih^  ^irk.     T}m%%  4r*  muctUfn  '■ 

0jnu^jrnH  tA  th^  buiMiotj^,  hue  on  th« ; 
fr*7  in  vhk'ii  th^  pl4ku»  of  ^UkUfrUdnnumt 
in  m«Aik^44  fr/^mt  dAy  t^#  /i«j,  Th^  mnui 
ffftihfkn  H^ty\j  t/9  ih^t  mity  in  whkhtlM 
^ffffft  hVH  fiUjfifdf  thn  nntn\f^  (A  p*frn^fnn 
M^mitUt^,  and  tbfr  mtf^9]imnf*An  ffpr  th««X' 
iiwiiUffi  fA  i'tfH.  lhfm*i  thinun  Hf*t  All 
WhhSh  Uf  h*t  «',hftt\»mn\y  6*iH\i  wifh,  or  f(«t 
</fit  of  //f/l^f  HU.i^r  Uftif(  immuttliy  from 
A/Vif/lifni,  if  ihhrtf  tn  tto  innit^iium.  It 
iMf<fr/i«i  t/;  rn^  ihAi  with  r#*Kiird  t/;  ihiMM 
rrifiU'vfM  ^xUfifitf  lA^i«liifion  Im  ritry  im- 
tfiirfm<i  'f'h^  MMropolitun  Hoard  of 
VVorltM  hftd  |»owiir  t/f  rrmkif  r#ff(tilittionii, 
ffiit  fhiiy  linfl  no  now«ir  Ut  tmU^r  a 
UiMiiint  linMi  ftiiy  to  lUiy  1o  moa  Uittt  thi»y 
WMfM  oliftorviul,  tior  hftfl  ih^iy  powor  to 
lMi|iMMii  iiiitMitfiiiM  if  ihnir  rn^iilfttiotiN 
wnt'M  ftlMtM^Mt'tlnd.  1*lii«nn  powiirn  thn 
4)(iMiifv  niHiiif>il  fMfw  IIOM0M,  find  thoy 
fitioiild  iMitit.itiiio.  (IroMH  mid  wilful 
iiMf{liMii  Miiitli  fiM  liiin  Imiiui  tiimitlonml  by 
(lin  liiiii.  Mottihnr  fur  MIddlnHoXp  I  am 
ahnld  nniiiiol  hn  dnalt.  with  by  U«((ifi- 
Iniinii.  'Dtfty  run  only  bo  donit 
Willi  by  wM.v  iif  iiunUhnidnt.      Ilavinif 
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Mid  SA  ^  di«  wnt  of  a  iqr^bia 
JKCAtf  v>  e«rrj  oas  cii«  dories  propooed  to 
b^  eoof  «md  o«  it  b  j  di*  BilL  Thero 
tdf^  no  exprneoeed  szciiitBefii  aad  s«r- 
rtifjfifn  mder  mj  eoafxoL  The  Board 
of  Works  BO  doubc  hfts  soefa  a  ttaff ; 
biit  I  entirelj  agree  that  the  matter  ia 
on«  for  local  management  and  adminia- 
tration.  I  agree  also  that  a  diatiBetioit 
can  not  be  drawn  between  London  and 
the  proTincee  in  this  matter,  and  aaj 
O^rremment  Department  which  onder- 
taken  to  control  the  management  of 
theatre*  throughout  the  conntiy  will  be 
undertaking  a  task  which  will  be 
extremely  difHcnlt  and  expenaiTe,  and 
which  in  already  perfectly  well  per- 
formed by  the  local  authorities.  I 
Mhould  certainly  have  pressed  forward 
eren  a  provisional  fiill  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  difficulty  of  the  authority  to 
whom  the  powers  should  be  intrusted. 
The  Ijocal  Government  Act  had  not 
then  been  passed,  and  the  powers  could 
only  have  been  entrusted  to  the  Quarter 
HoHsions.  The  existing  Act,  in  which 
junticos  are  entrusted  with  certain 
powers  as  to  theatres,  has  never  proved 
a  satisfactory  Act.  Now  that  local 
bodios  have  been  constituted  in  whom 
the  House  and  the  country  have  confi- 
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•denoe,  I  think  the  House  should  lose 
no  time  in  providing  means  for  insuring 
the  safety  of  the  public  in  theatres, 
music-halls — I  am  not  quite  sure  that  I 
ought  not  to  add  churches — but 
at  any  rate  in  all  places  open  for  the 
entertainment  of  the  public  for  profit. 
Is  the  Local  Authority  to  be  trusted  ?  I 
have  stated  the  conclusive  objections  to 
the  Home  Office  undertaking  these 
•duties,  and  although  I  can  conceive 
the  Board  of  Worka  performing  them 
with  satisfaction,  I  can  hardly  conceive 
that  we  should  be  willing  to  do  so.  I 
understand  that  the  County  Council  are 
willing  to  undertake  the  duties  ;  indeed 
from  what  we  hear  from  day  to  day, 
there  is  nothing  the  London  County 
Council  are  not  willing  to  undertake. 
Then,  are  they  competent?  My  hon. 
Friend  suggests  that  they  are  not.  His 
argument  is  that  no  body  which  is  not 
permanent  can  be  safely  trusted  to  dis- 
charge duties  of  that  kind.  I  must  say 
I  cannot  assent  to  that  argument.  It 
is  true  there  may  be  changes  in  the  con- 
stitution of  the  London  County  Council 
every  three  years,  and  that  they  may 
produce  some  instability  in  its  manage- 
ment, but  still  I  believe  that  variations 
will  always  be  in  the  direction  of  pro- 
gress, and  if  anything  new  is  required  it 
will  be  because  we  have  better  know- 
ledge, or  because  the  opinion  of  con- 
stituents has  been  expressed  in  a  decided 
manner.  Therefore,  although  it  is 
possible  that  some  additional  expense 
may  be  imposed  upon  theatres  by  the 
faot  that  the  London  County  Council  is 
not  a  permanent  body,  I  feel  that  that 
is  not  a  reason  for  withholding  from 
them  functions  which  they  have 
been  created  to  perform.  For  these 
reasons  I  must  decline  to  assent  to 
the  leading  principle  of  the  Bill, 
which  is  the  transference  to  a  Govern- 
ment Department  of  the  superintendence 
of  the  construction  of  theatres  and  of 
the  appliances  for  the  safety  of  the 
audiences  attending  them.  The  London 
•Oounty  Council  already  have  large 
but  insufficient  powers,  and  if  they  ask 
for  additional  powers  I  shall  be  happy 
to  give  them  all  the  assistance  I  can  to 
make  the  control  of  public  buildings, 
in  the  interests  of  public  safety,  as  com- 
plete and  efficient  as  possible.  Valuable 
materials  will  be  found  in  the  BilU. 
prepared  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,    which,    however    did   not  go 


far  enough,  particularly  in  the  matter 
of  daily  inspection  with  reference  to 
details  of  management.  It  is  quite 
possible  that  a  structure  in  itself  imper- 
fect may,  by  excellent  management,  by 
always  having  everything  ready  for  an 
emergency  or  a  panic,  be  more  safe  than 
a  building  penect  in  structure  but 
negligently  managed  so  that  the  appli- 
ances, in  case  of  nre  or  panic,  are  not 
ready  for  immediate  use.  I  have 
felt  the  anxiety  and  responsibility 
of  the  existing  state  of  things 
very  strongly  indeed,  and  I  repeat  that 
nothing  would  have  prevented  the 
Government  from  legislating  last  year 
but  the  passing  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  in  view  of  which  we  did  not 
feel  able  to  make  a  satisfactory  proposal. 
These,  however,  are  the  views  we  have 
uniformly  taken  on  the  subject,  and, 
holding  these  views,  I  feel  it  necessary 
to  go  with  those  who  oppose  the  Bill. 
*8iR  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston) :  I,  for  one,  am  glad  to  hear 
the  satisfactory  statement  which  has 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  feel  that  in  this  matter  a  certain 
amount  of  responsibility  rests  with  the 
Gt>vemment,  for,  seeing  that  the  London 
County  Council  is  now  established,  it 
clearly  would  be  showing  a  bad  example 
to  the  country,  if  the  Government  were 
not  to  trust  the  new  Local  Authority. 
The  Government  has  refused  to  the 
County  Council  the  management  of  the 
police,  although  I  think  that  in  this,  as 
well  as  in  other  respects,  the  community 
generally  is  in  favour  of  a  large  exten- 
sion of  the  powers  of  the  Council.  It 
seems  to  me  there  is  no  reason  why  the 
London  County  Council  should  not 
undertake  duties  that  are  efficiently  dis- 
charged by  the  Watch  Committees  of 
Municipal  Corporations  with  regard  to 
theatres  and  public  buildings,  except 
that  the  Town  Councils  have  the  advan- 
tage of  controlling  the  police,  a  most 
useful  force  for  this  purpose,  while 
London  is  yet  subject  to  a  dualism, 
in  this  respect,  which  involves  a 
weakening  division  of  responsibility. 
Why  should  not  the  Council  which 
governs  the  most  intelligent  centre  in 
the  United  Kingdom  enjoy  the  same 
privileges  as  the  small  municipalities? 
Why  should  London  be  placed 
in  a  secondary  position  ?  The  way 
to  make  Local  Government  strong 
and  useful  is  to  throw  upon  it  all  possible 


a::aa  firm. 
li  i^aofX  VIC  M 

b«  ^amlj  -wiA^d-  and   in. 
LmuIab.  ^  viiiiii  h«  ■"■"« 

fcr  'jolj  ~.ae  cIoml  and  :iu  3>une'>Be» 
K)i^.ii«~ai«  fr.r  taoxjutt  eii—  I  iifei-Mt 
K  »  Cr^TiMiuiMns  lMp«r!3iiaaE  iaAxfaiiiig 
L&  ui*  auUMTvam.  um  Lineal  A:iBiiwi:7 

k^pftnuioa.  I  al*>  pr>c<«  Agsiiui 
d«priTing  I»Biioa  'jf  :h«  eti-.trol  rit  ia 
(aLIiv! — a  control  vticli  I  f««l  eoavineed 
pof  nl*r  opini/>n  will  er«  l>:ag  force  horn 
ft  r«liir.tutt  0>T«niia«nt.  la  th»  nUAa- ' 
tioit  I  inuit  ttiU  «ft<*r  ch«  utUfketory  ; 
tt&Wmftikta  we  har«  btmii  from  the 
}I''>ni<i  .S«KT«tai7,  tha  )wo.  ll«mb«r  for 
HifldloMX  will  •««  Bt  to  vithdraw  bis 
Bill. 

Mr,  li  «.  WKB-JTEU  St.  P«aerM, 
K&aty:  All  tha  M«mtiera  who  bav* 
addrMiMd  tt.e  fl'^UM  on  thia  Bill  bare 
atprmmtri  tho  (fpiaioD  thatitiadeairahle 
that  letriih  mMMiira  iih"uM  li«  put»d  for 
thi  liHttJir  rtrf^iilktion  of  tbe  thaatren  and 

Iifilili':  )fi]ilil)ng«'<flyind(jD,  and  I  cannot 
idlji  imyiiiff  that  bail  it  uut  t>««a  fur  tbe 
him.  MiimUn  l-it  H><uth  and  Eoot  Fina- 
tfiiry  wo  iiiif(ht  have  punoed  the  Bill  of 
till)  ti'iri.  Onntldmaii  the  Member  for  Mid 
(Ihiinliiro  Inut  MiwiioD,  which  would  hare 
ffifMi    to   thit  Ii'iiidon  f/ountjr    Council 

fxiwiirn  wliicli  it  would  be  very  desirable 
'ir  it  lo  jioNHtiHH.     'Dill  hun.  Member  for 

irxlirldKii  tl •piioNod  that  Bill  pretty 

Itiiiiili  III!  tlio  liima  b(i  now  advaneea 
RiipliorL  of  bia  own  iiniiuiure.  To  my 
initid  It  il'ioN  tint  I'oUdw,  ' 
llol.li  ruilmllriliinduly  «•'  . 
tliiit  l.li'i  Mi>tri>[iolit»ii  Hoard  did  nut, 
nimrt  rniiii  liiR  fiiiliirti,  do  its  duty  to 
tJKi  jiiiliiiii  111  fur  an  itii  powarawout.  If 
ariytliiiiK<  tbn  Hoard  wan  rattier  too 
Htriot.  Thi>  (Joiiiity  (7ouDuil  baa  ouly  the 
naiiiii  powora,  and  having  iuipuoted  plana 


uhif  m  a  BiU  vhiek  ■■«■>  to 
btt  a  :faje*Ene»L  manafimwr  BQl  ^  o^ 
poaed  Bi  a  BUI  wkieft  wooLi  tkxum  tta 

rtwer  La^  ih«  handa of  tba  iatalBoijT 
loink  h  dMoabfe.  in  Hnm  infeac«Ma  tt 
OxuUT  Cooaeila  and  of  ih*  Oov^maaoat 
of  Londoa.  that  this  KU  AomJd  ba  n- 
JMCed.  I  caaaoc  think  that  mj  hoA. 
Friand  the  H«mbar  Cor  Uxbndga  [Mr, 
Dixon- Hartlawd;  Mriooalj  intaada  to 
pr«aa  thia  BtU  to  a  Diviaton.  If  ha  doo, 
I  do  not  think  then  ai«  maay  who  will 
go  into  the  Diviaioa  L>bbj  with  him. 
At  the  aame  time,  I  da  think  that  thia 
laatioo  ia  oae  of  great  iKportanca  to 
indon  and  to  a  great  aombar  of  Loo* 
donera  who  go  to  theatres  night  aftv 
igbt ;  aod  in  the  interesta  of  tfaoae  who 
form  tbe  theatrical  aadienoea,  and  in 
the  general  interests  of  the  Metropolian 
I  Kincerely  trust  that  tbe  County  Coundl, 
aided  by  my  right  hoa.  Friend  the  Home- 
Secretary,  will  speedily  bring  forward  a 
measure  fur  the  better  protection  of 
theatres  from  fires,  and  that  that  meaanr» 
will  be  passed  at  an  early  date. 
•Ma.  DIXON-HARTLAND:  I  think. 
Sir,  that  the  interest  taken  in  thia  debate- 
will  hare  shown  that  it  has  not  been 
useless,  and  in  tbe  hope  that  a  Bill  will 
soon  be  brought  in  dealing  tboroagfaly 
with  the  whole  matter,  I  will  not  put 
tbe  House  to  tbe  trouble  of  a  DiTiaion. 
Lluestion  put  and  negatived. 
Words  added. 

Main  Question  as  amended  put,  ul 
agreed  to. 

Seuoud    Beading    put   off    for  aU. 
moatha. 
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CORPORAL-PUNISHMENT  BILL. 
(NO.  1). 

SBOOITD    BBADDVO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.    T.   MILVAIN   (Durham):    In 
moYing  the   Second   Beading  of   this 
Bin,  1  wish  to  point  out  to  me  House 
that  there  are  certain  offences  to  which 
this  punishment  ought  to  be  extended, 
and  which,  in  my  opinion,  and  in  the 
opinion  of  the  public  generally  through- 
out the  country,  can  only  be  deterred 
by  the  administration  of  the  lash.     But 
when  I  began  to  inquire  into  the  law 
upon  the  subject,  I  found  that  it  was 
distributed  over  several  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  it  required  some  work 
thoroughly  to  understand  what  the  law 
really  was.    I,  therefore,  determined  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  consolidate  as  well 
as  to  amend,  the  law  relating  to  corporal 
punishment.     Now,  Sir,  with  regard  to 
the  consolidation  of  the  law,  the  House 
will  derive  some  knowledge,  first  of  all, 
from  the  fact  that  it  proposes  wholly 
and  entirely  to  repeal  three  Acts    of 
Parliament,  as  well  as  portions  of  six 
others,    and   while   at  the  same    time 
incorporating  provisions,  in  the  interests 
of  humanity,  for  the  protection  of  the 
subject  flogged,  it  will  also  restrict  the 
jurisdiction  to   direct  whipping  to  this 
and  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act.     It 
proposes  to  amend  the  law,  m  the  first 
instance,  by  abolishing  the  punishment 
of  flogging  in  the  case  uf  incorrigible 
rogues.  My  reason  for  seeking  to  abolish 
this  punishment  is  that,  these  offenders 
are  found  guilty  by  a  Court  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction,  and  are  sent  on  from  that 
Oourt  to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
to  inquire  into  the  nature  of  the  offence 
and  to  pass  sentence  of  flogging  upon 
them.     It  has  always  struck  me  that 
the   law    is  not  in   this  respect  quite 
as  it  ought  to  be,  because,  in  the  first 
instance,  the  incorrigible  rogue  has  not 
the  advantage  of  a  trial  by  his  Peers, 
or  trial   by  jury,   and,   in   the  second 
instance,  because   the  offence  does  not 
come  within  the  category  of  those  brutal 
or  violent  offences  to  which  I  hope  to 
make  the  law  applicable.    I  have  said 
*'  brutal  or  violent  offences,"  but  there  is 
one  exception  to  that  designation  in  the 
case  of  offences  committed  by  juvenile 
offenders.    Now,  the  oases  with  which 
.{  pEopose  to  deal  in  regiurd  to  this 
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punishment  are  two — first,  as  to  juvenile 
offenders;   and  secondly,   as  to    adult 
offenders.     The      law    regarding    the 
whipping  of  juvenile  offenders  mav  be- 
largely  but  not  entirely  collected  frouk 
the  Criminal   Law  Consolidation  Acts* 
of    1861.  and  I  think  the  Courts  of 
Quarter  Session  or  Assize  have  juris- 
diction to  whip  offenders  for  the  com- 
mission   of  a  very   great  number   of 
offences,  though  they  have  not  universal 
jurisdiction.     The  effect  is,  of  course,, 
that  when  an  offender  comes  before  the 
Court  the  first  inquiry  is  as  to  his  age^ 
and   then  there  is   a    general  search 
among  the  Consolidation  Acts  to  discover 
whether  his  is  one  of  the  offences  for 
which  the  juvenile  offender  may    b& 
flogged,  or  whether  it  is  only  one  for 
the  infliction  of  a  fine,  or  for  his  friends* 
to  find  sureties  for  his  good  behaviour. 
Now,  Sir,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  if 
the  juvenile  offender  is  fined  the  pun- 
ishment really  falls  upon  the  parents, 
and  that,  if  they  have  to  find  sureties^ 
the  punishment  falls   upon  the  wrong 
persons.     Again,   if  an  offender  under - 
15  years  of  age  is  sent  to  gaol  public 
opinion  is  against  the  punishment,  so- 
that,   practically,  an  offender   of   that 
age  enjoys  immunity  from  all  punish- 
ment.    Now,   I  propose   by  this  Bill 
that    offenders   under  the   age  of   16,. 
lawfully  punishable    by  imprisonment 
with    hard    labour,   may   be  punished 
by  whipping,    but   that   the   whipping 
shall    be    administered    by   the    birch 
rod    only.       With    regard    to    adults,. 
I   propose  to   extend  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill   to  three  classes   of  offenues* 
The  first  class  of  offenders  to  which  I 
propose   to   extend   the    punishment  is 
that  of  burglars   who,   while  engaged 
in  the  offence,  are  armed  with  dangerous 
or  offensive  weapons.    I  do  not,  however,, 
think  it  will  be  necessary   for  me  to* 
prove  in   this  House   the  necessity  of 
extending  corporal  punishment  to  such 
cases,  and  in  saying  this  I  am  supported 
by  the  fact  that  at  the  present  moment 
there  are  before  the  Legislature  thre» 
Bills  having  for  their  object  the  admin- 
istration of  this  form  of  punishment  to 
these   offenders.     The   second  class  of 
offences  to  which  I  propose  to  extend 
the  punishment  provided  by  this  Bill  is- 
rape.     Of  course.  Sir,  I  am  aware  of 
the  argument  that  will  be  used  against 
the   infliction   of   this    severe    punish-^ 
ment  for  such  offences ;  and  I  will  say^ 
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Mill,  Mi*\  \  Hii{;|;oM  I  may  answer,  by 
Mfiii':i|mtiori,  tli«9  argumeDte  that  are 
libttty  \ai  till  hrffijf^ht  against  it.  First,  in 
iii|(i»r(|  lo  rit|fit  and  offences  under 
lliit  Oi'iiiiiiiitl  liiiw  Amendment  Act,  the 
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'I'liU   niKummil    was  used  successful^ 
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from  his  experieDce  and  from  what  he 
had  heard  oriminalB  say,  the  two  punish- 
ments which  they  fear  are  capital 
punishment  and  flogging,  and  I  believe 
that  if  the  flogging  were  administered 
in  the  presence  of  all  this  rascally  type 
of  criminals,  it  would  act  as  a  deterrent 
from  rendering  themselves  liable  to 
similar  punishment.  I  am  not  afraid  of 
running  counter  to  the  humanitarian 
spirit  of  the  age,  and  I  believe  that  if 
the  House  will  boldly  face  this  question 
and  give  the  Judges  power  t »  order  the 
administration  of  corporal  punishment 
in  all  cases  of  brutal  crime,  including 
armed  burglary,  it  will  lead  to  a  great 
diminution  of  crime  and  will  promote 
economy. 

*Mr.    cuninghame    graham 

(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  do  not  propose  to 
follow  the  bon.  Member  who  last. spoke 
into  the  question  of  the  popularity  of  the 
Irish  Secretary,  but  in  dealing  with  the 
wisdom  of  severity  of  punishment,  I  wish 
he  had  read  the  book  *'  Pains  and  Penal- 
ties," by  Beccuria,  published  at  the  end 
of  last  century,  for  if  he  had  I  do  not 
believe  he  would  have  advanced  the 
arguments  he  had  laid  before  the  House. 
I  absolutely  dissent  from  every  word 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  and  for 
several  reasons  I  deny  that  severity 
ever  does  act  as  a  deterrent.  When  I 
was  in  Texas,  horse  stealing  was  very 
prevalent,  and  the  punishment  was 
generally  prompt  and  complete.  The 
neighbours  used  to  assemble,  and 
when  they  caught  the  thief  they 
hung    him    on    the    nearest    tree.       I 

have  myself  assisted  at  several  of  these 
entertainments,  and  although  many 
promising  able  -  bodied  male  white 
citizens  were  thus  removed  from  their 
sphere  of  usefulness  here  below,  the 
punishment  did  not  prove  in  any  way 
efficacious  in  checking  the  crime,  for 
it  is  still  one  of  the  most  prevalent 
in  that  State.    Again,  I  have  another 

Personal  experience  which  will  show 
ow  a  man's  humanitarian  sentiments 
are  blunted,  and  how  he  is  rendered 
hard-hearted.  I  remember  exercising 
one  day  with  other  criminals  in  Pen- 
tonville,     when    a    young    man    was 

VOL.  CCOXXXV.    [thibd  sbeibs.] 


taken  away  to  be  flogged.  He  had 
been  guilty  of  the  crime  of  violence 
and  aggravated  assault  upon  an  old 
man,  and  I  know  it  struck  several  of 
us  with  great  horror.  But  in  three  or 
four  days  another  man  was  removed  to 
undergo  a  similar  punishment,  and  I 
confess  the  incident  did  not  then  pro- 
duce the  same  keen  effect  on  me.  Sir, 
it  is  strange  that  at  the  end  of  the 
nineteenth  century  we  should  be  asked 
to  check  crime  by  increasing  the  severity 
of  the  punishment.  There  are  two 
classes  who  prey  upon  society  —  the 
landlords  and  the  capitalists — who  are 
the  heaviest  burdens  the  taxpayers  have 
to  sustain,  but  even  to  them  I  would  not 
apply  severe  measures  to  turn  them 
from  the  error  of  their  ways.  We  must, 
in  my  opinion,  look  to  education  for  the 
reduction  of  the  criminal  classes;  we 
must  improve  their  surroundings.  We 
must  get  rid  of  the  misery  in  which 
they  live  ;  we  must  do  away  with  every- 
thing that  tends  to  brutalize  and  debase 
their  natures;  and  these  remedies — 
sentimental,  as  they  may  be  termed — 
are  infinitely  better  calculated  to  lessen 
the  great  criminal  class  than  any  mea- 
sure of  punishment  however  severe. 

Mk.  H.  J.  ATKINSON  (Boston) :  I 

believe  that  criminals  do  fear  corporal 

punishment.     I  do  not  care  to  accept 

the   hen.    Member's     recommendation 

to  read  a  book  published  at  the  end  of 

the  last  century ;  I  prefer  to  be  guided 
by  my  own  experience,  and  having 
been  a  magistrate  for  25  years  or  more 
and  a  visiting  justice  for  a  part  of  the 
time,  I  give  my  support  to  the  Bill. 

*Mb.  C.  graham  :  The  object  of  the 
writer  of  the  book  was  to  advocate 
abolition  of  corporal  punishment.  He 
protests  against  the  extreme  severity 
that  then  existed  in  that  part  of  Italy 
in  which  he  lived,  and  he  proved  that 
it  acted  in  no  way  as  a  deterrent. 

Mb.  ATKINSON :  I  do  not  think  I 
said  anything  to  call  for  interruption 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member.  I  say 
that  from  my  experience  as  a  magistrate 
and  as  a  visiting  justice,  I  know  per- 
fectly well  what  are  the  sentiments  of 
the  criminal  classes,  and  I  contend  that 
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orime    would    be   prevented   by   this 
measure.   The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton has  told  us  that  he  is  against 
barbarous  punishments;  so  are  we;  but 

for  my  own  part,  I  am  more  against 
barbarous  crimes,   and  if  we  have  to 
choose  between  the  two,   I  think  we 
should  rather  have  barbarous  punish- 
ments come  upon  the  guilty,  than  bar- 
'barous  crimes  upon   the  innocent.     If 
-that  is  so,  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
liave  made  out  their  case.     The  safe- 
:^uards  contained  in  the  Bill  against 
•excessive  severity  are  quite  sufficient, 
but  if  necessary  they  might  be  added  to 
in  Committee.     The  young  are  protec- 
ted, a  surgeon  is  to  be  present  at  the 
infliction    of    the    punishment.      Hon. 
Members   opposite    talk  about  public 
opinion.    Let  me  point  out  that  we  on 
this  side  represent  the  majority  of  the 
electors,  and  we  therefore  are  entitled 
to  talk  about  public  opinion.    I  declare 
from  the    bottom  of   my  heart,   that, 
in  my    opinion,  the    subjects  of  Her 
Majesty  are  entitled  to  protection  at  the 
liands    of    those    who    are  chosen   as 
their    representatives    in    Parliament, 
and  that  the  great   majority   will  be 
satisfied  if  the  House  pass  this  Bill.    I 
believe  there  is  a  general  desire  through- 
out the  country  that  it  should  be  passed. 
It  would  often  be  a  mercy  to  a  man  who 
developes  brutal  tendencies  to  stop  him 
at  the  outset.    If  he  were  flogged  in  the 
first  instance  that  would  prevent  him 
from  again  committing  an  ofiPence  of  the 
same  kind.      If,  however,    he  is  not 
deterred    he    is    a   mere    brute,    and 
deserves  to  receive  the  brutal  punish- 
ment which  is  due  to  such  men,  who 
fear  nothing    but   flogging  or  capital 
punishment.      Bemember    that    Httle 
children  are  often  violated  and  assaulted 
by  these  brutes  and  ruffians ;  if  one  of 
your  children  were  so  treated  would  you 
dare  stand  up  in  this  House  and  declare 
that  the  brute  should  under  no  circum- 
stances be  flogged  ?    Let  us  put  our- 
selves in  the  place  of  those  whom  we 
are  sent  here  to  protect.     I  say  if  you 
flogged  these  brutes  you  would  prevent 
99  out  of  every  100  from  ever  committing 
the  ofi'ence  a  second  time.     I  hope  the 
Bill  will  be  allowed  to  go  into  Committee, 
and  I  am  sure  we  are  highly  indebted 
to  the  hon.  Member  who  has  brought  it 
iorward. 

Mr,  Atkimon 


♦Mb.  Q.  OSBORNE  MOSQAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.):  If  I  vote  against 
the  Bill  it  will  not  be  because  I  do  not 
entertain  a  feeling  of  indignation  and 
loathing  for  the  brutal  crimes  which  have 
been  referred  to.  But  it  is  a  singular 
circumstance  that  whereas  every  other 
civilized  country  has  discarded  the  use 
of  the  lash,  there  is  in  England  alone 
a  desire  to  revert  to  this  form  of  punish- 
ment, and  I  have  often,  when  abused, 
been  asked  to  explain  how  that  is.  The 
question,  especially  when  accompanied 
by  an  uncomplimentary  comparison  be- 
tween England  and  Russia,  is  not  a 
pleasant  one,  and  is  not  easy  to  answer. 
Of  course  nobody  but  a  few  fanatics 
advocate  corporal  punishment  for  its  own 
sake,  and  I  am  quite  willing  to  believe 
my  hon.  Friend  when  he  says  he  brings 
forward  this  Bill  because  he  thinks 
flogging  is  the  only  deterrent  from 
certain  kinds  of  crime.  Is  it  a  fact, 
however,  that  corporal  punishment  is 
really  a  deterrent?  If  the  judicial 
statistics  are  any  guide  my  hon.  Friend's 
opinion  is  founded  on  as  weak  a  founda- 
tion as  any  popular  fallacy  can  rest 
upon.  The  hon.  Member  has  quoted 
opinions  of  Grand  Juries.  Well  I  am 
not  disposed  to  place  implicit  reliance 
on  the  opinions  of  Grand  Juries.  But 
even  supposing  that  the  opinions  which 
have  been  quoted  are  entitled  to  the 
greatest  possible  weight,  surely  before 
we  legislate  in  a  direction  opposed  to 
the  whole  current  of  modem  legisla- 
tion, we  are  entitled  to  something 
more  than  opinions.  We  are  entitled 
to  facts  ba^ed  upon  official  statistics  and 
concerning  which  there  can  be  no  doubt 
whatever.  By  facts  I  do  not  mean 
letters  in  newspapers  or  conversations 
with  prison  warders.  I  mean,  I  repeat, 
facts  oased  on  judicial  statistics.  I  will 
not  go  back  to  the  time  when  men  and 
women  were  flogged  through  the  streets 
of  London  at  the  cart's  tail,  and  when 
flogging  seemed  to  act  as  a  stimulant 
to  crime  rather  than  as  a  deterrent,  but 
I  will  take  three  modern  cases,  being, 
indeed,  the  only  cases  in  which  in 
modern  times  corporal  punishment  has 
been  resorted  to.  In  the  case  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  the  lash  has  not  proved 
a    deterrent    from    crime,    which    has 
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-decreased  enonnoasly  since  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  was  abolished*  There- 
fore we  may  assume  that  it  would  not 
prove  to  be  a  deterrent  to  men  who  do 
not  belong  to  the  Army  or  Navy.  The 
statistics  snow  that  at  the  time  when  flog- 

flng  was  of  almost  daily  occurrencein  the 
rmy  in  one  year  there  were  no  less  than 
510  men  flogged.  In  those  days  the 
Army  was  a  perfect  sink  of  crime,  and 
in  the  same  year  as  those  floggings  took 
place  there  were  22,852  Courts  Martial. 
That  was  in  the  year  1866.  In  another 
year  the  number  of  Courts  Martial  rose 
as  high  as  26,000.  Well,  in  1868  a 
Motion  was  brought  forward  for  the 
abolition  of  flogging  in  the  Army  ex- 
cept in  time  of  war.  In  that  debate  it  was 
€aid,  as  it  is  said  now,  that  these  ruffians 
would  only  be  deterred  from  crime  by 
fear  of  physical  pain,  and  so  strong  was 
the  feeling  in  the  House  that  the 
Motion  was  only  carried  by  a  majority 
of  one.  The  next  year  the  Government 
prohibited  flogging  except  when  the 
men  were  on  active  service.  Crime 
immediately  decreased.  The  number  of 
Courts  Martial  fell  as  low  as  1 2, 000,  and  I 
believe  they  have  never  risen  beyond 
16,000.  In  the  year  1881  I  brought  in 
a  Bill  for  total  abolition  of  flogging  in 
the  Army.  As  to  the  Navy,  the  pro- 
vision as  to  active  service  excluded  the 
operation  of  the  order,  as  men  on 
board  ship  were  always  deemed  to 
be  on  active  service.  I  showed  that 
the  result  of  the  abolition  of  flog- 
ging had  been  that  crime  had  year  by 
year  decreased.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
some  very  remarkable  speeches  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  in 
1879  gave  a  great  impetus  to  this  move- 
ment, and  to  him  is  really  due  the  aboli- 
tion of  flogging  in  the  Army ;  and  the 
Bill,  which  a  few  years  before  had  been 
thrown  out  by  a  majority  of  106, 
eventually  passed  the  House  of  Com- 
mons without  a  single  dissentient.  I  say 
it,  I  hope,  with  all  humility,  but  there 
is  no  single  act  of  my  whole  life  upon 
which  I  shall  look  back  with  more  satis- 
faction than  this.  From  that  moment 
<:rime  fell  again.  In  1881,  the  last  year 
of  flogging,  the  number  of  courts  martial 
was  91  per  thousand  men  ;  in  1884  the 
number  fell  to  73,  and  in  1887,  the  last 
year  for  which  I  have  the  returns,  they 
fell  to  61  per  thousand  men— or  a  little 
over  6  per  cent,  as  against  14  or  15  per 


cent  in  the  palmy  days  of  flogging. 
There  was  an  equal  reduction  in  the  case 
of  the  Navy  and  the  Marines,  when 
Courts  Martial  on  board  ship  fell  from 
266  in  1881,  the  last  year  of  flogging, 
to  169  in  1886.  Yet  there  are  people 
who  tell  us  that  the  abolition  of  flogging 
in  the  Army  and  Navy  has  led  to  an 
increase  of  crime  !  I  think  now  I  am 
entitled  to  assume  that  what  has 
occurred  in  the  services  will  not  be 
different  from  the  result  in  the 
civilian  classes,  and  that  flogging  will 
not  be  found  to  act  as  a  deterrent. 
I  will  next  take  the  cases  of  assaults 
upon  the  Queen.  There  have,  I  believe 
been  six  of  these  dastardly  assaults 
upon  Her  Majesty.  The  first  took 
place  in  1841,  and  soon  after  the  dis- 
tinguished father  of  the  present  Speaker 
brought  in  a  Bill  inflicting  whipping  as 
a  punishment  for  assaults  upon  the 
Queen.  But  all  these  assaults,  except,  of 
course,  the  first,  and  perhaps  the  second, 
took  place  after,  and  not  before,  corporal 
punishment  had  been  authorized. 
What,  then,  becomes  of  the  argument 
that  flogging  acted  as  a  deterrent  ? 
I  now  come  to  the  last  case  I  am  going 
to  cite — namely,  robbery  with  violence. 
I  will  ask  the  careful  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  facts  that  I  am  going  to 
lay  before  it.  It  has  been  stated  by  the 
mover  of  this  Bill  that  robbery  with 
violence  has  diminished  in  consequence 
of  the  punishment  of  the  lash. 

♦Mb.  MILVAIN  :  My  point  was  that 
in  the  district  where  the  lash  was  ordered, 
robbery  with  violence  has  been  sup- 
pressed. 

*Mb.  Q.  OSBORNE  MORGAN :  But 
what  is  the  evidence  of  that  ?  I  will 
accept  only  j  udicial  statistics.  Individual 
experience  and  opinions  on  this  subject 
are  so  contradictory  that  it  is  not  safe 
to  act  upon  anything  but  judicial  statis- 
tics. A  quarter  of  a  century  ago  there 
was  a  panic  about  garrotting,  and  Lord 
Norton,  then  Mr.  Adderley,  who  had  a 
perfect  mania  on  the  subject  of  flogging, 
by  means  of  which  only  he  seemed  to 
think  the  world  could  be  regenerated, 
induced  Parliament  to  pass  an  Act  to 
punish  the  offence  of  garrotting  with 
flogging.  But  before  the  Act  was  passed 

3  H  2 


1455 


Corporal 


{COMMONS} 


PunUhment  BiU. 


145S 


garrotingy  in  the  technical  and  scientific 

sense  of    the    word — that    which   has 

caused  the  panic — had  been  completely 

put  an  end  to,  because  the  gang  who 

had  practised  it  had  been  broken  up, 

all   its    members    having    been    cap- 

tured,    convicted,    and     sentenced     to 

penal   servitude.     These   are    facts   for 

which   I    have    the    authority    of    the 

late    Eecorder,    Mr.    Kussell    Gurney. 

The    question    is,     has    robbery    with 

violence  increased  or  decreased?    The 

Act  has  been  in  force   more    than   25 

years,  and  surely,  if  it  was  to  bear  fruit 

at  all,  there  ought  now  to  be  a  steady 

diminution    in     the    offences     against 

which   it  was   directed.     I  have   been 

at     some     pains     to      ascertain     the 

facts.       I    have    gone     through    the 

criminal  statistics  for  the  period  of 
ten  years,  and  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  agree  that  that  will 
give  sufficient  data  to  enable  us  to  come 
to  a  conclusion  on  a  question  of  this 
kind.  The  best  judicial  statistics  are 
from  1888.  They  divide  the  previous 
ten  years  into  two  quinquennial  periods, 
from  1878  to  1882,  and  from  1883  to 
1887,  and  the  result  has  proved  most 
satisfactory.  It  shows  that  in  the 
last  five  years,  as  compared  with  the  pre- 
ceding five  years,  there  has  been  a  great 
diminution  in  serious  crimes  —  from 
77,576  to  69,918— whereas  there  has 
been  an  increase  in  those  that  are 
punishable  with  flogging,  from  1,372 
to  1,390.  There  is  a  considerable 
increase  in  the  number  of  assaults 
upon  women,  but  that  is  to  be  ex- 
plained by  the  passing  of  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Act,  the  consequent 
vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  police, 
and  the  prosecutions  that  followed. 
But  even  these  are  now  on  the 
decline.  At  the  recent  sessions  of  the 
Central  Criminal  Court,  out  of  89  pri- 
soners 15  were  charged  with  robbery 
with  violence,  and  the  Grand  Jury  called 
upon  the  Hecorder  to  inflict  the  punish- 
ment of  the  lash.  It  would  be  instructive 
to  know  whether  the  Becorder  agreed 
with  the  Grand  Jury.  It  is  easy  to 
mislead  popular  opinion  on  such  a  sub- 
ject. A  journalist  told  me  that  this  was 
actually   done    by   a   leading    London 

Mr.  O,  Osborne  Horgan 


newspaper  a  few  years  ago,  and  a  sort 
of  panic  created  by  simply  collectinff- 
cases  of  assaults  of  women,  an<^ 
by  putting  them  together,  concen- 
trating attention  upon  them,  while  at 
the  very  time  this  was  being  done 
it  afterwards  proved  that  there  had 
been  a  diminution  in  the  number  of 
cases.  An  American  once  remarked  to 
me,  '^Your  nation  are  the  greatest  set 
of  cowards  on  God's  earth;  you  are 
always  afraid  of  something.  You  are 
always  going  to  be  either  invaded  or 
garrotted.''  If  the  lash  is  so  effective 
a  deterrent,  why  do  we  not  go  rn  and 
inflict  it  in  cases  of  robbery  without 
violence  ?  And  that  is  what  we  shall  get 
to,  for  as  Lord  Bacon  observed  300  years 
ago,  the  appetite  for  these  vindictive 
punishments  grows  with  indulgence. 
When  the  Irish  Crimes  Act  was  before 
the  House,  an  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Swetenham)  put  on  the  paper  an 
amendment  that  any  one  guilty  of 
offences  named  in  certain  clauses  should 
be  liable  to  be  once,  twice,  or  thrice, 
privately  whipped,  the  number  of  lashes 
not  to  exceed  50  at  each  whipping.  One 
of  the  offences  specified  was  assaulting: 
or  injuring  a  dwelling.  One  hundred 
and  flfty  lashes  for  **  injuring  a 
dwelling  " !  Why,  in  no  other  country 
in  Europe  would  a  member  of  a  repre- 
sentative Assembly  have  dared  to  make 
such  a  proposal.  Yet  that  is  what  we 
have  come  to  in  this  age  of  '*  spurious 
sentimentality.''  I  mentioned  tne  fact 
to  an  Italian  Deputy,  and  he  told  me 
that  if  anything  of  the  kind  had  been 
proposed  in  their  Assembly  the  Member 
would  have  been  hissed  out  of  the 
Chamber.  I  hope  there  are  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  fair-minded  men 
who,  having  listened  to  the  facts  I  have 
quoted,  will  oppose  the  Second  Beading^ 
of  a  Bill  which  would  be  tolerated  by 
no  other  Legislature  in  Europe,  and 
which  our  own  experience  has  shown  te 
be  not  only  barbarous,  but  absolutely 
ineffective. 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  think  every- 
body will  admit  that  the  present  state 
of  the  law  with  regard  to  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  is  unsatisfactory.  We 
flog  in  a  sporadic  and  eccentric  kind  of 
way  that  is  I  think  totally  indefensible. 
There  is  the  Treason  Felony  Act  under 
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which,  for  certain  assaults  on  the  Queen, 
flogging  may  be  be  administered  ;  then 
assaults  accompanying  robbery  with 
violence  and  garrotting  or  attempted 
choking  may  be  punished  in  the  same 
way.  Tbeo  there  are  several  offenoee 
under  the  Yagrant  Act  for  wbiob  the 
punishment  of  flogging  may  still  be 
inflicted.  Forinstance,  amanconvicted 
for  the  second  time  as  an  idle  and 
disorderly  person  may  be  flogged,  as 
may  a  man  who  neglects  to  maintain 
himself  or  hia  family ;  so  may  a  chap- 
man travelling  or  selling  without  a 
licence,  or  any  person  sleeping  in  the 
open  air  without  any  visible  means  of 
subsistence.  I  should  be  disposed  myself 
to  vote  for  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Bill  if  only  because  it  proposes  to  deal 
with  the  whole  question  and  determine 
once  for  all  which  punishments  should 
be  dealt  with  by  this  kind  of  punish- 
ment and  which  should  not.  These  dis- 
cussions on  questions  of  punishment 
inTol?e  questions  of  social  philosophy 
which  are  interesting  to  us  all.  I  suppose 
all  will  agree  that  any  punishment 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  society 
against  crime  is  justiSable,  although  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  opposite  of  that 

Sroposition  will  be  generally  accepted, 
he  first  question  which  arises  is  whether 
a  given  punishment  is  deterrent  or  not. 
I  have  listened  with  some  surprise  to 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  opposite,  and  as  far  as  I  could 
follow  it,  it  convoyed  to  my  puzzled 
mind  the  idea  that  flogging,  so  far  from 
deterring  from  crime,  iias  the  eflect  of 
leading  to  the  commission  of  that  class 
of  crime  to  which  it  is  applied,  and  that 
a  wise  Legislature  ought  to  flog  for  acts 
of  virtue. 
*Mh.  G.  OSBORNE  MOHGAN:  I 
simply  stated  the  facts. 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Yes;  but  the 
facts  are  for  the  purpose  of  drawing  in- 
ferences, and  as  far  as  I  can  follow  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  they  are  intended 
to  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  the  punish- 
ineut  of  flogging  does  not  deter  from  but 
actually  leads  to  the  class  of  crime  to 
which  it  was  applied.   If  that  ie  a  sound 
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argument,  I  repeat  it  leads  to  the  con- 
clusion that  flogging  is  a  most  vslu»ble 
social  Inatniment  for  the  promotioa  of 
virtue,  if  not  for  the  prevention  of 
crime.  That  is  a  question  on  which  we 
all  of  us  have  experience  of  our  own  to 
guide  us.  We  have  many,  if  not  all,  of 
us  experienced  the  punishment  of  flog- 
ging, and  when  the  experience  of  foreign 
countries  is  quoted,  and  it  is  said  that  a 
man  would  be  scouted  out  of  the  Senate 
of  a  foreign  nation  if  he  proposed  such 
a  punishment,  my  short  answer  will  be 
that  those  foreign  legislators  have  not 
been  flogged  and  we  have.  No  man 
exposes  himself  willingly  to  that  puaish- 
ment,  and  I  confess  that,  bringing  my 
own  experience  to  bear  on  the  question, 
I  cannot  doubt  that  flogging  is  deterrent. 
That  alone  tsnot  enough  to  say,  because 
torture  was  deterrent.  I  am  not  going 
to  push  the  arc^ment  too  far ;  it  does 
not  follow  that  oecause  a  punishment  ie 
deterrent,  it  ie  therefore  juetiflable. 
Let  me  point  out  how  inconclusive  the 
figures  quoted  hy  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  pointed  out  in  the  compart> 
sons  which  he  quoted  two  figures  only 
— namely,  those  for  the  two  quinquen- 
nial periods  immediatety  preceding  1887 
— of  robbery  and  asssuIC^  with  intent  to 
rob  by  persons  armed  or  to  the  number 
of  two  or  more  together.  It  is  not  every 
robbery  or  assault  with  intent  to  rob 
which  is  floggable.  In  order  to  be 
floggable  it  must  be  by  a  person  armed 
or  by  two  or  more  persons ;  therefore  the 
figures  are  misleading.  The  figures 
were  1,390  for  the  second  period,  and  in 
the  first  period  1,327.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  favour  the  House 
with  any  calculation  to  show  that  that 
was  more  than  should,  have  followed 
from  the  increase  of  population  or  more 
than  accident  or  local  circumstances 
might  have  accounted  for.  Both  periods 
are  under  the  operation  of  the  lash,  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ascribes  the 
increase  in  the  last  period  to  flogging, 
those  who  oppose  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  ascribe  the  decrease  on  the 
former  period  to  flogging.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  looks  a  few  lin  b  helow 
in  the  Betura  from  which  he  has  quoted 
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should  rc«t]uirf«  in  a  raiia  of  murdfir.  I  ■  th«  law  ft*  to  flogging,  bcc«MH  it  «mU 
ciLiiuld  iMt  lit*  haiihlit^d  wilL  (trdinarr  or  extend  the  panishment  to  a  dasB  d 
rff^anobttlilc*  |iriiol,  inaMiuuch  aii  a  uuHtaike  caMw  of  a  very  doubtful  rharrtw  nk- 
(kiuld  ijii!  ht*  cMiT«H*l<«d  il  niiidt^.  If  it  deed,  in  which  the  defendant  is  ote 
were*  piiNHilile  that  you  cumld  ptin  anv-  >  placed  in  an  extremely  difficult  pontin, 
thing  liy  the*  jihyHioal  torture  of  fit ){^pn|;  i  and  would  be  almost  nnaUe  to  prove 
you  Would  1  otic* that  adrautaire,  and  more  |  hi*  innooenoe  bj  his  own  testimoay. 
than  lour  it.in  ihr  unpc*iuiiii^  t.hat  would  I 'VVhen,    therefore,     it    is    piroposed  to 

iKuur  a^  to  the*  lutluiion  of  puni,»hniont.  ,  ^W^^   ^^*  particular   form  of  pimi*- 
^1  .     «  1     1    1  ^     IT   V       1        uenl  ti~>  these  onenoea,  we  ouflrht  to  nan, 

Hut  whv  ^\*Y  at  the*  la«.h  V     If  there  l>e.  :  ^^^,  j^^happ  an  investi^ationby  a  Select 

what    r\pcTJc*urc*     and     nuumonaen^ie    Committee  on   the  subject,  but,  at  iH 

ah  I » IT    tht*r«*     i»     niii,    atix      ]teruliarly  ;  evt^t^.  the  production  of  some  strongw 

dc^ic^rmit     i»ow«*r     in     thi*     form      of  >videnoo  to  justify  the  proposed  change 

pain.  «  li\  uot  j;o  oa  u^  unv  all  \\w  tor-    »»  ^^«"  l*^-     ^  »€Tee  with  the  Bill  so  lii 

turt.i.ku.'.aii  n»  the  iin.hUf.  lmo^  *     No  ^*  J«   oontmues   to  punish    and    to  flog 

iiur  itti»  Yvow  l.x  ;iii\  « r.\iiii.iU  Mj»t.iMu>    thoso  cuilty  of  serious  and  brutal cnmse, 

that    tl..^*c.i.,;    'hii>"  .K.ho     iMix     jj.vnV  .*'«' 1   '^A'^n^^^  support  it,  becsause  it  p«>- 

iJrltrriui*  Utiy  hvtu  uiado  to  flo'4?^iii(r  at    P^'"'^    ^^^    fxteud    floggiufir   to  offences 

mLi^a      I'hai    ,v|tUiiii.  M   uio'mhat   1     *i»"-^  i»*^**   »*^^    ^»^a  shown    to  haw 

hnxr  nr.^urhilx  .LmiwuI  in  I'lo*  IIouno  *j^,.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  CBradforf, 
..tt  .^  .  4     -  -      *  .  •      .  ^  I .   .  1  i  OojiiTAi   :  1  Terv  much  regretted  to  near 

c'ouauci,  thc*x  lire*  rtvoixod  \«x  mavx  *»'^*-^ '^^^  ^^^^n^**  ^^"^^^''^  that  the  Qo- 
Xlouiliri^  «ith  rnptut'i>n>  choor^.  aiui  1  xnnisv.ent  intended  to  support  the 
have  lu.uif  tt»  the  i'liuluMou  thai  ilo,*-  j^jvMud  'l^*ading  of  this  Bill,  even  with 
i:iin;hr»>.K,Uc*i.hruM.o^-.u.d    I  thauk  the  .  ,j^^   limitations,   important,   as   I  fuUj 

<  »r  >.-»,..♦  .„  ,rt  1  c  •!  .  i  tf  V.  X  a»tnuT^  thov  are.  1  should  have  thought 
lor  hax n>^  iUuittoJ  SNootiMtui  iVi^m  w.     1  .  •  ^ 

am  j;laa  hi*  ha^i  not  attt*u»j.ti.d  to  put  \  ^^  «^^uld  have  been  well  for  the  right 
ihib  ill^(«raiv  and  sk-andal  upon  us,  an*l  i  hon.  l1t^ntloman  to  hare  been  guided  by 
1  sihall  l.c»  >urjui>T^l  if  Kuiilaud  ^  ill  T».t»  f^\jvr ion oe  of  his  predecessor.  The 
a.H^j.i  a  15^11  «hu'h  ho  do.x>  not  daro  to  i  ^^,^^^^,  ^-^^^   rtW.Avt  that  in  1875  Loid 

apply  to  ^.'otland.  I  ,  u        n  o        -. 

Cross.,  mho  mas  then   Rome    ^>ecretai7, 

Mk.  0,  \V.  K.   C\'^\.>KK   ^Nt»ifiui:ton.  ■  introdut»ed  a  measure  dealing  with  this 

W.    .   1  ^llall  x\«te  airaiust  this  mt^asure    subjtH-t        lie      proposed      to      extend 

n v»t  ou  any  ^ jhv i :il  h  a  m :init ji  ri an  *: r .  ai n  d s.  !  th e    pn nish  m  out    of    £ .  'paring,    by    no 

but  fiT thi >  out*  jr,i>on.  that  them i>a*ure  j  nu>ans  to  the  oxicj:it    prop.tsed    io    the 

l»iv»po*o*  to  rxttnd  a  form  of  punishment  !  prestut  l^.H,   l  ut  yet    to  an  impartant 

that   ourih:    irrtaiUiX-   not  l:chtlx-  to  W  1  eit^ent.      li.o   measure  proved  to  be  a 

rxTfuded  to  a  now  iIas*  o{  odoui^es.  and  i  niv^t  unpopular  one  in  the  ft>untry  and 

lA'  ividrnto  has  htvn  pn^iuced  to  show  !  jt  led  to  totx  imporian:  debate  in  the 


that  that  vlass  of  i'tlenors  is  iXTfuding. 
Ihat  is  my  >v»le  j;rv«uni  fv»r  voting 
a^aiuM  the  IkW.  1  have  no  douti  « hat- 
over  in  my  own  mind  that  di^gging  is  a 
Mr^^ug  deterrent,  and  when  I  am  told 
that  you  c-anuv^t  und\>  d^^gglng  when 
oLce  iutlicted.  my  r^ply  ia  thai  t< 
not  either  do  awav  the  efbd  of 

m 

u:ent  or  ^.-spiral  puniahment.     ^  ^_^ 

proposes  lo  do  more  than  c  r***i^  !>■*  V 

J/r.  JIunUr 


House.  The  rt\vv:ion  of  the  Bill 
moved  by  Mr.  T.  lax  lor  the  then  Mem- 
ber fiXT  Leicester,  and  1  think  the  general 
feeling  of  the  Hou»e,  a<\er  Ust«ning  to 
■,  Taylor  •  »pe<ieh  and  ux  the  debate 
h  followed,  wa*  thai  the  ease  against 
the    liU  was  OMdaaive;  at  all  events 

It  drapped  the  Bitt.  Nov, 
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something  harder,  namely  by  experience 
and  the  query  really  is  whether  the  ex- 
perience   of    this   and   other   countries 
shows  that  flogging  tends  to  deter  peo- 
ple from  crime.     If  it  had  that  effect  I 
would  be  disposed  to  abandon  sentiment 
and  vote  for  the  Bill,  but  I  firmly  believe 
that  when    the    matter  is   thoroughly 
investigated  it  will  be  found  that  flog- 
^ng  has  not  been  a  deterrent  of  crime. 
•Certainly  it  is  a  remarkable  fact  that 
-flogging  was  almost  universal  through- 
out Europe  for  something  like  300  years 
— in  this  country  it  was  inflicted   for 
almost  all  offences  against  the  criminal 
Jaw — but  that  within  the  last  50  years 
it  has  been  abandoned,  not  only  by  this 
country  but  by  other  countries.     Even 
Bussia  has  now  abandoned  the  knout. 
We   are   the   only   country  which   has 
'made  any  retrograde  step  in  the  matter, 
and  that  only  in  the  case  of  robbery  with 
violence.     The  Home  Secretary  scarcely 
did  justice  to  the  argument  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Q.  0.  Morgan)  who 
showed  that  while  offences    generally 
have  diminished,  the  offences  to  which 
•corporal  punishment  applies  has  actually 
increased.    It  is  true  that  corporal  pun- 
ishment may  be  applied  in  certain  cases 
under  the  Vagrancy  Acts,  but  as  a  mat- 
ter   of  fact   it    is  never  applied.     The 
Home   Secretary    recommended   us    to 
study  the  statistics  of  offences  against 
the  person  before  the  Act  of  lb63  and 
after  that  Act.    It  so  happens  that  I  can 
supply  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
statistics  on  the  point.     I  took  part  in 
the  debate  in  1875  and  the  figures  I 
then  gave  were  not  challenged  and  have 
not  been  challenged  since.     For  the  five 
years  preceeding  the  Act  of  1863  the 
offences  against  the  persons  with  vio  • 
lenoe  averaged  200  a  year,   while  the 
average    of    such   offences    after    the 
passing  of  that  Act  was  383,  an  increase 

•of  nsariy  100  per  cent.  I  believe  it  is 
ih»  opinion  of  many  people  that  garrot- 
pnt  down  by  corporal  punish- 


ment, but  that  is  not  the  fact.  It  is  beyond 
all  question  that  garrotting  had  ceased 

altogether  before  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1863.  [An  hon.  Gentleman:  *' No.*'] 
It  has  been  stated  publicly  and  in  the 
most  positive  manner  by  Mr.  Bruce, 
now  Lord  Aberdare,  who  was  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
at  the  time,  that  garrotting  had 
wholly  ceased  before  the  Act  of  1863 
was  passed  into  law.  Although  the 
crime  had  ceased,  for  weeks  afterwards 
the  Home  Office  was  besieged  by  people 
who  professed  to  have  been  subjected 
to  garrotting,  but  in  every  one  of  the 
cases  it  appeared  there  was  a  mistake. 
But  although  garrotting  had  ceased, 
other  crimes  of  robbery  with  violence 
increased.  Now,  I  must  say  that  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Hunter)  with  regard  to  Scot- 
land was  most  important ;  it  was  that 
in  Scotland  public  opinion  would  not  jus- 
tify a  change  of  the  law  in  this  respect, 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  get  people 
to  serve  in  prisons  unless  it  was  well 
understood  that  flogging  would  not  be 
allowed.  The  Act  of  1863  did  not  apply 
to  Scotland,  and  although  under  the 
common  law  of  Scotland  flogging  is  per- 
missible, yet  for  40  years  previous  to 
the  Act  of  1863  flogging  had  fallen  into 
disuse,  and  two  years  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1863  flogging  in  Scotland 
was  specially  abolished  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. Personally,  I  am  content  to 
take  m}'  stand  upon  the  general  ex- 
perience of  mankind,  and  I  do  think  it 
is  one  of  the  strongest  arguments 
against  flogging  that  it  has  been  de- 
liberately abandoned  by  every  country 
in  Europe  after  the  experience  of  ages. 
I  will  not  say  that  flogging  actually 
increases  crimes  of  violence,  but  I  do 
maintain  that  it  does  not  act  as  a  deter- 
rent. I  believe  it  brutalizes  still  more 
the  brute  who  commits  these  offences, 
and  that  it  also  brutalizes  the  people 
who  have  to  administer  the  punishment. 
Certainly  the  experience  of  the  army 
and  navy  in  which  flogging  formerly 
existed  is  conclusive  against  the  practice 
of  flogging. 

♦Mb.  SWETENHAM  (Carnarvon): 
When  I  came  down  to  the  House  I  did 
not  think  that  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Measure  would  be  reached  to-day, 
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or  tbftt  A  pfiriaDAlAtUck  vmftgoingtobe '  ^  »         Dv   it  »  Mh  <> 

mftd^ "» m*-.  1  •hould  have  pfrapAnd  my-  ■•  *5?"*?  7?!"!* 

<^»rfN.rftl  puuihhmAnt  prapfirly  adminit-    ^^  ^  j^g^  Bimmw«Il  be  ako  otri? 

'  '  i  tlie  Act  avthovuw^  tbe  floggflf 


aAmI  in  nikbj  <'AMi«»,  axid  U)  have  iliown    of  „  . 

KhiLt   my  Amftudmiini  to    lh«    CnmM    *']f^*^   ™^  **  bj  J^«d  Bcnivdl 

Act  rtifcllv  M&lira<'«d.    1  dfiii*t  think  thsra  ;    -    JJ^i^...^    — ^SL 

...  .   *  .u      ™    ▼101600©    greKliy 

arp  Uiuziy  m«iB.  Mthur  in  or  out  ox  the    Cheshire  w«  havv  ma 


Hiiuftct,  vho  hnvft  had  fto  many  oppor*  :  of  crimiiiala  tried  eveiy  jeer,  aed  fftir 
iubiUnii  ail  I  hfcwi  had  uf  attanding  trialt  j  the     iMiag  of  the  Aet  off  1865,  nd  tte 

of  i.i.ik.iic-.r*  and  irf  watfthin|?  the  effect  of  ;  g**    ••^*f^    edaunielBfed  ^  IM 

V  .  .  t:«       I.     .  ^^  ■  Bramwell,  tM  cnme  of  seROttmff  m 

puuuhu.rbi  lipon  thMn.      Fc.r  about  2^  .  m^d  acte  of  Tioleoce  of  Stmt  ni^  if 

5riir>  iif  niv  hfr  1  annuailly  attended  the    i^^y  ^\^  n^t    ebeoliitelT   coeio,    vet 

}ii\i»c«tuiiuu  uf  aliiiut  .'lOO  ]>rii(4iiier»,  and,  '  veiy    greatly   diminislied.     It  is  eil 

U*rir.!uir,  if  1  <.|.nak  upon  thi*  eubjw^t  I  \  t^*t  flogging  it  brutelinn^.    ToaeuMt 

*    *    .    .      i    V ,  .^^w  ;..  ^.^  .-^...^    Ti,;*  I  further  bratalise  the pereons  upon  whoe 

\  '     1  ^  ,  It  ift    proposed    that    thia   pninsniwer 

Hill  ilniiU   Hiiti  t«c»  cUwctj.  *if  perftons.  I  ^^f,^j  ^    inflicted.       The    aigamssti 

'It«r  itiii^l  >n«  iiiiii  pri>pti»ici>  ihut  in  perthin  '  Advanced    from    the    opposite   oenciNS 

iia»ci»  1. 1\  all  ul  Aamw  iir  Uuiiitcii  SciHsiiin  ;  Ap{>ear  to  fihov  that  the  sympathy  ii 

»»,  cian  ihr  ih.,j^a.fi  oi  %.h,Himpnf    J^i^^  the  criminaL      [Crtiw   •/-«No."J 
.      ,     .      ,  „.,       "  Do  not  misunderstand  me.     Idonotasy 

UiAlr  v..uihiul  otlniulni^     1  hi*  !►  s  nu.si  ;  ,j^^^   -^  absolute  sympathj  with   thfr 

l.r...r  ti.  ii.1  HI..!  id*.,  di  jii.iM  huiuaiir  pr».  ;  prinnniil,  but  all  the  argaments  of  him. 
p. •Aitii.it  i  he  IT  niT  lut  prii*Mii)iii  «  ho  ■  ileritloman  opposite  have  beea  in  ths 
UuM  I.,  icsi  «»  tha*iiupii  tif  guavini  '  »ntow*tofthecriminal.  [Crf##4j/'"No."} 
.N«^*..u.    ..uJ  ^..  pMT^ni.,*  ^\u^  h«vrm.i,ni  1  ^^  M^l>^*«.  t<i  me  that  sympathj  oagk 


»9>.)io1fcp>  ill  A^B»lvn,  aim  )tii<-r  littl  fpcDU 
llitii  Ki  III..:  It  11  hut^T  i\uilifull\  ihn  thil\ 
«il  t  »  4*1*.  *il  Ii^p*]  Til  t«i«tuuti1  yi»iUi|^  IutX> 
M*4.h.t    il.(      .t^:'  *i]     \l\     tti    pnntui,    h*^  in|i 

Ihr      ^J«]Ml•«ll       ^iiiiiihhuinkil      %\\      S      |^i»ivi 


to  lic  afTorded  with  the  poor  joung  giil 
und^r  IS  and  with  the  defenoeles  women 
a  ho  aro  raped,  frequently  with  Tioleoee. 
Th^  hon.  Member  for  Northamptoa 
(\\r.  I^radlaugh)  and  the  right  hoa. 
Of'titlrnian  the  Member  for  ^nbigh- 
N)iin>  \\r.  0.  0.  Morgan)  have  alluded 
lo   tlti^irin^  in  the  Armj.     I   entirely 


rK>A;«.>»«K  Ni.itilai  1.1  DiJti  ii.l«iiattNicti'n«l  \\\    ^^yt^ty  %  \\\\  tht^m  that  the  flogginginthe^ 
>.  h.  ..i>.   .*,..i  Mi  k...  ^^  MiMlii^t.M  i>iir\ni     Annv  WM»  a    disgrace   to    the  system^ 

^1      .       II     »    n  '  ,1    ,',!   ,,v  ,     »i»«^     rto«iTE^g    ^itli    mangled     bodies. 

'     »  ^H    s    ^,j^^  di^tuitod  figures.     But  nothing  oi 

''*"''^^-  *•* >ii.v;..lu\*Jni  fcAMniujjMcij  :  ,1^^  ^j,,,^  ^^  contemplated  by  this  BilL 

^,.ji...  i.,  .,^    .i  t>  1.1  )%:«ii. lull t4i>iiMY«.)  «  )ih  '  Thoiv  i>  corjviral  punishment  and  cor- 
a  I  .,..h  ♦.  .1    *M.l  ihi-  uuiutiri    oi  >U'oli^»  !  povnl  puin>hmMit.  and  what  I  advocste 

A      .  .  ,  .       .     \  1     .  ^      ^     ■  »'*»'**^  ^'^  Mr.  Tallaok,  the  Secretary  of 

""i-i^'^i-* no«.h«ho>iuuWlK«ho;^j^^    Ho'*nrd    Ass^vdation,    who  in   his 

hn.)  .  .»..i.»i.iiiO  m\\  oiVpiut\.  a  ln«?ion  thst  I  i,^,^.t   upon   ihiii  subject  says   that  the 
>^ouh)   !.i*  utolul  1.*  \ni\\   \i\  afior  life;  .  ilnrf   drloni^e   of   that    punishment  oT 
\\^irio,-«>,     »l    hl^    \^oro    >ts\x\    to    pri:.o«    *     n»o.ievAle     description     oon«ste    in 

^>  >  M     *     .      •       ..        -^t      it«    mrrrifulnew.      Mr,    TaUack,    after 

>^I»r»e     liti     «ouhi     have    to     asSivisle    "  .  ^^  ^«^  i*«.--:k1a  •n#l 

eiiurni  TJitinj:  some  of  the  homble  ana 

wnh     .nmnmlA,    he     mould     P»^'i^*H^  "  brutal    orimw    frequentiy    perpetrated 
comf    out    worse     than     he    went    in.    upi»n  helpless  women  and  children, 
Then,     in     regard     to    flogging    adult    that  these  are  the  sort  of  outr-— - 
priwutib  for  the  classes  of  offences  con-    ^l^^i'"  »*^^"  «   legion— that 
3/r,  Sirefenham  • 
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I  mitted  coQBtontlT  by  &  olaoa  of  wretches 
I  at  once  cruel  and  most  cowardly.  It  ia 
I  absurd  to  talk  about  degrsding  the 
I  flreatures  who  can  oommit  such  crimes 
BS  the  tbrms  of  the  Bill  are  directed 
againat.  I  will  not  eaj  that  I  am  pre- 
pared to  euppott  the  Bill  in  every 
detail ;  it  will  require  the  most  careful 
eonsideration  in  Committee ;  but  in  the 
interests  of  hnmanitj  and  of  the  un- 
happy and  helpless  victims  of  these 
brutal  ruffians,  I  pray  the  House  to 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time.  I  must 
say  one  word  in  defence  of  myself 
against  the  attack  made  upon  me  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Denbighshire  (Mr.  G.  O.  Morgan).  I 
am  oidy  speaking  from  memory  as  to  the 
terms  of  my  Amendment.  I  am 
qoite  sure  my  right  hon.  Friend  did  not 
mean  to  misrepresent  me,  and  I  am 
oonvinced  that  the  House  will  believe 
me  when  I  say  that  the  object,  at  least, 
of  the  Amendment  which  I  had  on  the 
Faper  when  the  Crimes  Act  was  under 
consideration,  whatever  its  effect  may 
have  seemed  to  be,  was  to  give  the 
Judges  in  Ireland  power  similar  to  that 
conferred  by  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
ia  punishing  persons  guilty  of  shooting 
ana  maiming  men  and  women  or  of 
omelly  mutilating;  cattle.  If  I  referred 
to  assault  in  dwelling  bouses  such 
reference  applied  only  to  shooting  into 
dwelling  houses  for  the  object  of  maim- 
ing people  therein. 

Mb.  O.  0.  HOBQAN :  I  hope  I  may 
not  be  chai^^  with  making  an  unfair 
attack  upon  aayone.  Of  course,  if  the 
hon.  Qentleman  eays  he  did  not  intend 
what  he  pat  on  the  Paper  and  what  bis 
Amendment  would  most  certainly  have 
done,  I  bare  nothing  more  to  say. 

*Six  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle) ;  I  bave  always  voted  againt  what 
I  call  an  excess  of  corporal  punishment. 
I  had  always  thought  there  was  a  flaw, 
a  great  flaw,  in  carrying  out  our  laws ; 
that  «a  did  not  att«od  in  our  prise  to 
amelioiating  and  softening  inflntsk  es  so 
aa  to  bring  our  pnsoncrs — men  and 
vontM — not  of  priaon  better  tbaa  tb«y 
VMt  into  it.  I  b-*=-r«  I  ] — 6  voted 
%tt»  All  the  B^  *  «  ftvyiM^ 

^B      dfT       tlTA-  but      Vt, 
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the  present  occasion  I  desire  to  give- 
the  House  a  little  of  my  own  experience 
of  a  certain  class  of  offences  which 
are  dealt  with  in  this  Bill,  because 
that  experience  induces  me  to  vote  for 
the  Second  Beading,  much  as  I  dislike 
the  whole  process  of  increasing  rather 
than  decreasing  corporal  punishment. 
It  has  fallen  to  my  lot  for  many  years 
past  to  serve,  almost  annually,  as  fore- 
man of  the  Grand  Jury  in  the  county  of 
Durham.  At  one  Assize  we  had  brought 
before  ue  at  least  11  cases  where  men 
had  committed  rapes  of  the  grossest 
character  on  little  girls,  children  so 
young  that  we  could  not  administer  th» 
oath  to  them.  Little  children  brought  in 
by  their  mothers,  who  described  the  in- 
juries done  to  theSi,  and  who,  in  several 
instances,  had  been  contaminated  with 
foul  disease.  The  Grand  Jury  on  one- 
of  the  last  occasions  went  to  the  Judg» 
with  a  presentation  asking  him  to  in- 
fluence Uie  Home  Office  to  support  any 
Bill  that  dealt  with  such  offenders  by 
flogging.  It  has  been  said  that 
flogging  has  been  a  failure.  I  believe 
that  in  a  great  majority  of  cases 
flagging  has  failed,  but  here  is  an 
offence  so  utterly  brutal  that  I  am  very 
much  inclined  to  try  the  experiment. 
I  believe  you  will  have  lo  TtMHit  to 
flogging  in  order  to  bring  this  class  of 
ofleaces  to  an  end.  I  £>  juA  appr'/v* 
of  many  of  the  paragratihs  of  th« 
schedule  of  the  Bill.  I  tbiuk  aMitittiiid 
inatructions  U>  the  judytM  are  nfj'jiviu. 
I  think  astroogwdctittitt'yuu  ticfuiivd, 
but  I  shall  support  the  l$ill  iu  thi>  hv^ 
that  in  Oomtuitt««  w«  way  deal  wJ'b  it 
as  the  Ilouee  appr'jve*.  IM  luw  remark 
that  in  making  the  yrmttutjUivu  l^  tiu* 
Judge  I  was  auzivus  uA  tv  vvuiuiU 
myself  to  any  M-urae '/fcondu'it  or  )/iv- 
ceeding  oont/ary  to  v'mwt  J  had  uk- 
preeaed  or  v<jt«e  I  liad  |;i*Mi.  t  *•*■■ 
cuaed  myself  Irow  eapreasiog  th"  viuw 


eutertaiiMfd    by    dvery   vtliw 

of  the  Graud  iaty,  but  iu   l^iktiiy,  t-uKr/ 


to  tM  MMfJua^/ij  t. 
■i^ffwrt  aby  ti 


vA  I.U. 


any  uAmiutA:  i0it»\M<iui  >(•  'iu^.i/iiy  ui'M 
h»vc  Mimtli-M^      S  U-fK  U'ltihiui,  tliu' 


" STT 


"  '■* 


— ^  '     iilli 


■  "^^ 


-.•tf       -,--■  — 


^•4  I"" 


-fci."J"»*trrT  -i 


«-o 


f  « 


>        ^  -  • 


»   -^'-^ 


<  A   .^'.  J 


■*.-- - 


•r    r  .^  ^ 


*  •■»>  V-i^     . rf  >•■  *      t*'^*  .f^"^^^ 


r      .f,  #      •  ■ 


'    ,r     1^-     .^--j.**r 


'^ •:«,-/   <y 


ti.'l  VT-*.", ■»* 


§1',  i  '*  §  //■  //^  /,  *^,/  >  J  >A  .iy.y>c^   »-i  ,: 

lir  i  r  I  III  II  .hiiIiIIm  lljiMli  yO(Hl|(  i^ii'Im  lifidur 
HilrliiM  p  iliM  1(1  ii|(h  kIhiII  IiO  lillM't  fo 
||)<  I'linlMliint'iil  III  i(lil|i|i|ii|4  ill.  IImi  <IIii 
I  t  II-  II  III  llic  lii'illit'Mitl  I  JiHiiliii  finnnliiiiM, 
u<  I  I  t<il(  ijltlli*  IIMtliilrtlltlHJ,  (ltllii>Ull^ 
\\\        \     \\      Y\\\\\\\\\\      \\s\\\i\    itf      IIIV     ll«MI 

\n  ul«     \\\\\    \\\y  A\\\\\\\\  \u\\\^  h«.itti«lotl 


..  .rz  ZL^.'iz't.ii.j  JL  liat  SEIL  I  should 
_xt  r-r^3»i-:rr3_l7  *:  :^:iiz.3D£Kd  Id  him  the 
"Ljz-ki  zi^fr*  tT  ii«  great  prede- 
"^iir  ^i«:r?*  Grej,  in  opposing 
•.^T  ■>^^--  2.r*iir^  of' the  GntTotten 
h._.     nr  Tti  £^»£Akuig  in  Much  186d| 

"  I&  iV;2  ::i4rr»  «m  an  exeeptionallj  Ufft 
r.ofnb^r  of  rob'/^net  with  TJolenee  Iq  LondoOf 
Mtt'l  in  4ofi«'^ij«;rice  I  be  poiiee  wvra  increaaed  and 
!A  f,*-rtinu  uutulter  of  them  wcr«  amplojed  in  the 
uitmi-tn  in  pUiri  clothet  with  the  result  that  many 
ui  iliN  <:Inii«  of  criminali  were  apprehendadi 
IiiiiiikIiI  to  JiiHlioo,  triod  and  oonvioied  at  tha 
riuiiMil    Criiiiinnl     Court,    at    the    November 

AliMlfnii." 

Now,  I  link  tiio  House  to  mark  these 
wohIn,  (Iko  wonU  bo  it  roinemberedof  the 
lloiuo  Soorotnryof  the  day  responsiUe 
(or  tho  iM'xtttvtiou  of  life  and  property : 
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"  The  consequence  is  that  the  number  of  rob- 
beries  with  violence  in  London  does  not  at  the 
present  time  exceed  the  usual  amount.  Where 
then  he  asked  was  the  necessity  for  Parliament 
to  alter  the  law  when  the  vigilance  of  the  police 
and  the  administration  of  the  existing  law  had 
been  found  sufficient  to  put  down  the  crime." 

I  submit  these  are  wise  words,  thej  in- 
dicate the  methods  to  apply  to  epidemics 
of  crime  that  occur  from  time  to  time 
and  have  never  failed  if  properly  put 
into  effect.  I  regret  exceedingly  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  has  not  given  heed  to  this 
example  set  by  his  predecessor.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have  also 
taken  warning  from  the  experience  of 
another  of  his  predecessors,  Sir  Eichard 
Cross.  Surely  he  is  aware  that  in  1875 
Sir  Eichard  Cross  introduced  a  Bill  to 
inflict  the  punishment  of  flogging  for 
crimes  of  violence  and  that  Bill  was 
supported  as  this  proposal  is  supported 
now  by  the  opinions  of  Judges  and 
presentments  of  Grand  Juries  and 
endorsed  no  doubt  by  any  number  of 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions.  Yes,  Sir 
Eichard  Cross  introduced  his  Bill,  but 
he  did  not  succeed  in  passing  it,  he  had 
to  drop  it  because  he  found  that  the 
feeling  of  the  House  and  of  the  country 
was  against  it.  I  venture  to  think  the 
present  Home  Secretary  will  have  a 
similar  experience  now.  Now  let  me 
revert  to  something  that  was  said  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
is  sitting  on  the  front  bench  opposite. 
He  contended  that  flogging  deterred 
from  crime.  Now  therein  is  a  great 
fallacy.  No  sensible  man  will  deny  for 
a  moment  that  criminals  are  afraid  of 
flogging,  everybody  dreads  it  who  has 
seen  how  terrible  a  punishment  it  is. 
But  it  is  one  proposition  to  say  that 
criminals  are  afraid  of  flogging,  and 
quite  a  different  proposition  to  say  that 
tne  liability  to  flogging  is  a  deterrent 
from  crime.  Let  me  give  an  illustra- 
tion. I  suppose  at  the  end  of  last 
century,  and  the  beginning  of  this,  no 
one  will  deny  that  men  were  afraid  of 
death ;  most  men  are  afraid  of  death. 
And  yet  the  liability  to  capital  punish- 
ment was  not  found  a  deterrent  from 
the  crimes  of  shop  lifting  and  sheep 
stealing.  Why  ?  simply  because  of  the 
uncertainty  of  the  punishment,  the 
criminals  knew  that  they  had  a  fair 
chance  of  escaping  the  capital  penalty 
and  so  the  liability  had  not  a  deterrent 


effect.  Will  anyone  contend  that  th& 
criminals  of  to-day  will  not  have  at 
least  as  great  It  chance  of  escaping 
flogging  for  crimes  of  violence,  as  the 
criminals  of  those  days  who  stole  sheep 
had  of  escaping  the  capital  penalty  f 
I  should  like  to  quote  a  Eeturn  which 
was  obtained  by  Sir  Farrer  Herschel], 
a  Eeturn  giving  the  number  of  persons 
convicted  of  crimes  of  violence,  and  the 
number  of  those  who  were  subjected  to 
the  punishment  of  flogging,  and  th& 
point  to  which  I  would  draw  attention- 
is  the  uncertainty  of  the  punishment. 
I  find  the  greatest  possible  variation  in 
the  proportions  of  those  flogged  to  the 
number  convicted  at  the  different 
assizes.  For  instance,  at  the  Central 
Criminal  Court,  615  persons  were  con- 
victed, and  127  flogged;  on  the  Home 
Circuit,  118  convictions,  17  floggings^ 
and  so  on,  until  we  come  to  the 
Western  Circuit ;  and  there  I  find  that 
114  persons  were  convicted  of  crimen 
with  violence,  that  is  to  say,  of  whip- 
able  offences,  and  only  one  of  them 
was  whipped;  so  that  it  appears— on 
the  Western  Circuit  at  any  rate — that 
even  with  a  law  of  this  kind,  there  were 
114  chances  to  one  against  any  particu- 
lar criminal  who  committed  an  offence 
of  this  description  being  after  all 
punished  by  flogging.  Now  what  is  the 
logical  conclusion  of  this  Bill  ?  Let  me 
ask  the  two  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men opposite,  whether  they  are  pre- 
pared to  advocate  the  whipping  of 
women,  who  are  guilty  of  crimes  of 
equal  atrocity  with  those  of  which  they 
have  given  illustrations  to  the  House  ? 
If  my  memory  serves  me,  that  appalling 
case  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  referred  in  my  hearing,  of 
putting  a  dying  boy  in  water — I  say  if 
my  memory  serves  me— that  crime  was 
committed,  not  by  a  man,  but  by  a 
woman,  and  anyone  who  has  any 
experience  of  our  criminal  courts 
must  know,  that  some  of  the 
most  awful  fiends  in  human  shape 
are  women.  Then  I  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Durham  why 
does  he  not  propose  the  whippings 
of  women?  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  can  give  any  logical  answer  to 
that  question.  Indeed  if  you  reject  the 
considerations  upon  which  we  oppose 
this  Bill,  if  you  reject  considerations  of 
humanity,   considerations  of    decency, 
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•  *     '  /  ■  •//  •  /        '/''/>.V:   'J^'-Ul'^n   as.i  the  ^ 
"    /•■«    'r'    t  '/I*    i'f/ir.'  r   JJ^rr.e   Secretary,  w 
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*  in  its  nature  and  never  eonld  be  a  Far^ 
ft:  matter  to  be  decided  in  any  sense  by  s 
^  Party  Divieion,  and  m;  ri^fbt  hon. 
'  Triend  did  not  say  that  tbo  Oovem- 
[  taent  were  going  to  take  part  in 
F  in  it,  though  phrases  hare  bees  used 
r  thatseemed  to  carry  that  imprSHiiiD.  I 
'  was  teller  with  the  right  hon.  Uember 
'     lor   Halifax   (Ur.   Stansfeld)   in   18ti5, 

the  last  year  when  the  qaestion  of 
flogging  came  beforn  the  House  for  de- 
cision. I  think  it  was  to  this  occasion 
the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Uember  for 
Barnard  Castle  (Sir  J.  Pease],  made  allu- 
sioD  in  respect  to  that  part  of  theschedule 
which  has  induced  him  to  support 
-this  Bill.  In  1885  we  had  a  discussion 
-on  the  point,  a  long  discussion  in  which 
many  Members  of  the  House  took  part, 
«nd  [he  refusal  of  the  House  to  accept 
(xirporal  puaishment  as  applied  to  cases 
to  which  this  schedule  refers,  was  sup- 
ported by  Sir  Farrer  Herschell,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry 
James),  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Stockton  (Sir  Horace  Davey),  and 
by  the  Recorder  for  London,  who 
-testified   to    the  results  of    an  official 


{Uat  8,  1889) 
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1478 


aoter.  Let  ns  hare  more  certainty  of 
detection  and  of  a  known  and  equal 
punishment,  and  I  believe  we  shall  do 
a  great  deal  more  than  we  shall  effect 
by  such  a  measure  as  this.  At  all 
events  I  shall  vote  against  the  Bill. 

•Sir  H.  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N  {Essex, 
Epping) :  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  has  made  a  statement  with  an 
amount  certainty  that  calls  for  a  word 
or  two  in  reply.  The  hon.  Member 
asserted  that  Sir  Biohard  Cross's  Bill 
was  withdrawn  because  of  a  unanimous 
feeling  in  the  House  against  that 
measure.  Now,  I  happened  to  be 
Under  Secretary  at  the  Home  Office  at 
that  time  with  Sir  Bichard  Cross 
who  prepared  and  drew  the  Bill, 
Lnd  I  jnay  say  we  obtained  for  the 
jill    the   sanction    of   every  Judge    in 

he  Kingdom  but  two,  and  practically 
if  every  Quarter  Sessions  in  the  country, 
in  favour  of  an  alteration  of  the  law  in 
this  particular  way.  It  was  only  because 
at  that  time— just  after  the  abolition  of 
Dogging  in  the  Army — a  certain  section 
of  the  House,  led  by  Mr.  Hopwood,  took 
up  a  line  of  opposition  to  the  Bill,  that 


.      ,.  ,  it  was  delayed,  and    afterwards,  from 

experience  extending  over  many  years      ^^^^  ^j  ^^^^  g^  ^.^^^^  ^^^^  ^^ 

If  t  could  think  this  would  be  a  deterrent  j,^    ^o    drop  it.       But  he    was 

punishment  and  would  check  the  pro-    „^^i„,^_     ^j     ^„     ,,„„     j^,^;. 


gress 


of  offences  of  this 


^"'y  serious  ^^^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  j^gn  ^^^^  ^^^^  g^mg 
<!la8s,  I  should  not  discuss  the  humani-  change  in  this  direction  was  necessary, 
'tarian  question  or  the  question  of  senti-  I  can  confirm  what  has  been  stated  by 
ment  or  taste,  but  no  one  ever  succeeded  ^^^  l'<*°'  Member  for  Carnarvon.  Aj 
in  proving  that  in  any  class  of  offences  phairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  I  have 
,.  ,f        .    ,a       ■      Li      J.         oad,  over  and  over  again,  most  painful 

the  punishment  of  flogging  had  a  deter-  I  ^^^^  ^^  ^^  j^  which  a  measure  of  this 
rent  effect.  I  believe  this  is  altogether  a  '  character  would  have  applied  with  the 
retrograde  proposal,  and  I  shall  cer-  most  salutary  effect.  I  do  not  want  to 
tainly  resist  it  in  every  form.     I  am,  of    <*«*■'"  *•»«  House  beyond  making  my 

course,  very  sensible  of  the   fact  that  !  P.'*l|rV''^"«**\''"T"J°  ]','''">'' u**' 
-     -11  >  I         .         nght  hon.  Member  for  Bradford   has 

crime  18--I  will  not  say  is  prevalent,  be-  ■■  referred  to  the  Bill  I  have  mentioned, 
cause  it  is  diminishing — but  that  there  We  had  the  almost  unaaimoue  feeling 
is  a  great  deal  of  crime  amongst  us,  of  Judges  and  of  Quarter  Sessions  in 
but  I  look  for  remedy  in  other  directions.  Favour  of  the  Bill,  and  it  ' 
to  improvement  in  the  means  of  detect- 
ing crime,  to  making  the  conduct  of 
criminal  cases  more  fair  to  persons  un- 
justly Bccused,  and  to  making  your 
sentences  a  little  more  equal  in  char- 


only 

tbaiidoned  for  the  reason  I  have  stated. 
I  only  wished  to  state  this  in  correction 
of  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Qeatleman,  made  with  an  assumption 
of  accuracy  the  facta  do  not  justify. 


l^c    9t 


iio'*rA.  i^>  Uiu/Ui^  \/\i\  wt  I  iutvt  iii^c  ifc       Bill  rf*i 

^$f^i^^  'U.i,.\  */,  ^v  ii'itij  */jry/r^  pubibL-    milMid  Iw  Jime  2&2L. 

M  •  .•/  M..>*  i><  )j«.k  JVfi/  }^«>^fj  t'juj^uir^  ill        Order  iur  BeoDod 


c/w.  j.J.-..  «/ .  'J^i.;^«r/  '/f  i/if31c^icj(  tLie    J  L^p^  tiit  Hai»e  will  aLcnriiM-i 


i. 


_  Xt  WXi£L 

l,i,f»i  I,..  **  yut'iu  00  wlivi/»  it  Ji»  inWi^^M,  \  *^y^^^  time."  put  and 


1/1.  mjMi'  l<  '1  jj/)itly  </i  wi'Jj  (irn;ttt  M;V<;rJty. 

fi  »:i  I  i/.r  ffy  tn*  ly  w'/>il'i  bo'Juiig<;fOUt»  iri 

Hi*     i  ^*t*.m*.    I't      i'Al'tW    t)j«;    Oh';i)J<ftti'/fi« 
*/>  |/iil/Ji'  </|/ioM/o    '/»    »ii<»    *ii^j«j';t,   /i'^w 

|/iHH>-)«iii<  j^f  uij/l  ji  wo'il'J  bo  V'-ry  in- 
ii/fii>'j<.t<'ffi  fitof  wo,  huvirifi^  luixdh  n 
|/«/»t^t  '//  ol/'/litthifif,^  tlio  K'^urlfuh 
h»  ^'^Jlt*,  th'/ui'i  ioini|-'><iti/;o  (;';r|>';ral 
|/uf<ii()iiij^ni  )ob/  l')n|{iiirid.  I  tt'Ir/iit  it 
)ii  ytty  li^o^il  f«/r  juvoiiiJoM,  and  it  may 
bo  vuy  ntu.ttil  f'tr  w/mon,  but  I  thifik 
)l,  }tt  II  «liJOf/i;i«/iiN  uij<l  fJoiil/tfiii  p<;licy  to 
)i«(i'/<lo«o  it  )ii  f|jj«  |;j«'i;oriioal  kind  of 
wwy  Wo  i/ii^lit  to  oorinitlor  it  mora 
fl«J)l/i>iiit<:)y  III  rolatioii  t<>  our  wholo 
orioiiniil  liiw,  iiw\  fnr  my  part  I  am 
(l)M|iohi:il  t'l  jiuy  oon«i(loruliio  iittoiitiori 
to  tlfit  i»ii({(£imtioij«  of  tlui  Holicit^ir 
(JiiiHJial,  ilioiJifli  1  kiiowr  tho  difficulty 
of  noriiiiii^  oiiitiiinty  iu  dotootion  and 
pujiiitliMHtiit  It  may  ho  that  corporal 
|iiiiiiit)iiiMiiititt  liodtinflictod  hy  tho  whip, 
hut  H.  In  voiy  unitoitain  and  unti(£ual, 
aml|  upon  Iho  ipjimtion  aM  it  has  boon 
hiou^^hL  forward,  I  think  it  i«  Mafor  to 
Voto  ii({iiinHt  tliu  Hill. 

Thn     llouHo    divided: — AyoH     195; 

NOUH,   MO. 

Main  Uuontion  put,  '^That  tho  Bill 
bu  now  roud  u  Huuoud  timo.'' 


bill  read  a  acoond   time,   kdc 


PAKLIAWKNTABY  £LECTIOX<    -ITTTT. 
TJN0«JNS^:H'^>0LS,  BILL.      3^u.   i^. 

()r\f9t  for  Second  Beading,  read  bdc 

diM;Larged. 

I^ill  withdrawn. 

MOTIONS. 

liKOIBTBATIOSr  0¥   COVSTY    ZUBCTaKE 

(extension  of  tikb)  btli^ 


i)n  Motion  of  Mr  Ifobhoose,  Bill  to 

th«j  Tim*;  for  the  Preparation  of  the  B 

of  County  Klectors  in  Enf^land  and  tTaJ^s^ 
Ordered  to  \a  brought  in  bj  Hr.  HoblioiHe, 
Sir  [Jf^htred  Kay-Shuttle  worth.  Sir  John  Dcr- 
ingt^^n,  Mr.  Ourdon,  Mr.  Dagdale,  mad  llr. 
Arthur  Acland. 

I5iU  proficnted,  and  read  firat  time.   [Bill  210.] 

TEOUINAL  SCnOOLS    (LOCAL   AUTHOBITZES) 

BILL. 

On  ^lotion  of  Mr,  Arthur  Adand,  Bill  ta 
enable  the  Councils  of  Counties  and  Municipal 
Doroughs  to  provide  Technical  Schoobi  and 
ClaMcs,  Ordei^  to  be  brought  in  by  Bb. 
Arthur  Acland,  Mr.  Francis  Powell,  B£r.  Bath- 
bone,  and  Hlr  Henry  Koscoe. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  21 1 .] 

It  being  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker 
left  the  Obair  without  Question  put. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 


No.  15.]  THIRD    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1889. 


[May  17. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Thursday,  "^th  May,  1889. 


SAT  FIRST. 

The  Lord   Kenjon,  after  the  death 
of  his  grandfather. 

MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 

SISTER  BILL.  (No.  16.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

♦The  Duke  of  St.  ALBANS :  In 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  if  I  seem  too  briefly  to  touch  on 
this  important  question  it  is  not  from 
any  want  of  interest  in  its  success,  or 
ample  materials  at  my  command  in  its 
favour,  or  of  respect  for  the  House.  I 
have  already  stated  my  reasons  for  this 
alteration  of  the  marriage  law,  and  wish 
to  leave  time  for  those  who  can  place 
arguments  before  your  Lordships  with 
more  ability,  weight,  and  knowledge 
than  I  possess.  I  can  claim  that  I  have 
been  careful  not  to  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships unnecessarily  with  a  question 
which  is  painful  in  itself,  and  with 
arguments  which  were  or  must  be  of  a 
distressing  character.  It  was  wished 
in  1887,  when  the  presence  of  many  of 
our  Colonial  fellow- subjects,  to  whom 
this  question  is  of  such  vital  interest, 
might  be  of  advantage,  to  bring  this 
question  forward.  Those  with  whom  I 
act  were  sucoeesfiil  in  arranging  that 
the  matter  should  rest  in  the  Jubilee 
year,  seeing  the  improbability  of  its 
passing  the  House  of  Gommons,  and 
that  your  Lordships  had  rejected  the 
Bill   m    1886.      But    our    opponents 
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would  not  let  sleeping  dogs  lie,  and  the 
representatives  of  the  right  reverend 
Bench  attacked  us  in  clerical  debate, 
and  in  the  oaagazines.  The  Bishop  of 
Oxford,  whose  absence  we  regret,  writing 
in  the  Nineteenth  Century,  said  : — 

*'  Ilalf-a-dozen  yonng  men  hattily  8ummone<t 
from  the  raoe-oourse  to  give  a  vote  in  harmonj 
with  the  opinion  and  wish  of  some  distinguished 
personage,  have  been  able  to  influence  division* 
on  which  the  welfare  of  every  family  in  England 
depended.  They  may  have  had  as  little  desire  to 
take  that  part  as  they  had  opportunity  of 
acquainting  themselves  with  the  merits  of  the 
question  which  we  are  considering  ;  but  the 
Parliamentary  game  required  their  presence, 
and  seemed  to  place  the  stakes  of  viotorv  at  their 
disposal." 

This  is  not  a  reason  against  the 
marriage,  but  it  is  an  insult  to  your 
Lordships'  House.  To  quote  the  words 
of  a  dignitary  of  the  Church — 

*'  Is  not  this  rather  strong  for  a  Bishop,  and 
does  not  it  appear  to  you  as  rather  close  an 
imitation  of  that  language  which  is  used  in  the 
peaceful  ocoupatton  of  trafficking  in  fish  ?  " 

But,  when  a  Peer  is  summoned  from 
Sunday  racing  in  France  to  vote  against 
this  Bill,  a  very  different  view  is  taken 
of  the  matter,  and  it  is  boasted  that  the 
young  Peers,  having  now  happily  left 
their  amusements  on  the  race-course^ 
have  come  to  the  defence  of  the  Church 
and  her  Laws.  Before  the  Reformation 
these  marriages  were  valid  by  the 
dispensation  of  the  Pope.  Henry  VIII. 
of  pious  memory  had  conscientious 
scruples  as  regards  the  table  of  affinity, 
when  he  wished  to  put  away  Queen 
Catherine  and  marry  Anne  Bolyna. 
And,  according  to  the  interests  of 
those  in  power,  the  Marriage  Law 
constantly  changed  in  this  country,  till 
in  1835  it  stood  that  marriage  with  a 
deoeased  wife's  sister  was  voidable,  not 
void.    The  marriage  was  to  all  intents 
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MwiW  of  the  Tnde  Ocmmii. 
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»i«r«,  iritiynriewed  the  FHine  ICniBter  at 
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the  Foreign  Offiee.  Finally  there  are 
petitioni  in  its  favour  from  every 
xown  Oouncil  in  England,  Scotland, 
And  Ireland.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
petition  from  all  the  81  burghs  in 
Scotland,  and  a  memorial  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  signed  by  100  out 
of  135  of  the  new  County  Council, 
approved  by  the  Council,  a  declaration 
signed  by  the  Presidents  and  ex-Presi- 
dents, and  a  very  large  number  of  the 
Nonconformist  ladies,  and  supported  by 
8,000  of  their  ministers.  I  ask  permis- 
sion to  read  a  Memorial  to  me  signed 
bv  a  distinguished  Colonial  Bishop,  by 
all  the  Agents-Qeneral,  and  by  every 
colonial  delegate  found  in  a  residence 
in  London  and  in  other  parts  of  the 
country :  — 

*'  My  Lord  Dake  :  In  view  of  the  facts  here- 
inafter stated  in  the  form  of  a  Memorial,  which 
we  understand,  in  slightly  varied  terms,  has 
been  addressed  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Canadian 
And  Australian  Parliaments*  the  undersig^ned, 
who  are  connected  with  the  Colonies  in  which 
liberty  to  contract  marriage  with  a  deceased 
^fe's  sister  has  been  sanctioned  by  Uie  Queen 
in  Council,  desire  to  offer  to  your  Grace  their 
most  cordial  support  in  your  efforts  to  secure 
such  an  amendment  of  the  Imperial  Law  in 
relation  to  these  marriages  as  will  make  them 
oniformally  le^l  and  valid  throughout  Her 
Majesty^s  dominions." 

A  Colonial  subject  of  the  Queen  who 
has  contracted  this  marriage  legally  in 
another  part  of  the  Queen's  dominion 
is  told  he  is  living  here  in  a  state  of 
concubinage.  His  children  who  are 
legitimate  there  are  bastards  as  regards 
succession  here.  He  is  told  by  the  law 
of  the  land  a  man  is  forbidden  to  marry 
his  sister-in-law  as  a  near  relation. 
But,  suppose  he  inherits  property  from 
his  sister-in-law,  he  is  told  that  by  the 
law  of  the  land  she  is  absolutely  no  re- 
lation, and  a  stranger  in  blood,  and  he 
must  pay  1 3^  per  cent  Probate  and  Suc- 
cession Duty.  This  is  the  state  of  the 
law,  and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  fabric  of  our  marriage  laws  can  be 
best  maintained  by  lopping  off  this 
dead  branch.  This  is  a  poor  man's 
-question,  not  that  of  a  few  rich  men  vrho 
have  contracted  this  marriage.  This 
change  the  prayers  and  petitions  show 
is  desired  oy  the  majority  of  the 
working  classes  and  earnestly  asked  for 
by  the  affricaltaral  class.  (Heater 
Britain  wul  not  make  this  marriage 
void.  And  I  appeal  to  you  who  main- 
tain the  integrity  of  the  Empire — I  ap- 
peal to  you  who  would  call  into  exist- 


ence a  federation  of  the  Anglo-Saxon 
races — to  remove  this  barrier  which 
places  a  stigma  on  the  wives  of  many  of 
our  Colonial  fellow-subjects,  and  affects 
injuriously  the  interests,  position,  and 
status  of  their  children,  by  giving  a 
Second  Beading  to  this  Bill. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2*."— (TAiJ  Duke  of  8t,  Albans,) 

♦Earl  PERCY :  My  Lords,  I  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this 
day  six  months.  In  matters  of  impor- 
tance brought  before  the  attention  of 
vour  Lordships'  House  it  has  always 
been  thought  respectful  to  your  House 
to  state  some  reasons  for  introducing  it. 
My  Lords,  I  have  listened  with  great 
attention  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
duke,  and  all  I  have  been  able  to  gather 
from  it  is  that  this  House  is  to  reverse 
the  decision  which  it  has,  over  and  over 
again,  expressed  with  regard  to  this  mea- 
sure, upon  no  better  grounds  than  the 
example  of  other  nations,  and  because 
a  certain  portion  of  the  people  of  this 
country  is  in  favour  of  it.  There  has 
not  been,  so  far  as  I  know,  one 
single  argument  presented  by  the 
noble  Duke  which  should  induce  your 
Lordships  to  think  that  the  Bill  is  a 
right  or  proper  one  except  that  of  the  ex- 
ample of  others.  I  venture  to  think 
that  before  you  change  the  basis  of  our 
marriage  law  you  wul  require  a  wider 
argument  than  that  to  induce  you  to  do 
so.  My  Lords,  I  feel  quite  as  strongly 
as  the  noble  Duke  can  feel  the  disadvan- 
tage which  those  who  speak  upon  this 
matter  must  lie  under.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  bring  forward  any  argument 
which  is  either  new  or  novel 
on  a  question  which  has  been  so  often 
discussed.  But  the  noble  Duke  cer- 
tainly stood  in  a  position  which  afforded 
him  an  opportunity  of  doing  that, 
which,  as  far  as  I  know,  has  never 
been  done  before  by  any  of  the 
supporters  of  this  measure.  He  mi^ht 
have  given  us  some  slight  indication 
of  the  foundation  upon  which  he  desires 
that  the  marriage  law  of  England 
should  rest.  It  Ium  been  my  lot  to  hear 
many  speeches  upon  this  subject,  but 
I  have  never  heard  one  supporter  of  the 
measnre  discuss  the  principle  which 
should  govern  the  legislation  of  this 
country  with  regard  to  the  marriage 
law.  We  have  heard  a  great  WiX 
about  what  the  marriage  law  is  not  to 
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be  based  upon.  We  are  not  to  base  it 
upon  Leviticus,  or  upon  the  declaration 
wnich  runs  through  the  whole  of  Scrip- 
ture, that  man  and  wife  are  one  flesh ; 
we  are  not  to  base  it  upon  the  practi- 
cally unanimous  voice  of  the  Church 
for  1800  years;  or  upon  the  example 
of  the  Boman  law  ;  or  upon  the  still 
more  remarkable  decision  of  a  much 
more  recent  date,  that  of  the  Napoleonic 
Code,  which  expressly  excluded  these 
marriages  on  the  ground  that  experience 
showed  that  grave  evils  resulted  from 
them.  We  have  there  a  body  of  pre- 
cedents, examples,  and  opinions  equal, 
I  believe,  to  the  body  of  precedents  and 
opinions  which  the  noble  Duke  has  laid 
before  the  House.  The  case  which  I 
wish  to  lay  before  your  Lordships  is 
this.  If  the  Bill  passes  there  would  be 
left  19  degrees  of  relationship  of  affinity 
within  which  a  man  might  not  marry, 
and  there  would  be  left  19  degrees  of 
relationship  in  which  a  woman  might 
not  marry.  I  think  we  have  a  right  to 
demand  from  its  supporters  that  they 
should  give  some  comprehensible  reason 
why  they  did  not  include  these  relation- 
ships within  the  four  corners  of  their 
measure.  It  is  said  that  these  relation- 
ships are  inexpedient  and  undesirable, 
and  that  nobody,  or  scarcely  anybody, 
wishes  to  contract  them.  Does  any  one 
think  that  the  mere  ipse  dtxit  of  Parlia- 
ment that  a  certain  marriage  is  in- 
expedient affords  a  justifiable  cause,  or 
would  prove  to  the  people  of  this 
country  a  satisfactory  cause,  for  for- 
bidding it  by  law  ?  The  language  which 
is  used  on  this  subject  reminds  me  of 
the  old  doggrel — 

"  I  do  not  like  you,  Dr.  Fell, 
The  reason  why  I  cannot  tell.'* 

Does  any  one  think  that  a  woman, 
because  of  a  mere  expression  of  opinion, 
will  think  it  wrong  to  marry  the  man  she 
likes  to  marry?  The  noble  Duke  has  stated 
that  there  are  between  800  and  1,000  of 
these  marriages  contracted  annually.  I 
should  like  to  know  where  the  figures 
were  obtained.  I  look  upon  the  estimate 
with  suspicion,  but  supposing  it  to  be 
correct,  I  do  not  know  that  very  much 
can  be  argued  upon  it.  The  question  is 
not  whether  these  marriages  are  nume- 
rous, but  whether  they  are  an  ofiPence, 
not  only  against  law,  but  against  morals ; 
and  I  wish  that  the  noble  Duke  had  been 
able  to  lay  before  your  Lordships  some 
argument  upon  that  point.    But  is  there 
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no  demand  that  the  law  should  be 
further  relaxed?  About  two  months 
ago,  at  a  meeting  of  a  b'oard  <tf 
euardians,  a  letter  front  the  Looftl 
Government  Board  was  read,  declining 
to  sanction  the  appoirtment  of  the 
master  and  matron  of  the  workhouse  on 
the  ground  that  they  were  not  man  and 
wife,  the  master  havine  married  the 
widow  of  hie  deceased  brother.  After 
some  discu  ssion ,  it  was  resolved  to  petition 
Parliament  in  favour  of  legalizing  sueh 
marriages.  That  is  an  example  of  what 
agitation  on  the  subject  might  do  towards 
breaking  down  the  existing  law ;  and, 
more  than  that,  there  is  a  body  of  per* 
sons  possessing  average  intelligence,  and 
the  very  class  to  whom  your  Lordships 
have  recently  granted  enlarged  powers 
of  Local  Government,  g^ing  outside  their 
duties  and  petitioning  Parliament — for 
I  venture  to  think  that  petitioning  Par« 
liament  is  no  part  of  local  govern- 
ment. That  body  has  in  their  wisdom 
shown  the  greatest  desire  for  a  change 
of  the  law  in  the  direction  which  we 
noble  Duke  and  his  friends  look  upon 
with  the  greatest  abhorenoe.  Over  and 
over  again  when  this  Measure  has  been 
introduced  in  another  place  it  has  been 
proposed  to  introduce  a  clause  legalizing 
marriage  with  a  deceased  brother^s 
widow  ;  but  those  having  charge  of  the 
Bill  have  always  declined  to  accept  that 
addition,  although  it  is  perfectly  logical 
and  analogous,  and  is  desired  by  a  oer* 
tain  portion  of  the  population.  The 
noble  Duke  has  referred  to  the  petitions 
which  have  been  presented  to  yoiu*  Lord- 
ships' House,  but  we  all  know  how  these 
petitions  are  got  up  and  their  real  value. 
There  is  no  question  upon  which  even 
educated  persons  have  thohght  so  little 
as  upon  that  of  the  marriage  law  of  this 
country.  It  is  within  your  Lordships' 
experience  that  many  highly  educated 
persons  if  asked  whether  they  know  of 
any  reason  why  a  man  should  not  marry 
his  deceased  wife's  sister  will  reply  that 
they  do  not,  simply  because  they  have 
taken  the  law  for  granted,  and  can  give 
no  reason  for  the  existence  of  that  law. 
Well,  my  Lords,  the  noble  Duke  has 
referred  to  the  petitions  which  have  been 
presented  on  the  subject.  Those  peti- 
tions, which  represent  the  ignorance  of 
the  people,  are  put  before  the  House,  not 
only  as  the  result  of  the  mature  thought 
of  the  country,  but  as  if  it  represented 
the  number  of   people    who    actually 
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wished  to  legalize  this  kind  of  marriage. 
I  think  we  have  a  right  to  demand  from 
those  who  support  tms  measure  how  far 
they  intend  to  go.     Do  they  intend  to 
fitop  at  the  point  indicated  in  the  Bill, 
or  do   they  intend  to  go  further?    If 
they  intend  to  go  further  why  do  not 
they  do  so  now  ?    And  if  they  intend  to 
stop,  why*do  not  they  state  the  grounds 
upon  which  they  so  limit  their  measure  ? 
The  law  at  present  is  perfectly  clear, 
logical,  and  consistent ;  the  law  declares 
that  no  man  shall  marry  a  woman  who 
stands  within  the  prohibited  degrees  of 
relationship  of  affinity  or  consanguinity, 
and  the  same  idea  is  expressed  by  the 
opinion  of  the  Scottish  Church.    I  was 
▼ery  much  surprised  to  hear  from  the 
noble  Duke  that  the  Established  Church 
of     Scotland     practically     recognized 
those  marriages.     The  only  test  so  far 
as  I  know  of  the  opinions  and  beliefs 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  is  her  Con- 
fession   of    Faith,    which     lays    down 
distinctly  that  a  man  may  not  marry 
anyone   nearer  in  blood   of  his  wife's 
kindred  than  of  his  own,  and  the  same 
as  to  the  woman.     That  is  a  perfectly 
consistent,    logical,    and    complete    de- 
claration.    It  is  based  upon  the  declara- 
tion that  man  and  wife  are  in  marriage 
one  flesh.     I  am  prepared  to  stand  by 
that  declaration.     It  has  been  called  a 
metaphor,  but  a  metaphor  is  merely  a 
mode    of    expressing    certain    abstract 
ideas    in    words,   and   the   question  is 
whether  the  ideas  expressed  by  it  are 
true  or  false.     Are  the  thirty-nine  pro- 
hibitions  which  would  be  left  on   the 
Statute  book,   connections  which  it  is 
immoral    to   make?      If   immoral,    by 
what    arguments    can    the    supporters 
of    the     Bill    prove    them    so    to    be 
which    would    not    equally    apply    to 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister; 
and  if  they  are  moral  why  have  not  they 
the  courage  to  make  them  legal?  We 
have  no  right  to  deny  a  man  freedom 
of  choice  in  his  wife  unless  we  think  a 
particular  marriage  wrong  on  the  highest 
grounds.     Our  marriage  law  is  at  the 
best  one  of  the  strongest  invasions  of 
the  liberty  of  the  subject  it  is  possible 
to  conceive.    It  is  extremely  galling  to 
many  people,  and  if  we  wish  to  secure 
loyal    and    willing    obedience    to    the 
marriage  law  that  law  must  be  placed 
upon  some  intelligible  and  just  basis. 
The  whole  of  the  Bill  bristles  with  in- 
consistencies.    The  fifth  clause  is  very 


remarkable.     The  divorce  law  of  the 
country  provides  relief  for  those  who 
suffer  by   the  unfaithfulness   of  their 
husbands  with  one  of  their  near  relations, 
and  it  provides  that  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Act,  incestuous  adultery  should  be 
adultery  with  any  one  whom,  if  his  wife 
were  dead.,  a  man  could  not  lawfully 
marry  by  reason  of  her  being  within  the 
prohibited  degrees  of  consanguinity  or 
affinity.     If  there  is  no  objection  to 
those  marriages  it  is  intolerable  that 
a  pure   and    holy    alliance  should    be 
stigmatized  as  incestuous.     One  would 
have  thought    that  the  words  of  the 
Divorce  Act  would  be  most  acceptable 
to  the  supporters  of  the  Bill;  because 
they  had  no  necessity  to  refer  to  it  at 
all.     The  wife's  sister  would  have  been 
in   exactly  the   same  position   as   any 
other   woman,  aud   adultery   with   her 
would  be  what  it  could  only  be  if  their 
arguments  are  true — simple  adultery. 
But  they  have  gone  out  of  their  way  to 
exempt    from    the    provisions    of   the 
Divorce  Act  the  miserable  wife's  sister 
who   should   marry    her    brother,    and 
have  introduced  the  monstrous  absurdity 
that  as  long  as  her  sister  lives  she  is 
her  brother-in-law's  near  relation,  but 
that  the  moment  her  sister  dies  she  ceases 
to   be  any    relation  to  him  whatever. 
This  measure  has  been  introduced  over 
and  over  again,  and  I  venture  to  say, 
my  Lords,  though  I  know  it  is  a  bold 
thing  to  say — that  no  measure  was  ever 
more  incomplete,  or  illogical,  or  ill-con- 
sidered, and  that  none  was  ever  less 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  your  Lord- 
ships.    If  it  were  a  gas  or  a  water  Bill 
it  would  be  rejected  without  delay,  but 
because  it  deals  with  the  very  founda- 
tion of  the  social  system  and  affects  the 
very  highest  interests  of  humanity,  it  ia 
brought  in,  year  after  year,  without  any 
preparation  or  modification  in  all  its 
natal  nudity.     As  to  the  social  aspect 
of   the  question,  your  Lordships  have 
doubtless  received  a  number  of  epistles 
from  gentlemen  who  have  marriea  their 
deceased  wives'  sisters,  and  others  who 
desired   to  do  so.     But  the  real  truth 
is  that  from  the  social  aspect  as  much 
can    be    said  on  one^  side  as  on   the 
other.     Those   who   support    the    Bill 
seem    to  proceed  on    the    assumption 
that  every  man,  the  moment  his  wife 
dies,  wishes  to  marry  again.    There  are 
many  men  who  do  not  wish  to  marry  a 
second  time,  and  it  is  a  cruel   thing  to 
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prevent  a  man  from  haviog  the  assistance 
of  his  wife's  sister  unless  he  marries 
her.  The  only  organ  which  expresses 
the  opinion  of  women,  so  far  as  I  know, 
is  the  Women^i  Suffrage  Journal^  and  that 
journal  has  taken  up  a  position  of  very 
decided  opposition  to  this  Bill.  I  hope 
Tour  Loraships  will  allow  me  to  read  a 
letter  which  I  have  received  from  a  lady, 
because  it  shows  the  feeling  which  exists 
in  the  minds  of  the  women  of  this  country, 
or  some  of  them.     The  letter  says — 

"  I  think  it  is  very  hard  that  a  sister  should 
be  prevented  going  to  her  sister's  children  in 
the  hour  of  their  sorest  need  and  be  a  help  to 
the  brother-in-law,  which  would  be  the  case  if 
this  Bill  passes,  as  no  woman  can  run  her  head 
a^nst  public  opinion,  and  hundreds  of  families 
will  be  deprived  of  the  loving  care  of  their  aunt." 

I  only  want  to  point  out  that  there  is  as 
much  to  be  saia  on  one  side  as  on  the 
other.  It  is  felt  that  the  Bill  would 
interfere  with  the  happiness  of  a  great 
number  of  people.  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  pause  before  sanctioning  a 
measure  which  strikes  at  the  root  of  the 
present  marriage  system  without  sup- 
plving  any  other  system  which  would 
taKe  its  place,  before  you  shake  the 
confidence  of  the  people  of  this  country 
in  Church  and  State,  and  before  you 
grievously  wound  the  consciences  of 
many  of  the  most  religious  and  law- 
abiding  people  in  this  country.  I  be- 
lieve that  I  can  with  confidence  leave  the 
measure  in  your  hands,  certain  that  you 
will  do,  as  you  have  done  before,  justice 
in  this  matter. 

Amendment  moved,  ''To  leave  out 
'now,'  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  *  this  day  six  months.'  " — {The 
Lord  Lovaine  [^Earl  tercy'\), 

♦LoBD  QRIMTHOEPE :  My  Lords,  as 
the  noble  Earl  complains  that  the  noble 
Duke  has  given  us  no  reasons  why  your 
Lordships  should  reverse  your  former 
decisions  on  this  Bill,  I  will  endeavour 
to  do  so.  That  cannot  be  done  briefly, 
nor  without  historical  and  other  details, 
which  I  fear  will  be  tedious ;  but,  if  I 
omit  any  that  are  material,  I  am  sure 
to  be  charged  with  doing  so  from  either 
ignorance  or  intention.  The  noble 
Duke  naturally  did  not  go  much  into 
these  questions,  and  you  see  the  conse- 
quence already.  But  surely  he  has 
given  one  sufficient  reason  why  you 
should  reverse  your  former  decisions  in 
the  fact  that  the  public  demand  for 
such   reversal  has   been  steadily   and 

Earl  Percy 


oonstantly  growing.  I  haTe  long  ob« 
served  that  when  distinguished  Membam 
of  this  House  have  to  xetam  thaiik» 
and  to  justify  its  existence  in  these 
temples  of  veritae  in  vino  where  thsff 
sometimes  address  the  whole  of  England, 
they  do  it  in  something  like  these  words^ 
which  I  happened  to  read  firom  one  of 
the  most  eminent  and  learned  of  them 
who  is  before  me  just  now.  Lord 
Selbome  said  at  the  Muision  House 
last  June  "  The  House  of  Lords  will  at 
all  times  be  prepared  to  give  way  to 
the  well-ascertained  wishes  of  the 
people,"  and  so  on.  Will  anybodj 
contend  that  there  has  not  been  eveiy 
possible  proof  of  the  wishes  of  the  people 
m  this  matter?  I  will  only  give  the 
shortest  possible  account  of  them  after 
those  adduced  by  the  noble  Duke.  I 
know  that  the  noble  Earl  has  a  summary 
way  of  disposing  of  the  petitions  and 
memorials  of  a  great  many  of  the  publie 
bodies  who  have  so  spoken,  by  saying 
that  the  law  of  mamage  was  no  busi- 
ness of  theirs,  and  that  some  of  the 
petitions  only  represent  the  ignorance 
of  the  people.  1  should  have  thought 
he  and  his  party  would  admit  that  the 
law  of  marriage  was  the  business  of 
everybody,  and  not  the  less  so  when 
they  happen  to  be  sitting  as  members 
of  some  such  large  and  comprehensive 
bodies  as  have  spoken  from  time  to  time 
with  sufficing  unanimity  about  this.  Of 
course  I  cannot  vouch  for  the  figpores 
myself.  I  only  quote  them  as- 
they  have  been  published  formerlj 
in  your  debates  and  elsewhere. 
But  I  see  in  such  publications  that  thero 
have  been  petitions  or  resolutions  firom 
1 878  down  to  now,  of  Poor  Law  Boards 
representing  a  third  of  the  population  ; 
from  6000  landowners  and  farmers  in 
two  not  very  populous  counties;  400 
Mayors  and  ex-Mayors,  and  1 000  Town 
Councils ;  and  the  Oonvention  of  81 
Koyal  and  Parliamentary  burghs  in 
Scotland  has  petitioned  twelve  times, 
and  above  half  the  constituency  of 
Midlothian,  and  the  Trades  Union 
Congress,  representing  nearly  half  a 
million  members,  by  a  vote  of  more  than. 
50  to  1,  the  minority  consisting  of  three ; 
a  large  deputation  of  working  men  went 
to  the  noble  Marquess  a  few  years  ago^ 
8,000  out  of  9,500  dissenting  ministers 
petitioned,  and  again  150  of  their  chiefs 
fast  year.  45,000  women  from  Leeds 
the  noble  Duke  mentioned,  and  equally 
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large  numbers  of  them  in  proportion  to 
the  population  of  some  smaller  towns. 
Before  addine  any  more  of  the  same 
kind,  or  giving  other  indications  of 
public  opinion,  I  will  answer  the  noble 
Earl's  depreciation  of  petitions,  in  the 
usual  style  of  those  who  have  got  none 
worth  speaking  of,  by  remarking  that 
his  Marriage  Law  Defence  Associa- 
tion is  probably  much  richer  than 
the  mostly  poorer  people  who  are 
interested  in  getting  rid  of  this 
piece  of  aristocratic  tyranny,  as  an 
eminent  London  clergyman  called  it 
some  years  ago,  and  has  -unbounded 
theological  zeal  to  stimulate  it  besides. 
So  if  getting  up  petitions  like  those  is 
BO  easy,  that  Society  could  still  more 
easily  have  done  it.  I  have  said  nothing 
yet,  and  I  did  not  hear  the  noble  Duke 
mention  it,  of  the  steady  and  all  but  un- 
broken opinion  of  another  body,  which 
is  generally  taken  to  represent  public 
feeling  in  the  long  run  more  than  any 
other.  I  mean  the  House  of  Commons, 
almost  continuously  since  the  Report  of 
the  Eoyal  Commission  in  1848,  that  the 
Act  of  1835  had  failed  in  preventing 
these  marriages,  and  would  continue  to 
fail — a  prediction  most  amply  verified. 
A  very  Conservative  House  of  Commons 
has  a  few  times  rejected  these  Bills ;  but 
excepting  four  times  in  40  years,  and 
once  in  the  last  ten,  under  a  Con- 
servative Government,  that  House 
has  passed  such  Bills,  or  resolu- 
tions in  favour  of  them,  by  majorities  of 
nearly  60  on  the  average ;  and  taking  in 
the  whole  40  years,  I  have  counted  no 
less  than  22  divisions  in  favour  of  them, 
besides  may  consents  without  division. 
The  recent  passing  of  the  Scotch  Bill, 
by  a  very  large  majority  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, and  of  two  for  amending  the  gross 
iniquity  foisted  upon  the  Colonies  in  an 
Act  of  1865  pretending  to  relieve  them, 
are  quite  as  significant  as  all  the 
others,  especially  asit  had  been  frequently 
said  before  that  the  Scotch  were  almost 
unanimously  on  the  other  side.  It  is 
clear  too,  that  even  the  law  of  Scotland 
about  it  is  uncertain  yet,  from  the  state- 
ment, published  a  few  years  ago,  from 
Lord  Fraser,  an  eminent  Scotch  Judge, 
who  said  that  it  has  never  been  legally 
decided  after  argument.  It  is  absolutely 
ridiculous,  especially  after  the  latest 
change  in  the  Constitution,  whatever 
else  we  may  think  of  it,  to  contend  that 
the  House  of    Commons,  or  rather  so 


many  Houses  of  Commons  of  all  degrees 
of  colour,  have  not  represented  the 
complet<e  opinion  of  the  people.  There- 
fore I  now  ask  any  defender 'of  this 
prohibition  to  tell  us,  if  he  can,  of  any 
class  whatever  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
all  over  the  world,  and  of  English 
speaking  people  everywhere,  that  he 
even  believes  to  be  on  his  side,  with  the 
single  exception  of  the  majority  of  the 
English  Clergy.  I  said  '*  all  over  the 
world  "  because  another  feature  in  the 
case  is  that  every  Government  here, 
willing  or  unwilling,  has  felt  itself 
obliged  to  concede  the  continual 
demands  of  the  Colonies,  except  as  to 
the  treatment  of  colonists  when  they 
come  here;  and  there  is  now,  1 
believe,  not  one  of  any  consequence 
where  the  prohibition  remains,  ex- 
cept, by  a  peculiar  monstrosity, 
for  Protestants  alone  in  India,  accord- 
ing to  a  late  decision  of  the  Courts 
there.  So  you  have  somehow  or  other 
yielded  for  India  to  the  known  opinion 
and  practice  of  the  Roman  Church,  as 
testified  by  Cardinals  Wiseman,  CuUen, 
and  Newman,  and  200  Roman  priests 
in  London  who  petitioned  a  few  years 
ago,  but  refuse  to  do  it  here  to  either 
them  or  the  equally  unanimous,  and  far 
more  numerous  Protestant  dissenters,  and 
the  Jews,  whose  law  the  prohibitionists 
pretend  to  be  adopting  in  spite  of  every 
possible  proof  that  they  are  reversing 
it.  As  I  am  speaking  now  of  public 
opinion  being  the  only  safe  guide  on  a 
question  of  this  kind,  because  no  such 
law  can  be  enforced  against  it,  it  is 
worth  adding  that  your  Lordships  have 
had  twice  over  ecclesiastical  authority 
the  very  highest  for  adopting  the  maxim 
that  '*  social  legislation  ought  to  pro- 
ceed on  the  principle  of  the  greatest 
happiness  of  the  greatest  number,"  and 
ag^in,  that  ''  you  ought  to  trust  the 
people."  Does  the  most  reverend 
Prelate  think  the  people  don't  know 
better  then  he  does  what  is  for  their 
greatest  happiness  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  ?  And  if  not,  where  is  his  prin- 
ciple gone  to  ?  I  suppose  to  where  most 
principles  and  maxims  go  when  they 
have  served  their  purpose  of  supporting 
a  foregone  conclusion  which  cannot 
be  proved  either  by  experience  or  by 
logical  reasoning.  Their  case  is  full  of 
such  principles  in  every  branch  of  it. 
Therefore  I  shall  not  trouble  your 
Lordships  with  arguing  what  is  called 
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K:..lj.--.rjs  •■:  iaIx  it-i-i  th*  fipsqaenej  of 
iiTor-ie*  :::  other  ci3x:iiiie«  before  we 
L^i  &  hiroTce  Act  here.  Bat  now 
ve  rj&re  :  an^i  we  ce^d  not  ^  abroad 
:  t/^  £&1  h'>«'  mach  diroroe  increaaeep 
[  witLoat  the  assistance  of  being  able  to 
live  in  holy  matrimonj  with  yoar  late 
wife's  sister,  instead  of  in  concubinage. 
Certainly  we  did  our  best  to  increase 
divorce  by  allowing  every  woman  to 
ohange  her  husband  whenever  she 
pleaHes  by  nimply  committing  adultery 
with  thQ  man  whom  she  prefers,  and 
taking  care  to  let  her  husband  know  it. 
And  horo  I  had  better  notice  what  the 
noble  Earl  naid  about  the  5th  clause  of 
the  Hill,  '*That  this  Act  shall  not 
roniovo  wives'  sisters  from  the  number 
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of  those  persons  adultery  with  whom 
ooDstitutes  a  right  to  sue  for  divorce." 
Though  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  draw- 
ing the  Bill,  and  disapprove  of  some  of 
its  details,  I  think  that  is  right;  first, 
because  I  think  as  strongly  as  the  other 
side  can  that  adultery  with  a   woman 
who  has  been  taken  into  your  house  on 
such     a    footing    as    a     sister-in-law 
is,    and    always    will  be,    is    such    an 
aggravation  of  injury  to  the  wife  that 
it  is  at  least  as  bad  as  cruelty,  which  is 
legally    requisite    besides    adultery    to 
entitle    the   wife    to    a    divorce.     The 
noble     Earl     was     badly    off    for     a 
topic   to   find     fault    with     that.      He 
would      have     had     good     reason     if 
the    clause     had      not     been     there. 
The   main  reasons   besides   experience 
and  public   feeling  for  repealing   this 
prohibition  are  the  badness  of  the  rea- 
sons on  which  it  was  founded  and  has 
been  ever  since  defended.     I  cannot  do 
better  than  take  those  from  the  highest 
authorities    who  have  given  them  from 
the  time    when    it   first    began  to  be 
discussed,  soon  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of    1 835 ;    for    it  is  very  singular 
that  there  was  no  discussion    in    this 
House    when     Lord    Lyndhurst's    Bill 
was  transformed  from  what  it  was  when 
he  introduced  and  explained  it  as  a  Bill 
to  reduce  the  time  within   which  pro- 
hibited marriages  could  be  impeached, 
to  two  years  after  celebration  ;    which 
meant  absolutely  ratifjring  them  if  they 
were   not   impeached,    as   they    hardly 
ever  were.     In  the  Ho*use  of  Commons 
this    marriage  was  first    excepted    by 
amendment ;     and   all    the  subsequent 
mischief   has  arisen   from   their  being 
told  that  this   House,    meaning  really 
the    bishops,     would     reject    the     Bill 
if    it    was    sent    back    with    that    ex- 
ception,   and   that  it  could    be   recon- 
sidered the  next  year.     And  that  was 
in  almost  the  last  hours  of  an  unusually 
late  Session  when  a  GK)vemment  can  do 
anything.     But  from  the  beginning  to 
the  end,  now  more  than  half  a  century, 
that  House  has  been  steadily  against  it, 
with  the  few  exceptions  I  alluded   to. 
In  order  that  I  may  face  the  best  argu- 
ments on  the  other  side,  I  cannot  do 
better    than   begin  with  the    eloquent 
summary  of  their  case  in   1886  bv  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  (as  it  is  now  lawful  to 
use  the  names  of  Peers  who  are  present 
as  well  as  absent),  enforced  in  still  more 
summary  language  by  the  Primate  of  all 


England.  The  noble  Duke  said  (with 
a  few  mere  grammatical  variations  to 
bring  it  all  together) — 

'^  I  hold  it  ifl  most  reasonable  to  go  back  to 

Jews  for  guidance    in   this    matter 

We  ought  to  hear  a  voice  saying,  *  This  is  the 
way,  walk  ye  in  it.'  It  speaks  to  us  through 
the  ages,  n:om  the  days  of  patriarchs  and 
prophets,  through  Roman  Emperors  and  French 

Republics The  Eastern  and  Western 

Churches  concur  with  the  post -Reformation 
ones  ....  in  calling  upon  us  to  reject  this 
Bill  and  stand  fast  in  the  ancient  ways." 

And  the  most  reverend  Prelate  very 
naturally,  in  the  name  of  his  brethren, 
thanked  him  for  such  a  speech,  and  still 
more  emphatically  summed  up  the 
history  thus — **This  marriage  was  un- 
known to  the  Christian  Church.  It 
was  unknown  to  Roman  law.  It  was 
unknown  to  Judaism."  Undoubtedly 
if  all  those  statements  are  correct,  their 
case  is  a  very  strong  one  ;  but  if  all  those 
great  authorities  should  turn  out  the 
other  way,  it  is  equally  clear  that  the 
case  for  the  prohibition  is  gone.  First 
for  the  Roman  Emperors.  The  noble 
duke  expatiated  on  the  ancient  glories 
of  Rome,  and  called  **  the  Romans  per- 
haps the  noblest  specimens  of  humanity 
that  the  world  has  ever  seen,"  with 
more  that  I  should  like  to  quote  if  there 
were  time.  And  then  comes  the  Arch- 
bishop's dictum  that  they  knew  no  such 
marriage.  There  happens  to  be  a 
precise  record  of  the  time  when  the 
prohibition  was  first  enacted  at  Rome, 
and  1  think  few  people  would  consider 
it  exactly  the  epoch  when  the  Romans 
were  the  climax  of  humanity.  For  it 
was  in  the  year  355,  under  the  emperor 
Constantius,  who  was  indeed  a  Christian, 
but  an  Arian,  and  the  persecutor  of 
Athauasius,  as  was  pointed  out  long  ago 
by  the  most  learned  of  all  the  writers  on 
this  subject,  Dr.  McCaul.  But  I  have 
not  arrived  at  Christian  authorities  just 
yet.  Everyone  who  heard  or  read  the 
speeches  I  have  quoted  would  under- 
stand them  to  mean  the  really  great 
Romans,  and  not  the  Romans  of  the 
'*  Decline  and  Fall."  Otherwise  there 
was  no  point  in  those  speeches.  They 
were  plainly  intended  to  show  that  the 
opinion  of  even  the  most  civilized  pagans 
acting  by  the  light  of  nature  was  against 
marriage  with  a  wife's  sister.  And  it 
happens  that  the  very  decree  itself  which 
prohibited  them  began  with  the  recital, 
as  we  should  call  it  in  a  Statute,  stti 
veteres  lieitum  erediderunt,    I  do  not  for- 
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li^.-:!  lii  rep  Tted  |  good  a  cause,  to  the  effect  that  there  was 

::2e     restriction,  i  ever  the  smallest  difference  of  opinion 

among  the  ancient  Jews :  much  less  that 
such  marriages  were  unknown  to  them. 
That  being  so,  I  need  only  cite  Dr. 
Adler,  the  Chief  Rabbi  in  1848,  who 
told  the  Commission  **  that  not  a  single 
Ilabbinical  opinion  can  be  met  with 
throwing  any  doubt  on  the  legality  or 
propriety  of  such  a  marriage,"  and  he 
added,  *'they  almost  invariably  end 
happily."  Even  Pusey  admitted  it,  as 
he  did  the  Ancient  Eoman  Law,  adding 
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:-?  Jews,  on  whom  the    that  the  only  Jews  who  ever  dissented, 

and  who.  Dr.  McCaul  says,  came  into  ex- 
istence only  in  our  eighth  century,  were 
an    iusigniticaut   soot   called    Karaites, 
whose  interpretation  Dr.  Adler  said  was 
'*  destitute  of  all  authority  and  discor- 
dant   with   the    spirit    of    the    sacred 
language."     I  must  do  the  prohibition- 
ists  generally   tlie  justice   to  say  that 
thoy    had    previously   been   content   to 
magnify  the  Karaites  anl  to  sink  their 
being  a  merely  modem  sect.     Probably 
they  think  themselves  quite  irrefragable 
on   the  noble  Duke  and  the  Primate's 
othor  statoinont  about  the  opinion    of 
all   the    Christian    churches    from   the 
beginning.       But     there    also     history 
is     no      less     fatally     against    them. 
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They  surely  know,  if  they  hare  eyer  read 
only  the  principal  speeches  or  writings 
on  our  side,  that  there  has  neyer  been 
eren  alleged  to  be  the  smallest  scrap  of 
contemporaneous  evidence  of  any  church 
or  man  before  the  middle  of  the  fourth 
century,  and  only  one  before  the  fifth, 
forbidding  these  marriages,  or  saying 
they  were  forbidden.  And  now  comes 
a  still  more  important  point.  The  earliest 
Council  that  dealt  with  the  marriage 
prohibitions  at  all,  which  Pusey  consi- 
dered worth  mentioning,  that  of  Neo- 
OsBsarea  in  315.  drew  the  line  exactly 
where  this  Bill  draws  it,  between 
brother's  wife  and  wife's  sister,  and 
exactly  where  Moses  did,  for  all  who  do 
not  choose,  for  their  own  principles,  as 
they  call  them  to  kick  the  eighteenth 
Terse  out  of  the  Bible  under  any  pretext 
they  can  inyent.  What  can  be  more  de- 
cisiye  than  that?  I  know  there  was  a  little 
Oouncil  of  a  few  bishops  at  an  unknown 
place  in  Spain,  called  by  several  difiPerent 
names,  just  ten  years  before,  which  did 
prohibit  this  marriage,  but  also  all  mar- 
riages of  the  clergy,  and  ordered  them 
to  put  away  their  wives :  a  heresy 
which,  McOaul  says,  bad  entered 
the  Church  at  least  a  century  before 
this  prohibition,  and  soon  spread  widely. 
But  as  Pusey  treated  that  little  Oouncil 
as  of  no  more  importance  than  the  later 
Karaite  heresy  among  the  Jews,  I 
only  mention  it  lest  I  should  be  accused 
of  suppressing  it.  What  is  the  next 
alleged  Christian  prohibition  ?  In  1851 
Bishop  Bl<)mfield  for  the  first  time  de- 
fended his  action  and  Act  of  1835  in  a 
debate  here ;  and  what  he  relied  on  was 
not  the  Mosaic  law,  but  the  fact  that — 

'*  This  marriage  was  at  least  coDdemned  by 
ixnplicatibn  in  that  very  early  body  of  oon- 
stitutioDS  call  the  Apostolic  Canons,  which 
proved  that  the  prohibition  had  been  in  force 
almost  from  the  time  of  the  Apostles." 

Therefore  it  is  of  real  importance  to 
know  a  little  more  about  them,  as  they 
are  undoubtedly  the  earliest  authority 
to  that  effect.  But  though  the  earliest 
they  are  rather  too  late.  Blomfield  was 
more  celebrated  for  Qreek  than  theo- 
logical learning.  Some  clever  man  had 
evidently  crammed  him  with  the  Apostolic 
Canons  and  had  not  told  him  the  whole 
story.  Pusey  shall  again  be  my 
authority,  as  I  always  like  to  take 
the  best  I  can  on  the  other  side. 
And  he  said  in  effect  what  a  good 
many  of  Bishop  Blomfield's  assessors 


on  that  bench  must  have  known  very 
well,  that  the  Apostolic  Canons  were 
no  more  apostolic  than  Henry  YIII.'b 
various  Maniage  Acts,  adapted  to  his 
various    conjugal    circumstances,    but 
were  a  forgery  by  an  unknown  hand 
of  the  middle  of   the  fourth  century,, 
pretending  to  have  been   compiled  by 
Clement  of  the  first.     Secondly,  they  do 
not   say    a    word   about   marriages   of 
laymen.     Thirdly,  the  things  they  pro- 
hibit, are  priests  married  after  baptism, 
or  married  after  being  ordained,   and 
still    more    their    marrying  twice,    or 
marrying  widows,  or  their  wives'  sisters^ 
or  actresses,   or  maid- servants.      And 
Blomfield  had  done  all  of  them  except 
the  two  last.     The  next  time  he  spoke 
he  dropped   the   Apostolic   Canons,   of 
which  I  suppose  he  had  learnt  a  little 
more,  and  found  other  reasons  for  hia 
action  in  1835.     So  we  are  still  in  want 
of  evidence  even  in  the  fourth  century. 
At  last  it  comes,  and  in  a  form  which  Lord 
Cairns  said  in  1 883  was  quite  conclusivo 
as   to  the  existence  of  the  prohibition 
from  the  earliest  times.     A  bishop  called 
St.  Basil  about  375  had  a  controversy 
with  another  named  Diodorus,  just  as 
good  as  himself,  who  had  pronounced 
this   marriage  lawful,    and  wrote    him 
a    letter   very    much   in    the    style   of 
Bishop   Philpotts's   scolding  epistle    to 
Bishop  Lonsdale  for  saying  both  in  hia 
Report  and  in  a  letter  afterwards  that 
he  could  see  no  scriptural  authority  for  it. 
But  Basil,  like  Blomfield,  did  not  rely 
on  the  Mosaic  law,  and  in  fact  he  said 
that  it  was  no  more  binding  than  cir- 
cumcision,   though   he  argued  against 
Diodorus' 8  interpretation  of  it,  as  you 
may  see  in  Pusey's  evidence.     What  ho 
did  rely  on  he  expressly  said  was  '*  our 
custom,    which    has    been    transmitted 
down  to  U8  by  holy  men."    People  have 
discussed   whether  even  that  meant  to 
assert  more  than  the  custom  of  his  own 
diocese.     Not  that  it  the  least  signifies ; 
for  Lord  Cairns  was  as  wrong  as  possi- 
ble in  representing  it  as  contemporaneoua 
evidence,  or  any  evidence  at  all  on  a  dis- 
disputed  question  of  history.  Unluckily 
none  of  Diodorus' s  writings  have  sur- 
vived, though  he  was  a  very  considerable 
person,  as  you  may  see  in  Dr.  Wace'a 
Ecclesiastical  Biography;    so  we  know 
no  more  of  what  passed  between  them. 
But   of  Basil  we  do  know  something 
more.     His  own  opinions  were  of  the 
most  ascetic  type,  condemning  all  second 
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Vour  lordihips  probablj  knov  the 
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f/Thriotin  connection  with  Anne's  aielari 
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appendix  the  diapenaation  vhich 
wa«  prepared  for  him,  which  the 
i'ope  was  asked  to  idgn  before  his 
marriage,  and  perhaps  did;  and  it  is 
significant  in  sereral  waje.  It  wu 
to  permit  him  to  marry  "  com  quamun- 
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que  alia  muliere,  etsi  tibi  alias  secando 
gradu  consanguinitas  aut  primo  affiini- 
tatis    [observe    the    distinction],     ex 
qnocumque    licito     aut     illicito    coitu 
oonjancta,     dummodo      relicta    fratris 
tui    non     fuerit,"     Ac.      Mr.     Froude 
argues  that  this  might  be  intended  for 
a  mere  sweeping  clause  to  provide  for 
all  possible  accusations.     It  was  bad 
enough  if  it  was.     But  the  light  thrown 
mutually  between  the  dispensation  be- 
fore the  marriage  and  the  Statute  after 
Anne's    death,    besides   the    prevalent 
scandal,    started    by    Cardinal     Pole, 
Henry's   own   cousin,  is  stronger  than 
even  Mr.  Froude's  ingenuity  can  again 
obscure.     So  far  as  I  know,  I  was  the 
first  person  to  bring  those  mutual  re- 
flectors together,  in   a  pamphlet   two 
two  years  ago.     There  was  a  third  Act 
of   Henry  Vm   which    became   what 
lawyers  call  spent ;   and  yet  another, 
32  Henry  VIII.  c.  38,  which  does  not 
re- enumerate  the  prohibitions,  but  only 
refers  to  "the  law  of  God."    That  was 
doubtless    meant  (though   some  gpreat 
modern  lawyers  doubted  it  having  that 
legal  efiPect)  to  adopt  the  definition  of 
the  previous  ones,  which  were  repealed 
by  Mary,  and  not  revived  by  Elizabeth, 
who  had  her  own  reasons  for  wanting 
to  keep  wives'  sisters  prohibited,  as  an 
answer  to  Philip's  desire  to  obtain  her. 
That  construction  was  adopted  finally 
by  this   House  in   the  great  case    of 
Brook  V.  Brook,  as  to  these  marriages 
solemnised   abroad,    when  Lord  Gran- 
worth    said    the  seven  Tudor  Acts    on 
which  it  all  turned  were  very  confusing. 
After  all  this  it  is  impossible  for  any- 
body to  contend  that  the  line  was  ever 
drawn  whe.re  it  is  now  by  any  Ohurch 
or  State  in  any  kingdom  in  the  world, 
until  Henry  YIII  threw  his  axe  into 
the  scale,  as  Napoleon  did  his  sword, 
only  with  more  durable  effect,  now  that 
he   has    been   helped   by  the  English 
bishops  in  1835.     For  until  then    the 
prohibition  was  lit^e  more  than  nominal, 
seeing  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  under 
the  Tudor  Acts  and  all  the  decisions  in 
the  superior  courts,  could  only  *'  separate 
the  parties  "  during  their  joint  lives  if 
anybody  chose  to  institute  a  suit  for 
that  purpose,  which  of  course  nobody 
ever  did  in  999  out  of  1000  oases.    And 
yet  Lord  Hatherley,  one  of  the  most 
violent  prohibitionists^  actually  said  in 
a  speech   (not  judicially}   thiat  these 
marriages  were  uwajs  **  abaolnfeely  in- 


valid," though  the  Act  of  1835  recites 
that  they   were   not   **  void    but    only 
voidable  "  in  the  way  I  described,  and 
they  nearly  always  remained  valid  for 
ever.     A  man  who  committed  bigamy 
after  marrying  his  wife's  sister  would 
have  been  convicted  immediately.    Lord 
Cairns  said  in  1883  that  some  unnamed 
and  unknown  case  in  this  House  had 
decided    that   they   were    void   before. 
Lord   Bramwell    answered    him    then, 
and  I  do  now,  after  careful  searching, 
there     was     never     any     such     case. 
I  need  hardly  say  here,  that  Archbishop 
Parker's  table,  illegally  printed  in  the 
Prayer  Book,  is  nothing  but  a  tabular 
exhibition  in  nice-looking  columns  with 
10   g^ups    in    each,  of  Henry  VIU's^ 
Acts,  though  prohibitionists  always  talk 
of  it  as  if  it  were  a  solid  stone  like  the 
Table  of  Commandments,   and  must  all 
crumble  to  pieces  if  you  knock  off  a  bit 
which    has   no  divine  authority  what- 
ever, but  is    contrary   to   the    clearest 
possible    Divine    words;    of    which    I 
recognize  the  perpetual  obligation  quito 
as  much  as  any  bishop — and  in  fact  a 
gpreat  deal  more,  as  I  will  show  presently. 
Having  disposed  of  all  State  legislation 
and   "  the  anti-Beformation  Churches, 
east  and  west,"  I  beg  to  ask  where  is 
the  English  Church  legislation  drawing 
this  line,  or  any  line  at  all  ?     Bishop 
Philpotts   answered  a  similar  question 
with   well   acted    indignation — ^*  Don't 
you  know  the  99th  Canon   of  1603?" 
Yes,  we  do.      But  where  was  what  you 
call  Church  legislation   from    1533  till 
then?      It  would  have    cost  you  your 
head  to  try  any  if  you  had  lived  then. 
Even  Elizabeth   would  never  allow  it, 
and     threw    the     attempted     Canons 
of  1570  into  the  fire,  as  we  may  say. 
The      so-called       Church      legislation 
of     1603     was    just    like    what    the 
two    Convocations    have    asked    leave 
and  been  allowed  to   do  twice  lately r 
In  1865  they  humbly  begged  and  were 
allowed  to  alter  their  36th   canon  to 
follow  an  Act  of  Parliament  on  the  very 
important  subj  ect  of  clerical  subscri  ption. 
Last  year  they  did  tiie  same  to  follow 
our  Act  of  1 886  to  allow  marriages  in 
the  afternoon.    Did  any  human  being 
except  themselves  care  a  farthing  whether 
they  did  either?      Canons  are    mere 
by-laws   of  and  for  the  dergy  within 
proper  limits,  and  for  nobody  else.  Not 
half  of  those  of  1603  are  valid  now,  if 
they  ever  were,  for  any  purpose  what- 
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:   u  : 


lacafr  of 


aU 


ar«I£k«tTtobe: 


krf^  a«  anj  of  hiA  picacnt  oppoaent'a ; 
a&d  wi:L  his:  oce  natozallj  mentaona 
h:i  friendf  Bishop  Kind%  aaocher 
htainhnt  writer  of  hiB  time ;  and  Biahop 
Cople*ton,  the  head  of  his  own  College^ 
then  the  U^num  uufrir  of  Oxford. 
Bishop  Lee,  of  Mancheeter,  a  greet 
scholjj*,  and  Professor  Lee,  a  greater 
theologian  and  Hebrew  Profeaeor  of 
great  fame  in  mj  Gambiidge  days, 
Doth  denied  the  prohibition ;  and 
higher  than  all  these,  McGaol,  Piofessor 
of  Hebrew  and  Theology  at  King's 
College,  who  was  selected  by  a  great 
Archbishop  to  write  two  artidee  in  the 
book  called  **  Aids  to  Faith,"  in  answer 
to  the  Essays  and  BeTiews,  whidi 
ConTocation    (within    its   rights)   eon- 
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demned.  The  Imog  Bishop  whom  Phil- 
potts  called  ''my  singular  brother  of 
Worcester,"  if  not  equally  famous  as 
a  controversialist,  is  yery  much  more  so 
for  wisdom  and  discretion,  besides 
haying  been  the  best  man  of  his  day  at 
Cambridge ;  and  he  wrote  not  long  ag^, 
"  I  have  never  ceased  to  advocate  this 
measure."  Archbishop  Musgrave  was 
Professor  of  Arabic  at  Cambridge,  and 
well  known  as  a  man  of  common  sense, 
though  I  do  not  set  him  up  as  a  theo- 
logian. Bishop  Fitzgerald  had  a  great 
reputation  as  a  theological  writer.  I 
merely  run  over  the  names  of  Bishops 
Bickersteth,  Villiers,  Lord  Auckland, 
Dickinson,  Knox,  and  Ghriffin,  Arch- 
deacon Hare,  Dean  Close,  and  all  the 
Sarochial  clergymen  I  named  before,  as 
enouncing  the  prohibition  on  one  or 
both  grounds,  oesides  thousands  of 
others  who  have  expressed  their  opinion 
in  various  ways.  There  are  two 
other  prelates  whose  names  I  must 
not  merely  run  over  without  ex- 
planation. Archbishop  Tait,  who  has 
been  called  the  Archiepiscopal  States- 
man, signed  a  petition  for  this  kind  of 
Bill  in  1849,  as  has  been  often  pub- 
lished, with  the  rest.  But  in  1 883,  bis 
successor  is  reported  to  have  told  your 
Lordships  that  Tait  was  only  then  '*  a 
young  man  and  a  master  at  Hugby," 
and  that  he  had  the  best  authority  for 
sayine  that  he  chang^  his  mind,  and 
would  have  voted  against  this  Bill  if 
he  had  had  an  opportunity.  To  us  old 
people  he  certainly  does  appear  a  young 
man  then,  for  be  was  only  thirty- 
nine,  but  was  within  a  few  years  of 
the  age  when  the  proverb  says  a  man  is 
wise  if  he  ever  will  be,  and  nobody 
denies  his  wisdom.  It  is  also  tnie  that 
he  was  a  master  at  Hugby ;  for  he  was 
Head-Master  of  Rugby,  and  had  been 
so  seven  years,  and  was  never  anything 
else  there ;  and  the  Tery  next  year  he 
was  Dean  of  Carlisle,  and  not  long  after, 
Bishop  of  London,  and  for  no  less  than 
twenty- seven  years  had  the  same  oppor* 
tunities  as  other  Bishops  of  yoting  no 
less  than  eiffht  or  nine  times  against 
these  Bills.  I  admit  that  he  nerer  voted 
for  them,  any  more  than  Bishop  Lons- 
dale did,  who  preferred  not  to  omnd  the 
majority  of  the  Clergy  thereby,  as  I 
know  that  some  lay  peers  also  do,  with 
that  blindness  to  the  relative  importance 
of  things  which  is  too  common  even 
among  clever  men.    Another  prelate's 


name  needs  special  notice  because  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  in  1886  said  that  he 
bad  been  misunderstood.  I  mean  the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough,  whom  I  am 
sorry  not  to  see  here,  who  is  reported 
to  have  said  in  1882, 

*'  That  he  had  never  been  able  to  take  what  is 
commonly  called  the  high  scriptural  or  theo- 
logical ground,  at  least  as  regards  the  Old 
Testament :  having  said  this,  he  would  past 
away  from  the  theological  argument ;" 

and  did  so.  I  find  not  a  word  about 
the  New  Testament  in  the  report,  and 
should  have  been  surprised  if  I  had. 
So  until  we  have  some  better  informa- 
tion, I  think  we  must  continue  to  reckon 
that  eminent  prelate  among  the  disbe- 
lievers in  any  scriptural  prohibition  of 
this  marriage.  But  I  have  another,  at 
whose  name  most  of  your  Lordships 
>vill  be  startlidd ;  a  no  less  distinguished 
advocate  of  it  on  ecclesiastical  grounds 
than  Pusey,  whom  I  suppose  I  agree 
with  the  prohibitionists  in  regarding  as 
the  most  able  of  them  all.  The  very 
title  of  his  book  shows  his  hand,  *'  Mar- 
riage with  a  wife's  sister  prohibited  by 
Holy  Scripture  " — but  it  does  not  stop 
there — '*  as  understood  by  the  Church 
for  1500  years."  I  am  not  sure 
whether  he  meant  the  first  1500  years, 
or  the  last,  and  for  the  present  purpose 
I  do  not  care  which.  The  point  is  the 
confession  that  Holy  Scripture  does  not 
decide  the  question  without  the  help  of 
the  Church,  which  means  the  supremacy 
of  the  Church  over  it.  And  his  evidence 
proves  that  still  more.  For,  passing 
over  y.  18,  as  they  all  do,  except 
when  they  try  to  get  rid  of  it,  ne 
founded  himself  upon  the  general  pro- 
hibition of  "  near  of  kin."  He  was 
asked,  then  why  not  cousins  ?  To  which 
he  answered,  "  I  suppose  it  was  left  to 
the  Church  at  the  time  to  decide,"  and 
he  said  so  again  in  answer  to  another 
question  put  to  get  his  view  quite 
clearly.  The  Commissioners  did  not  go 
on  to  ask,  what  Chnrch  at  what  time, 
so  I  must  take  all  the  possible  mean- 
ings. I  should  think  he  would  haye 
disclaimed  meaoing  every  Church  at 
every  time,  and  would  have  said  *'  The 
Holy  Odtholio  Church."  No  other 
alteratiye  occurs  to  me ;  nor  does  it 
matter,  because  the  moment  yon  invoke 
an  interpreter  of  Scripture  diat  means 
invoking  a  superior  authority,  or  if  tou 
like,  an  authority  neoessaxy  to  ooin^ete 
theother;  and  as  that  other  is  the  WodL 
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first  qnet- 
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:i^  f:riei  r:  ajs  :;;ocl  £:.  And  tbe 
zr-Tit^'y  yz-iissiia.  tor  defienBiiiiDff  that 
:^  L:*=3  m-i^  Bi'tLr  s^eak  plamlj  on  it  anj- 
w'z.-zs^  3  I:  i^:  i:«L  ntzzting  hut  a  qoalifi- 
iiadiz.  :f  ^:^::j1  p^azjiess  aomevhoe 
•iuie  laz.  ;  i^cir  2«  is.  jr^erralin^  it.  It 
^7^  ^>ia:«d   :o  me  abaolotelj 
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no:]iir^-  0:i*7  one  liiiii^  ciore  on  :La: 
poiLt-  There  wa.*.  joi;  kno^r,  a  wnfer-  * 
ence  of  :Le  B.*L  jps  of  aL  nations  in 
commuLion  wi:h  tbis  Church  of  Eng- 
land la^r  year,  which  ceriainlv  could 
not  hh  t%fJ:iiir:(\  fji  tiaiiditv,  for  it  inrit^ 
the  I'ritnitlh  to  alter  tvo  of  the  creeds, 
if  after  cooduitation  with  those  whom  j 
he  chobe  to  consult,  he  should  think  fit  to 
do  so — a  power  which  no  Pope  has  ever  , 
claioied.  It  was  well  known — at  least 
I  was  several  times  told  so  before  the 
result — that  the  prohibitionists  were 
making  a  great  effort  to  obtain  a 
declaration  in  their  favour  from  that 
sacred  Synod  of  the  universe.  But 
it  was  silent.  And  how  could  it  have  been 
otherwise,  with  all  the  nations  of  the 
world  on  one  side  and  only  a  majority 
of  Kn^^lish  Bishops  on  the  other '?  As 
th«»  prohibition  speakers  have  always 
treated  your  fjordships  to  as  much 
theology  as  suited  them,  it  is  time  that 
you  hoard  something  on  the  other  side, 
though  of  course  it  is  presumptuous 
of  mo  to  discuss  theoIosT  with 
Bishops,  and  Ijord  Ohancellors  in 
that  lino,  liut  presumptuous  laymen 
niudo  the  Itoformation,  and  perhaps 
will  have  to  defend  it  before  long.  As  I 
have  all  tliose  distinguished  eccle- 
siastics I  have  mentioned  on  my  side, 

Lord  Grimthorpe 


spe«ks  expreeelj  on 
zzLs  s^zircz.  exKp:  me  hisdoiy  of  Jacob 
^ci  zLi  ZTTj  viTr«.  I  do  not  know  if 
i.T  Ti£  _^e  p4L:riuch  alladed  to  bj  the 
~  in     his     snmmaiT    of 

i;::L:rirlr«:  huz  he  is  the  only  one  be- 
siea  Mj«c«  :L&:  oeenrs  vy  me,  and  his 
ui:reb;iked  and  iincenanred  example  is 
very  signidcan:.  For  as  bigamy  was 
lawful  then  and  folly  recognised  in 
DeutePjnomy  xxi.  15.  besides  plenty  of 
subsequent  history,  this  ooncorzence  of 
his  sister- wives  was  no  more  than  the 
succession  of  ours.  If  that  sucoesaioD 
had  been  plainly  forbidden  afterwards 
his  example  would  be  worth  no  more 
than  Abraham's  manying  his  half- 
sister  :  but  it  was  not ;  and  therefore 
Jacob's  example  is  a  good  argument  for 
us  and  against  the  noble  Duke.  I  agree 
with  what  the  most  reverend  prelate 
said  in  1886,  that  the  levirate  law  (so 
called  from  ievir,  that  kind  of  brother- 
in-law;  was  exceptional  and  not  per- 
petual, though  I  should  not  like  to  be 
responsible  for  his  reasoning  about  it. 
But  nothing  can  be  more  striking  than 
the  difference  of  treatment  of  brother's 
wife  and  wife's  sister  in  the  16th  and 
1 8  th  verses  of  Leviticus,  xviii.  My  reason 
for  considering  the  levirate  law  temporary 
or  peculiar  is  the  broad  and  simple  one 
that  the  verse  which  contains  it, 
Deuteronomy  xxv.  5,  is  surrounded  by 

Surely  ceremonial  ordinances  which  no 
hristian  believes  to  be  perpetual,  be- 
sides being  more  limited  than  is  ffenerally 
remembered.  The  next  distinction 
made  by  Moses  between  brothers' 
wives  and  wives'  sisters  is  this.    Most 
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of  the    prohibitions    are   repeated   in 
Leviticus    xz ;    whioh   includes  the   d 
fortiori  and  exactly  parallel  ones,  to  all 
reasonable  people  who  believe  the  Bible 
at  all ;  and  they  are  mostly  made  capital 
offences.     How  are  these  two  treated  ? 
Not  in  that  way ;  but  God  reserved  the 
judgment  on  marrying  a  brother's  wife 
to  himself:  <<They  shall  be  chUdless" 
— t.^.y  where  there  were  children  by  the 
first    wife,  by  reason  of   the    levirate 
exception  ;  and  as  to  the  wives'  sisters 
it  is  altogether  silent,  all  having  been 
said  about  them  in  the  18th  chapter 
that  was  required.     For  nothing  could 
make  it  plainer.     Nor  could  anybody 
now     unite    the    prohibition    and   the 
permission  together  more  plainly  if  he 
tried  than  it  is  in  that  verse  which  the 
people  who  call  themselves  the  Church 
invariably  try  to  get  rid  of.  Only  to-day 
in  the  Time*  we  have  a  long  letter  from 
another  bishop,  enlarging  upon  every- 
thing else  that  we  have  heard  innumer- 
able   times  before,  but    stopping    just 
short  of  the  only  verse  that  says  any- 
thing about  wives'  sisters,  and  evidently 
not   daring  to  touch  it.     A  thira  dis- 
tinction is  that  Moses  gives  a  reason  for 
the  brother's  wife  which  you  may  see 
would  be  simply  nonsense  if  written  of 
the  wife's  sister.     And  as  to  the  general 
assertion  of  parity  of  sexes,  as  compe- 
tent to   override   all  these  express  dis- 
tinctions,    everything     in    the    Bible 
tends    the     other     way,     and     every- 
thing in    the  experience    and    legisla* 
tion      of   the     world.       Nobody    ever 
treated  them  alike   in    the    matter    of 
divorce,  on  account  of  the  immense  dif- 
ference of  the  consequences  of  adultery. 
Certainly  not  Moses;  for  a  wife's  adultery 
was  capital,  but  a  husband's  was  not, 
unless  it  involved   a  wife's  also.      For 
the  present  purpose  that  is  quite  enough, 
as  we  are  discussing  Mosaic  legislation, 
but  St.  Paul  was  quite  as  little  an  advo- 
•cate  of  the  equality  of  sexes  as  Moses. 
I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  agree  with  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  in  another  thing,  on 
whioh  I  therefore  differ  from  my  noble 
and  learned  friend  Lord  Bramwell,  as  I 
4o  from  some  other  of  the  views  he  ex- 
pressed  in  1886.      I    agree   that  the 
much  misused  phrase  ''they  shall  be  one 
£esh  "  was  not  metaphorical  but  simply 
physical,  in  the  most  obvious  sense.  8t.' 
Paul's  application  of  it  to  a  harlot  in 
1  Corinthians  vL  is  deoisi ve^  besides  other 
reasons.  And  aveiyoarioas  fact 
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thereon  was  published  about  three  years 
ago  by  a  sureeon  of  long  standing,  who 
was  confirmed  by  Sir  James  Paget  and 
other  eminent  men — namely,  that  it  is 
well  known  both  to  them,  and  to  some 
breeders  of  animals,  that  a  female  who 
has  had  children  by  one  father  generally 
imparts    some    of    his    characteristics 
(wnich  means  his  flesh  according  to  all 
modem  science)  to  all  future  children  by 
another      father ;       but     nothing      of 
the    kind     takes     place  between    suc- 
cessive mothers  and  the   same  father. 
This  "  one  flesh  "  argument  has  always 
been  the  favourite  one  with  the  prohibi- 
tionists, and  we  have  had  it  again  to-day. 
Once  more  I  ask  how  they  account  for 
Moses  never  using  it  in  connection  with 
the  prohibited  degrees,    nor  St.  Paul, 
when  he  spoke  of  one  in  1  Cor.  vii.    That 
is  another  of  their  improvements  on  the 
Bible,  and  putting  unworkable  reasons 
of  their  own  into  it.      I  s^y  unworkable 
because  not  one  of  them  has  ever  been 
able  to  invent  a  rational  answer  to  the 
question  with  which  Bishop   Lonsdale 
posed  Archdeacon  Hale,   a    very    able 
man,  viz.,  if  that  reason  was  the  real 
one,  and  your  sister-in-law  is  as  unlaw- 
ful as  your  sister,  why  is  not  your  wife's 
sister-in-law  unlawful  too?    Or,  with- 
out g^ing  to  collaterals,  why   may  the 
sons  of  a  widower  marry  the  daughters 
of  a  widow  who  has  married  him  ?     If 
he  and  she  are  one  flesh  for  this  pur- 
pose, surely  all  their  children  are.    And 
the  question  must  be  extended  ad  infini'- 
tum  for  collaterals.       I  say  no  rational 
or  logical  answer  has  ever  been  given 
to  that.     The  most  rev.  Prelate  cut  the 
knot  both  in  1883  and  1886  by  calling 
the  argument  absurd ;    only  he  forgot 
the  difference  between  an  absurdity  and 
a  reduetio  ad  absurdum,    whioh  Bishop 
Lonsdale  did  not,  who  of  course  used 
it  so,   and  reduced  the  Archdeacon  to 
confess  he  could   not  answer.      Other 
people    have  tried   to   get  over  it  by 
foisting  in  the  word  **  affinity,"  and  then 
telling  us  that  it  only  means  your  wife's 
blood  relations.     I  made  some  of  them 
very  angry  in  the    Guardian  by  saying 
I  had  no  objection  to  its  meaning  any- 
thing they  pleased  until  they  oould  show 
where  Moses  used  it  on  this  subject.   If 
he  had,  we  should  have  had  to  interpret 
it  as  we  could.      Another  of  them  asked 
me  what  I  should  say  if  v.  18  were  out  of 
the  way.    I  answered  that  I  should  say  it 
would  save  them  from  the  disgrao*  of 
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trying  to  put  it  out  of  the  way  by  a 
heap  of  disingenuous  pretexts.  And 
I  say  so  now.  For  after  all  that  has 
been  written  about  it,  and  the  concur- 
rence of  every  Hebraist  worth  naming, 
and  every  version  (McCaul  says)  in  alllan- 
Ruages,  and  all  the  old  ones,  from  Cover- 
dale  through  Tyndale,  and  Luther,  back 
to  the  Septuragint  about  280  B.C.,  our 
A.v.  and  now  the  r.v.  stand  absolutely 
irrefragable— 

'^  Thou  shalt  not  take  a  wife  to  her  sister, 
to  vex  her  (r.y.  to  be  a  rival  to  her)  beside  the 
other,  in  her  lifetime.'* 

Your  Lordships  may  be  curious  to  hear 
what  are  the  pretexts  for  gettins^  rid  of 
that  unmistakable  permission  ana  prohi- 
bition combined  for  death  and  lifetime. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  two  of  the  highest 
ecclesiastics  here  have  several  times 
pronounced  it,  without  the  least  explana- 
tion why  they  do,  obscure,  ambiguous, 
capable  of  four  translations ;    and  the 

S resent  Prolocutor  of  York,  in  Hook's 
ictionary,  improves  them  into  14, 
suggesting  that  the  best  of  them  is 
that  in  the  margin  of  the  A.Y. 
which  turns  it  into  an  absurd  pro- 
hibition of  polygamy  besides  other 
defects.  I  asked  him  if  he  would 
say  that  he  himself  believed  it,  and  he 
was  too  discreet  too  answer.  Perhaps  by 
that  time  he  remembered  that  he  him- 
self, as  the  writer  on  Deuteronomy  in 
the  Speaker's  Commentary,  had  cor- 
rected an  astounding  and  ludicrous 
mistake  of  such  a  learned  man  as  the 
late  Bishop  Word  worth  in  defending 
that  translation.  Besides  its  other 
absurdities,  it  was  only  invented  in 
1575,  and  ought  never  to  have  got  even 
into  the  margin  of  any  authorized 
translation.  But  as  it  is  now  as  dead 
as  any  door  nail  to  every  competent 
scholar  in  the  world,  I  pass  it  by,  and 
remind  all  the  propounders  or  insinu- 
ators  of  either  four  or  fourteen  un- 
described  versions,  that  the  more  are  the 
attempts  to  explain  away  what  every 
honest  man  of  common  sense  sees  to  be 
as  plain  as  possible,  the  worse  for  the 
inventors ;  though  if  a  verse  is  doubt- 
ful on  the  face  of  it,  the  attempts  to 
make  it  clear  may  be  innumerable  before 
one  receives  general  acceptance.  I 
do  not  believe  there  is  a  bishop  living, 
or  a  scholar  with  a  name  to  lose,  who 
will  risk  it  on  any  one  of  the  few  or 
many  versions  which  these  people  talk 
of  without  stating  what  they  are.     Even 
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Philpotts,  in  his  speech  here  in    1851^ 
said   he  concurred    with  all   the    best 
Hebrew    scholars    in     accepting    the 
A.Y.  text,  and  not  the  margin.     When 
they  have    thus  kicked   it  oat  of  their 
way,  they  go  to  work  with  their  •*  piin- 
ciples."  If  I  were  inventing  a  table  of 
degrees,  I  daresay  I  should  think  it  necess- 
ary to  start  with  something  that  would 
be  called  a  principle.     But  I  have  not  to 
invent  a  table  but  to  accept  it  from  one 
whose  principles  I  have  no  boeineae  to 
invent  also,  and  I  decline  altogether  to 
listen  to  people  who  claim  to  do  so  be- 
cause the  words  of  Moses  contradict  them. 
And  then,  you  see,  we  know  as  a  matter 
of  fact  and  history,  who  did  invent  their 
table  as  it  is,  and  why ;  not  Moses,  nor 
any  kind   of  scriptural  authority,   bat 
Henry  YIII.     The  modem  principles  to 
bolster  it  up  ex  post  facto  are  like  most 
principles  now,  invented  to  involve  fore- 
gone conclusions.     The  noble  Earl  told 
us  in    efiPect  that    it  would    lose  its 

S resent  elegant  symmetry  by  being  re- 
uced  from  30  to  29— or  rather,  to  quote 
him  accurately,  he  said  20  to  19  prohi- 
bitions for  the  man,  while  it  remains  20 
for  the  woman,  and  he  also  put  them 
together  at  39;  which  looks  as  if  he 
had  got  a  little  confused  between  the 
number  of  the  Articles  at  the  end  of  the 
Prayer-book,  and  of  the  Prohibited 
Degrees  which  follow.  But  unless 
he  can  satisfy  me  that  symmetry  and  the 
number  30  were  the  reasons  why 
Moses,  or  rather  the  Holy  Ghost, 
ought  to  have  made  it  so,  I  do 
not  care  a  farthing  for  symmetrv  or 
principles.  In  1883  the  most  Kev.  IVe- 
late  invented  a  new  one  of  his  own; 
which  I  suppose  somebody '  after- 
wards made  him  understand  was  fatal 
to  nearly  half  the  table ;  and  as 
he  never  produced  it  again,  I  will  let  it 
die  in  peace,  having  said  my  say 
about  it  elsewhere.  And  I  wul  not 
weary  your  Lordships  with  any  more 
discussion  of  such  principles.  The  Bishop 
of  London,  in  1886,  and  the  noble  Earl 
now,  asked  what  principle  we  have  if  we 
reject  their  symmetrical  arrangement. 
I  cannot  answer  for  all  the  opponents  of 
the  prohibition,  either  as  to  tneir  reasons 
or  the  various  lengths  to  which  they  go. 
But  my  principle  is  so  simple  that  it 
hardly  deserves  that  name.  It  is  only 
attending  to  the  written  law,  and  aU 
necessary  inferences  fromit.  No  inference 
is  necessary  or  admissible  which  con* 
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tradicts     plain     language     interpreted 
by  common  sense.     All   experience    of 
the      30,000      or      40,000      of     these 
marriages,    or    whatever    may   be  the 
number,  that  have  taken  place  proves 
that  all  besides  the  wives'  sisters  are  an 
utterly  insignificant  number;  and  that 
also  proves  that  there    is   no   demand 
worth  notice  for  any  other  alteration; 
and   therefore,  that  the   "  thin  end  of 
the  wedge,"  or  **  where  will  you  stop" 
argument  is  none  at  all  here.     I  under- 
stand that  the  Association  for  promoting 
this  Bill  have  only  heard  of  28  brothers' 
wives    marriages  in  the  last   16  years, 
against     what     they     are     sure     are 
about    15,000     of     wives     sisters.     Of 
course  I  know  that  there   are  persons 
who  object  to  any  restriction  beyond  the 
nearest    consanguinity,    and    deny    all 
divine  authority  for  any.  But  they  are  not 
the  least  formidable  because  they  have 
neither  numbers  nor  reason  on  their  side. 
It  is  odd  that  the  prohibitionists  cannot 
avoid  exaggeration,    even  when    their 
reasoning    is    sound.      Though    every 
person  of  sense  and   honesty  must  see 
that  the  express  prohibitions  in  Leviticus 
are    incomplete,    and    if    accepted    as 
authority  at  all,  must  be   extended  to 
really    parallel  cases,  do  the   prohibi- 
tionists think  they  mend  that  case  by 
the  ever- reiterated  assertion  that  there 
is  no  prohibition  of  a  daughter  without 
inferences  ?  How  could  you  marry  your 
daughter  without  breaking  the  prohibi- 
tion   to    marry    "  a    woman    and    her 
daughter  "  ?    It  prohibits  daughter  and 
step-daughter    together.     The  attempt 
to  extend  the  Mosaic  law  by  talking  of 
Christian  purity  and  the  absence  of  any 
prohibition  of  polygamy  in  the    New 
Testament,  are  other  fatal  specimens  of 
their  reasoning.     That  very  pretext  of 
ultra-Scriptural  purity  ended,  as  every- 
body knows,  in  the  grossest  impurity 
among  the  people  who  professed  it.  And 
the  universal  understanding  of  mankind 
Tery  soon    after   Ohristanity  came  in, 
that  it  was  against  polygamy  without 
any  direct  prohibition,  for  well-known 
reasons,  is  at  once  a  striking  proof  of  a 
power  which  no  human  leg^ators  could 
nave  used,  and  a  striking  contrast  to 
this    fictitious    prohibition    which    the 
vast     majority    of    Ohristiana    reject 
There  never  was   a   atronffer    case  of 
*'  making  the  law  of  no  effect  by  your 
traditions,"  than  that  of  ejecting  t.  18 
from  the  Bible  by  raoh  arguments  as 


these  of  our  bishops  and  their  folio wem* 
I  was   sorry  to    hear  the    noble   Earl 
follow  the  bad  example  of  the  retired 
Bishop  of  Oxford.     In  his  case  it  may 
be  attributed  to  his  superficial  study  of 
this  subject  and  his  want  of  something 
more  definite   to   say.       Bishop   Mac- 
kainess  had   no  such  excuse  for  twioo 
deliberately  imputing  to  the  supporters 
of    this    Bill    generally,    a    desire    to 
abolish  all  the  affinity  prohibitions,  and 
calling  upon  them  to  avow  it  and  dis- 
cuss  the    question    fairly.       I   do   not 
mean   that  it   was   his  fault   that   the 
Times^   which  always  gave  the  utmost 
prominence   to    his  letters,    refused   to 
publish  answers  to  them  from  various 
persons,  one  of  whom  (not  me)  he  had 
personally  reflected  on.     The  Guardian, 
I  am  glad  to  testify,  though   strongly 
on  his  side  editorially,    permitted  two 
years  ago  the  only  full  discussion  there 
has    ever  been   in   any   newspaper  or 
periodical.     The  Duke  of  Argyll  too,  in 
1883,  imputed  the  same  general  inten- 
tion or  desire  to  the  defenders  of  the 
18th  Terse.     If  he  did  not  remember. 
Bishop  Mackainess  could  not  possibly 
forget,  that  the  only  unlawful  marriage 
expressly  condemned    by  St.  Paul  waa 
an   affinity  one ;    and   it    might   have 
occured   to   him  that  he  was  accusing 
all  those  great  divines,  far  more  emi- 
nent   than    himself,    of    reading     St. 
Paul's    condemnation    of    marrying    a 
stepmother    out   of  the  Bible,    as    he 
and   his  party   "  read   out "   the   per- 
mission to  marry  a  wife's  sister,  which 
some  of  them  actually  say  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  question.     If  so,  what 
was  that  verse  for?     Others  of  them 
more  mildly  say  that  if  we  exclude  a 
wife's  sister  from  the  table,  there  is  no* 
principle  on  which  we  can  retain  the 
others  of  affinity.     It  may  be  quite  un- 
principled to  accept  the  words  of  the 
Bible,  and  all  necessary  and  uncontra- 
dicted inferences  from  them,  as  I  have 
said,  and  I  can  give  them  no  other  prin- 
ciple ;  but  I  wisn  to  add  a  few  words  on 
the  only  other  case  which  seems  to  me 
fairly  arguable,  viz.,  a  wife's  niece,  as 
being  one  degree  farther  off  and  not 
expressly  prohibited.   But,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  is  nothing  like  verse  18  to 
exclude  her  from  the  general  analogies, 
and  experience  proves  that  there  is  no 
demana  for  it.   And  further  still,  wives^ 
nieces  are  generally  regarded  as  much 
more  like  your  own  than  sisters-in-law 
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are  like  sisters.  Therefore  I  see  no  reason 
for  fearinfi^  that  demand  in  conseauence 
of  grantinfz:  this.  And  after  all,  the  ex- 
perience that  a  mere  positive  law  fails 
m  making  anything  except  offenders 
in  great  numbers  is  the  strongest  argu- 
ment to  people  of  common  sense  for 
not  continuing  the  unequal  fight  and 
committing  tyranny  for  nothing  but 
the  abstract  pleasure  of  it.  But  as 
they  are  so  fond  of  denouncing  us  as 
secret  conspirators  for  making  an  un- 
scriptural  distinction  between  affinity 
and  consanguinity  they  had  better 
remember  who  made  it  first — the 
Bishops  who  made  the  Act  of  1835, 
absolutely  validating  all  the  existing 
affinity  marriages,  and  not  those  of 
consanguinity,  the  very  thing  which 
the  noble  Earl  is  so  angry  with  this 
Bill  for  doing  to  these  marriages 
alone.  Apparently  he  has  never  read 
the  Act  which  he  is  so  anxious  to 
uphold.  And  now  for  a  few  words 
only  on  those  existing  marriages  in 
which  the  parties  have  done  all  they 
could  towards  pledging  themselves  to 
each  other  for  life,  though  this  bishops' 
law  says  they  may  separate  again  when 
they  please.  I  am  not  concerned  to 
prove  the  exact  number;  but  I  saw 
quite  enough  years  ago  of  ludicrous 
failure  of  the  attempts  to  impeach  the 
statistics  which  satisfied  that  most 
impartial  and  competent  Commission,  to 
pay  any  attention  to  the  noble  Earl's 
professed  suspicion  of  the  number  of  1000 
a  year,  which  the  Association  vouches  for. 
I  could  tell  your  Lordships  some  amusing 
stories  of  the  refutations  of  former 
orators  who  pretended  to  have  disproved 
those  statistics  either  generally  or  in 
particular  places,  but  it  would  take  too 
much  time,  and  they  have  been  pub- 
lished often  enough,  and  nothing  turns 
on  the  exact  number.  So,  as  I  must  use 
some,  I  shall  use  that  which  I  believe 
in.  The  prohibitionists  always  revile 
those  80,000  people,  and  often  call 
them  names, and  the  clergy  do  especially, 
and  sometimes  their  children  also,  as 
has  been  published  in  newspapers  and 
not  denied.  Of  all  the  absurd  charges, 
the  absurdest  is,  that  they  are 
persons  who  will  not  restrain  unlawful 
passions,  and  that  there  are  plenty  of 
other  women  they  could  marry  if  they 
w^ould.  Whether  they  are  wrong  or 
right  in  other  ways,  it  is  evident  that 
such  marriages  are  on  the  average  less 
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due  to  passion  than  meet.     For  they  an 
nearly  all  due  to  the  desire  of  widowen 
to   get    the    best  stepmother    for  th% 
children,  and  on  the  pa^  of  the  amiti 
to  stay  in  that  character  with  them. 
Innumerable  cases  have  been  given  of 
dying  wives  begging  their  huebanda  to 
do  so,  rather  than  expose  their  children 
to  a  strange  stepmother.     It  is  very  easy 
to  say  that  men  can  keep  their  eiateie- 
in-law  with  them  now  withoot  manying 
them.     First,  that  is  very  doabtfm  in- 
deed,   where    they    are    youn^.     And 
by  laws  of  nature  and  of  God  it  is 
better    for    "  every    man  to  have  his 
own  wife  and  every  woman   to  have 
her  own  husband ;  "  and  if  they  are  not 
allowed  to  have  the  one  who  ie  wanted 
for  the  children,  they  must  either  tan 
her  out  or  do  worse.    Nor  can  they  be 
certain  of  retaining  her  unless  by  some- 
thing they  consider  marriage,  thoog^ 
it  legally    is  not.     Our  experience  of 
large  houses  and  facilities  of  all  kinds 
are  apt  to  mislead  us  about  small  onee. 
I  do  not  know  what  right  any  of  us  hare 
to  say  we  do  not  believe  the  abundant 
evidence    that    has    been    continually 
poured  in  and    published.     I    suspect 
very    few     prohibitionists    even    con- 
descend   to  look  at  it — or  any  other 
evidence  on  that  side.    But  I  am  not 
arguing  that  question,  but  simply  what 
efiPect  these  40,000    illegal  or  invalid 
unions  ought  to  have  on  us  as  legislators. 
They  may  be  wrong  if  you  like,  bat 
we  have  the   strongest   evidence  that 
the  most  religious  and  best  people  in 
the  classes  in  which  they  take  place, 
though    they    are    not    ours,    do    not 
think  so,  and  that  the  parties  suffer 
no  social  inconveniences  fxom  it.    I  was 
told  by  several  dissenters  two  years  ago 
that  that  is  the  reason  why  they  have 
not  agitated  more,  when  I  asked  them 
why  they  did  not,  as  they  understand 
that  art  so  well.    They  say  it  is  almost 
entirely  a    social  question,   and    they 
settle  it  by  their  own  social  judgment. 
Do  you  think  you  can  stop  that  ?    If  on 
the  other  hand  you  choose  to  condemn 
their  so  living  together  as  a  great  sin, 
be  it  so.    For  the  worse  their  sin  is, 
and  the  more  mischievous    their    ex- 
ample, leading  more  ignorant  people 
to  disregard    the  sanctity  of  marriage 
altogether,  the    more    those    have   to 
answer  for  who  cause  all  this,  and  torn 
these  80,000  people,  who  would  otherwise 
be  living  irreproachably,  into  oonoubinsa 
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and  paramours,  either  for  the  pleasure  of 
maintaining  what  they  call  the  law  of 
^e  Ohuroh,  or  for  the  convenience  of 
their  own  select  society.  I  have  disposed 
of  all  the  noble  Duke's  array  of  autnori- 
ties  and  ancient  ways,  except  his 
"  prophets."  With  all  my  efforts  I  can 
only  think  of  one  prophecy  bearing  on 
his  case— '*  In  the  latter  times  some  shall 
depart  from  the  faith,  giving  heed  to 
doctrines  of  devils,  forbidding  to  marry, 
and  commanding  to  abstain  from  meats 
which  Gk>d  hath  created  to  be  received 
with  thanksgiving "  ;  exactly  the  two 
forms  of  asceticism  most  in  favour  with 
those  who  have  called  themselves  the 
Ohurch  above  all  men,  from  the  time 
when  its  corruptions  began  to  this  day. 
And  all  history  shows  that  with  them  no 
moral  sin  is  ever  deemed  so  deadly  as 
defying  the  law  of  the  Ohurch,  whatever 
it  may  be  in  their  opinion.  I  decline 
the  responsibility  of  helping  to  fulfil 
that  prophecy,  and  therefore  I  have 
always  done  my  best  to  help  this 
measure,  though  neither  I  nor  anybody 
belonging  to  me  has  the  smallest  per- 
sonal interest  in  it. 

rPHB  Earl  of  8ELB0BNE :  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  think  it  is  well  that  your 
Lordships  should  g^  to  a  division  imme- 
diately after  so  long  a  speech  from  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  without  some- 
thing at  all  events  being  said  on  the 
other  side.  To  attempt  to  answer  in 
detail  all  that  has  been  said  by  him 
would  take  a  week,  but  I  think  this  is 
one  o£  the  cases  where  when  debate  is 
challenged  the  challenge  should  be 
accepted.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  gone  over  a  very  large  field.  That 
could  not  be  done  without  much  pre- 
paration; and  a  proper  answer  to  all 
his  points  would  require  preparation  too. 
I  think  it  will  be  enough  now  to  refer 
to  certain  points  in  the  speech.  I  would 
caution  your  Lordships  against  being 
misled  by  the  authority  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord.  He  and  I  are  very 
old  antagonists  on  this  matter,  though 
not,  on  his  side,  in  Parliament.  I  will 
merely  say  that  in  this  matter  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  able  as  he  is  in  every- 
thing he  does,  wrote  a  pamphlet  nearly 
fortv  years  ago,  in  wluoh  he  told  the 
world  that  these  marriages  could  be 
legally  contracted  by  people  goine  to 
Denmark  or  any  other  country  where 
these  marriages  were  permitted  by  the 
local  law. 


*LoBD  GRIMTHOBPE :  I  gave  the 
opinion  as  some  much  greater  lawyers 
did  before  the  decision  of  the  Courts  upon 
the  question. 

*Thb  Earl  of  8ELB0RNE:  Unite 
so,  but  when  the  question  was  raised 
in  the  case  of  Brook  t;.  Brook 
and  in  other  cases,  the  Judges 
all  decided  the  other  way,  showing 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  is  not 
infallible.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
authorities  which  he  quoted.  He  quoted 
a  passage,  to  which  no  exception  was  to 
be  taken,  except  that  it  was  irrelevant, 
from  Bishop  Jeremy'  Taylor  ;  but  in 
the  very  earliest  debate  which  I  remem- 
ber in  the  House  of  Commons  on  this 
subject,  in  reply  to  a  speech  from  another 
not  less  learned  person,  the  late 
Lord  Chief  Justice  Cockbum,  I  showed 
that  the  opinion  of  Jeremy  Taylor  was 
opposed  to  these  marriages,  and  that 
he  expounded  and  asserted  the  sound- 
ness of  the  principle  of  interpre- 
tation, according  to  which  marriages 
with  a  deceased  wife's  sister  are 
held  to  be  prohibited  by  the  Levi- 
tical  Code.  Take  the  particular  in- 
stances of  prohibition,  you  apply  it 
pari  ratione  to  cases  where  the  relation- 
ships are  equal,  and  d  fortiori  you  apply 
it  to  cases  which  are  actually  within 
them,  and  to  affinity  within  the  same 
degrees  as  consanguinity.  Marriage 
with  a  deceased  wife's  sister  is  pro- 
hibited for  that  reason.  That  was 
the  opinion  of  Jeremy  Taylor,  and 
that  is  the  foundation  of  our  law 
upon  the  subject.  I  am  not  going 
through  the  Roman  law,  but,  if  I  did 
refer  to  it,  I  should  think  that  the  law 
of  the  Christianized  Romans  on  this  sub- 
ject would  be  entitled  to  receive  even 
more  deference  from  us  than  the  law 
of  the  Pagan  Romans  which  has  been 
referred  to.  I  am  not  going  through 
that  or  the  other  laws  to  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  referred ;  but  I  can 
tell  your  Lordship  this,  that  though  he 
said  the  Council  of  Neo-Cesarea  was  the 
first  which  dealt  with  this  subject, 
neither  that  Council  nor  the  Council  of 
Eliberis,  nor  any  other  Councili  ever 
dealt  with  it  as  a  new  thing, 
but  they  were  g^ing  upon  the  lines 
which  all  along  the  Church  had  adopted. 
It  had  never  been  shown  that  at  any  time 
in  the  Christian  Church,  from  the  begin- 
ning, there  was  any  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  these  marriages  being  within  the 


1 5!?S       Marriage  with  a  Deeeated      {LO^DS}  Wifit  8isUr  BOL 


1624 


prohibited  degree.  We  now  live  under 
the  law  laid  down  in  the  time  of  Henry 
YIII.,  not  as  to  this  particular  degree  of 
affinity  only,  but  as  to  all  the  degrees. 
We  have  been  living  under  that  law 
for  above  350  years,  and  that  law  is 
in  every  point  the  same  as  that  which 
had  been  enforced  before,  except  that 
the  ecclesiastical  prohibitions  going 
beyond  the  Levitical  degrees  were  then 
cut  off,  and  dispensations  were  no 
longer  allowed.  If  we  are  to  have  a 
marriage  law,  it  should  be  on  consistent 
principles.  Surely,  if  we  are  to  have 
marriage  laws  at  all,  it  is  not  unreason- 
able to  ask  that  they  should  be  con- 
sistent in  principle.  If  we  are  to 
sanction  these  marriages,  I  do  not  see 
how  we  can  prohibit  marriage  with  a 
deceased  husband's  brother,  and  still 
less  with  a  wife's  niece,  which  is  a 
degree  more  remote.  Your  Lord- 
ships cannot  assent  to  a  Bill  in  which  you 
oan  find  no  oonsi  stent  principle  or  any  prin- 
ciple at  all  except  that  of  giving  way  to  a 
certain  amount  of  agitation  and  clamour. 
If  that  be  so,  and  if  your  Lordships 
give  way  to  that  agitation,  it  will  be 
totally  impossible  in  reason  and  justice 
to  resist  the  demand  of  any  who  may 
agitate  for  marriage  with  a  deceased 
husband's  brother  or  a  wife's  niece. 
The  noble  Duke  said  that  the  Levitical 
Law  is  no  more  binding  upon  us  in 
regard  to  this  matter  than  it  is  with 
regard  to  eating  certain  meats.  The 
noble  Duke  draws  a  very  arbitrary  line ; 
but  I  should  like  to  know  how  we  are 
to  meet  the  demand  of  the  numbers  of 
persons  who  may  come  forward  and  ask 
that  all  the  degrees  of  affinity,  and  some 
of  consanguinity,  may  be  swept  away ; 
saying,  **  We  do  not  think  the  Levitical 
Law  is  binding  upon  us."  If  you  appeal 
to  Germany,  and  other  countries  where 
these  marriages  are  allowed  you  will 
find  that  they  also  allow  marriage 
within  certain  degrees  of  consanguinity 
without  dispensation.  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  say  we  will  take  our  stand 
upon  the  principles  of  the  law  as  it  is. 
We  think  it  is  a  good  thing  for  the 
purity  of  families  and  for  the  peace 
and  happiness  of  families  that  the 
sister  of  the  wife  should  be  in  law  the 
sister  of  the  husband  and  should  be 
received  both  in  her  sister's  lifetime 
and  after  her  death  as  if  she  were 
really  his  sister.  We  are  not  convinced 
that  this  is  in  any  true  sense  a  poor 
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man's  question.  Of  ooiune  those  who 
wish  for  this  measure  endeavour  to 
collect  opinions  everywhere;  bat  I  think 
those  who  investigate  facts  in  their  own 
neighbourhoods  will  not  find  that  then 
are  really  any  greater  number  of  this 
particular  kind  of  marriage  in  one 
class  than  in  another.  No  doubt  thej 
exist,  but  in  an  infinitesimal  ratio  to 
the  whole  population.  The  men  who 
does  not  want  to  marry  their  deoeaaed 
wife's  sisters,  but  who  do  want  to 
retain  the  benefit  of  their  sisterhoody 
would  all  suffer  loss  by  this  BilL  Mv 
Lords,  one  word  more  is  all  I  wm 
say  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  It  has 
a  retrospective  effect.  It  says  that 
all  marriages  of  this  kind  solemnised 
during  the  last  60  years  shall  no  longer 
be  void  or  voidable.  It  is  contemplated 
by  this  Act  of  Parliament  that  all  persons 
who  have  been  breaking  the  law  with 
their  eyes  open  and  not  by  mere  mistake 
shall  be  treated  as  if  they  had  always 
been  validly  married ;  and  that,  whether 
Ibhey  like  it  or  not.  Those  even  who 
may  have  changed  their  minds,  and 
have  lived  for  any  number  of  years 
apart  from  each  other,  are  to  be  com- 
pulsoriiy  married  by  this  Bill,  unless 
they  have  in  the  meantime  made  some 
other  marriage.  I  cannot  but  say,  my 
Lords,  that  while  I  regpret  very  muim 
being  obliged  to  stand  opposed  to  the 
comparatively  inconsiderable  number  of 
persons  who  may  desire  to  do  what  the 
law  does  not  permit,  I  think  I  should 
be  sotting  a  very  bad  example  and  giving 
encouragement  to  wholeside  breaches  of 
the  law  upon  all  sorts  of  subjects  if  I 
voted  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
and  I  most  strongly  suspect  that  if  the 
retrospective  effect  of  the  Bill  were 
omitted  from  it,  its  promoters  would 
not  care  very  much  about  what  would 
remain. 

Lord  HERSOHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
only  desire  to  say,  in  commenting  upon 
the  remarks  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
just  made,  it  strikes  me  that  if  the  only 
obstacle  to  any  marriage  between  rela- 
tives, however  nearly  related,  is  a  belief 
in  the  perpetual  obligation  of  the 
Levitical  Law,  it  appears  to  me  that  our 
marriage  law  is  in  a  very  perilous  con- 
dition. It  has  always  seemed  to  me 
that  there  is  an  insuperable  obstade 
to  saying  that  this  is  opposed  to  the 
Levitical  Law.  If  we  are  entitled  to  say 
that  certain  provisions  of  the  ~ 
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Iiaw  with  reference  to  marriage  are 
Divine  commands  of  perpetnal  obliga- 
tion, bjT  what  right  can  we  reject  other 
provisionB  of  that  law  which  are  equally 
distinct  and  clear,  and  to  say  that  they 
are  not  Divine  commands  of  perpetual 
o'bligation  ?  The  Levitical  Law  enjoins 
marriage  with  a  deceased  husband's 
brother.  If  you  say  that  in  this  particular 
respect  it  is  binding,  what  right  have 
ou  to  say  that  that  command  shall  not 
e  followed  ?  It  appears  to  me  it  is  im- 
possible to  draw  that  distinction  unless 
you  can  point  to  something  in  the  Book 
of  Leviticus  itself  which  justifies  it.  My 
Lords,  it  seems  to  me  that  if  you  once 
break  away  from  what  is  established  to 
be  the  Levitical  Law  with  regard  to  this 
subject  you  must  break  away  from  it  in 
regard  to  others,  although  those  who 
might  be  presumed  to  know  something  of 
the  Book  of  Leviticus  deny  that  it  is  the 
Levitical  Law.  Where  are  you  to  stop  ? 
On  one  occasion  a  Jewish  Member  of  the 
other  H  ouse,  now  unhappily  dead,  when 
speaking  on  this  subject,  and  referring 
to  the  eloquence  and  noble  diction  de- 
voted to  it,  said  ho  had  been  gratified 
at  the  eloquent  tribute  paid  to  his  race, 
but  he  thought  they  might  have  credited 
the  Jews  with  being  able  to  interpret 
their  own  Scriptures.  My  Lords,  when 
we  are  dealing  with  this  question  of  the 
Book  of  Leviticus  I  think  we  are  bound 
in  no  way  by  authority  if  it  is  said  that 
such  marriages  are  prohibited;  and 
even  if  it  were  dear  that  that  is  the 
case,  by  what  right  are  we  to  be  told 
that  these  are  obligations  upon  us  to-day 
if  these  other  obligations  in  respect  to 
marriage  are  not  to  be  equally  binding 
upon  us  ?  With  regard  to  this  particular 
kind  of  marriage,  I  believe  that  the  feeling 
of  the  vast  majority  of  our  countrymen 
is  that  there  is  nothing  wrong  about  it 
at  all.  They  cannot  see  it  to  be  wrong 
or  feel  it  to  be  wrong.  With  all  the 
eloquence  of  the  whole  bench  of  Bishops 
they  cannot  hold  it  to  be  wrong.  If 
that  is  so  my  Lords,  what  then  ?  Why 
is  it  not  the  case  that  you  are  to  follow 
the  other  obligation?  If  you  permit 
one  kind  of  marriage,  you  must  permit 
it  in  all  cases,  whatever  the  affinity  or 
oonsanguinity.  I  would  appeal  to  what 
was  said  by  the  noble  Marquess  oppo- 
site, only  two  or  three  days  ago,  when 
another  measure  was  put  forward,  that 
that  is  not  the  way  we  deal  with  Legis- 
lation in  this  country,  but  we  deal  with 


a  particular  subject  matter  when  it  is 
pressed  forward,  and  leave  the  conse- 
quences to  take  care  of  themselves.  I 
cannot  help  feeling  that  if  this  par- 
ticular marriage  is  one  about  which  a 
vast  number  of  people  are  concerned,  as 
undoubtedly  they  are,  they  will  see, 
from  the  very  fact  that  a  distinction 
is  drawn  between  this  marriage  and 
others,  there  is  sufficient  assurance  that 
you  need  not  fear  the  change.  In  the 
case  of  the  Bill  before  your  Lordships' 
House  the  change  does  not  necessarily 
involve  the  consequence  which  it  is 
feared  will  follow.  If  it  comes  to  be,  as 
I  believe  it  does  come  to  be,  if  you  cannot 
show  any  particular  sanction  for  it, 
then,  in  a  case  of  public  advantage  and 
benefit,  I  fail  to  see  why  your  Lord- 
ships should  not  accede  to  the  demand 
for  this  change.  I  believe  the  existing 
law  to  be  mischievous  and  immoral  in 
all  respects,  and  I  believe  this  measure 
would  in  no  way  change  the  relations 
of  life,  which  now  happily  exist.  But, 
my  Lords,  we  are  happily  not  without 
proof  that  the  fears  of  the  noble  Lord 
are  without  foundation.  We  are  not 
speaking  of  an  experiment  which  has 
never  been  tried.  We  have  had  expe- 
rience of  this  law  in  two  cases  of  people 
and  churches  nearly  akin  to  ours,  of 
the  same  religion,  and  possessing  the 
same  traditions,  and  what  do  we  see? 
Look  at  America,  look  at  our  Australian 
and  other  Colonies.  The  truth  is,  that 
these  difficulties,  these  dangers  that 
were  suggested,  have  proved  to  be 
imaginary.  We  have  not  here  merely 
that  confidence  in  the  future  which  is 
felt  by  either  the  advocates  or  the  oppo-> 
nents  of  the  measure.  Here,  happily, 
we  have  an  appeal  to  the  test  of  fact, 
and  we  can  see  that  the  evils  which 
some  anticipate  have  proved  to  be 
wholly  unfounded.  There  have  been 
many  men,  having  suffered  the  most 
painful  loss  that  can  happen  to  man, 
with  a  family  of  children  left  motherless, 
who  have  thought  that  the  best  security 
for  their  own  future  happiness  and  the 
best  guarantee  of  a  mother's  care  for 
their  motherless  children,  would  be  in 
such  an  union  as  this.  The  law  steps  in 
and  prohibits  it ;  compels  the  father,  if 
he  is  to  marry  again,  to  marry  some 
one  other  than  the  deceased  wife's 
sister,  whom  he  believes  to  be  the  best 
mother  for  the  motherless  children. 
My  Lords,  can  it  be  doubted  that  there 
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are  many  cases  where  the  wife's  sister 
would  be  the  best  mother  to  the  chil- 
dren ?    We  are  told  this  is  not  a  poor 
man's  case.    But  when  you  consider  the 
condition  of  a  man  left  with  a  family, 
often  with  most  limited  accommodation, 
it  is  almost  impossible  for  him  to  have 
his    wife's    sister    taking  care  of  the 
children  with  any  notions  or  sense  of 
decency  unless  that  woman  becomes  his 
wife.     And   what  is  the  consequence? 
The  sister  does  come  to  take  care  of  the 
children ;  they  do  not  marry,  but  they 
liye  unmarried  as  husband  and  wife, 
and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  that 
is     done     to     a     g^eat     extent      in 
this    country     amongst    the    working 
classes.  It  is  useless  to  tell  us  that  in  that 
case,  the  sister  may  come  and  take  care 
of  the  children  without  marrying  the 
husband.    In  such  a  case  as  that  decency 
would  render   it  almost,   if  not  quite 
impossible.      There   are  these  distinct 
advantages  in  making  this  change  in 
the  law.     Now  what  are  the  disadvan- 
tages that  it  is  supposed  would  out- 
weigh  them  ?    I  desire  to  treat  them 
with  the   utmost    respect,    although   1 
confess  I    have    a    little    difficulty    in 
appreciating  them.     It  is  said  that  if 
you  render  it  possible   for  a  man  to 
marry  his  wife's  sister,  the  relation  of 
brother  and  sister-in-law  must  cease  to 
be  what  is — that  there  must  grow  up 
between  them  a  barrier  such  as  does 
not  now  exist.     My  Lords,  there  again 
I  appeal  to  experience.     I  am  informed 
by  those  who  have  lived  in  countries 
where  this  marriage  is  legalized   that 
there  is  no  foundation  in  fkct  for  that 
apprehension,  and  that  the  relation  of 
brother  and  sister-in-law  is  there  just 
what  it  is  here,  and  that  there  they  can 
associate  together  as  here  without  re- 

S  roach,  without  fear,  and  without 
anger.  A  fear  has  been  expressed 
lest  the  fact  that  a  man  could  marry 
a  wife's  sister  might  induce  improper 
affection  between  them  during  the  wife's 
lifetime  and  be  a  cause  of  jealousy  and 
of  subsequent  complications.  Why  are 
we  to  suppose  such  a  thing?  Is  it 
really  true  that  the  mere  fact  that  a 
man  cannot,  in  the  event  of  his  wife's 
death  marry  her  sister,  is  to  be  the 
obstacle,  the  barrier  which  prevents  im- 
proper affection  or  desire  growing  up  in 
the  mind  of  either  man  or  woman  ?  I 
venture  to  say  that  it  is  inconceivable 
that  it  should  be  so.     I  have  read  in  an 
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American  papisr  whieh  was  dealag  wift 
this  subject  of  the  soppoaed  panud 
feelings  of  the  wife,  owing  to  the  stirtt 
of  mind  of  the  husband  towards  har 
sister,  the  writer  said— 

"  I  cannot  ondentand  oar  EngUsh  cmunii 
From  the  lort  of  Isngnsge  they  use,  it  wosU 
almost  aeem  as  if  th^  had  nuurxiad  tiie  wnsi 

sister  first." 

I  do  not  believe  in  this  theory ;  I  bdiofs 
it  is  purely  imaginary.       Now  I  ooms 
to   the    objections    to    the    Bill.    The 
suggestion    is   that    the    wife's    astar 
can    make    a    home    for     and     tdos 
care    of    the    children,     leaving    the 
husband   to    many  somebody   Mse  if 
he  wanted  to.      Now,    I    receiTed  a 
letter  a  day  or  two  ago  from  a  medical 
man  whose  sister-in-law   had  been  a 
patient  at  his  establishment,  and  he  said 
that  after  a  time  their  condition  became 
intolerable.     She  came  to  reside  with 
him.     There  was  no  intention  or  idea  of 
his  marrying  her,  but  notwithstanding 
that,  and  notwithstanding  the  existence 
of  the  present  law,  he  said  he  foond 
that  it  was  utterly  impossible  that  they 
could    continue   to    live    together,  on 
account  of  the  views  of  the  society  by 
which  they  were  surrounded,     l^ere- 
fore  it  is  not  true  that  under  present 
circumstances    the    wife's    sister     oaa 
always  be  in  the  brother-in-law's  hooss 
and  taking  care  of  her  sister's  children. 
But  if  the  law  were  to  change,   why 
should  the  sister-in-law  not  still  take 
care  of  the  children  and  live  in  the 
brother-in-law's  house?     Why   shonld 
there  be  any  scandal  ?    It  is  said  sooie^ 
would  not  permit  it.    More  shame,  say 
I,  for  society  that  it  should  think  any 
wrong.     If  the  two  can  marry  and  do 
not,  why  should  anybody  suppose  that 
there  is  a  desire  to  marry  or  any  desire 
existing  between  them  which  should 
make  it  wrong  that  they  should  live 
under  the  same  roof  ?    It  seems  to  me 
that  by  permitting  the  marriage  yon 
take  away  the  cause  of  offence  and  not 
add  to  it ;  you  prevent  the  danger  which 
must  exist  where  marriage  is  impossible 
and  where  nevertheless  the  desire  to 
marry  remains.     Therefore,  so  fa^  from 
rendering  it  more  difficult,  I  believe  it 
would  render  it  easier  for  the  deceased 
wife's  sister  to  take  charge  of  the  brother- 
in-law's  house  and  his  children  than  it 
is  under  the  existing  law.     My  Lords, 
I  have  dealt  with  the  arguments  whidi 
are    urged    against    the    Bill    on    the. 
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assumption  that  there  is  no  Dirine 
Law  which  prohibits  these  mamaflfes,  or 
that,  at  all  events,  those  who  do  not 
belieye  that  it  exists  are  as  much 
entitled  to  their  views,  and  to  act  upon 
their  views,  as  are  the  minority 
who  do  think  that  it  exists;  and 
I  observe  that  when  the  noble 
Earl  alluded  to  this  prohibition 
in  earlv  times,  so  early  that  you  could 
not  find  the  commencement  of  it,  I  did 
not  hear  him  make  any  answer  to  the 
challenge  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite — 
namely,  point  to  the  time  when  that 
prohibition  existed  in  the  Church  with- 
out, at  the  same  time,  the  existence, 
side  by  side  with  it,  of  other  prohibi- 
tions which  have  been  disregarded.  It 
is  not  enough  to  say  that  this  marriage 
was  prohibited  if  other  marriages  which 
to-day  are  lawful  were  prohibited  too. 
I  do  not  want  to  detain  your  Lordships 
longer.  I  believe  that  this  matter 
really  is  of  very  much  greater  import- 
ance than  many  of  your  Lordships 
think.  The  noble  Earl  treats  it  as  a 
light  matter — a  matter  concerning  only 
a  few  people  who  have  chosen  to  break 
the  law.  I  might  mention  a  somewhat 
significant  fact  with  reference  to  the  view 
taken  by  the  laity  of  this  matter.  This 
is  a  marriage  which  the  right  reverend 
Prelates  teU  us  is  incestuoun,  and  yet  1 
hear  that  not  so  long  very  ago  a  Bench 
of  Magistrates  elected  as  their  Chairman 
of  Quarter  Sessions  one  who  had  made  a 
sister-in-law  his  wife,  and  I  believe  that 
affords  a  very  good  indication  of  the 
view  generally  taken  by  the  Laity  of 
this  marriage  as  against  the  view  taken 
by  the  clergy  and  many  belonging  to 
the  Church.  I  feel  that  it  would  tend 
to  morality,  and  not  to  immoralty,  to 
make  this  alteration  in  the  law;  it 
would  tend  to  make  the  marriage  bond 
more  sacred,  not  less  sacred,  because 
nothing  can  more  endanger  the  mar- 
riage bond  than  that  any  people  should 
g^  through  the  ceremony  of  marriage 
and  believe  themselves  and  have  multi- 
titudes  of  people  believe  that  they  are 
lawfully  married  and  have  the  right  to 
live  together  as  man  and  wife — nothing, 
I  say,  can  be  more  likely  to  seriously 
affect  the  sanctity  of  the  marriage  bond 
than  that.  I  believe  that  by  passing 
this  law  you  will  bring  happiness  to 
many,  you  will  do  injury  to  none;  and 
I  believe,  still  more  than  that,  you  wiU 
show  that  you  are  in  harmony  with  the 


opinions  of  the  vast  majority  of  your 
country. 

The  Duke  of  ABO YLL  :  My  Lordsi 
I  came  down  not  only  wholly  unprepared 
to  take  any  part  in  this  debate,  out  with 
a  fixed  determination  that  I  would 
avoid  it  if  I  could  ;  but  I  am  sure  your 
Lordships  will  permit  me  for  a  few 
moments  to  refer  to  the  persistent  attacks 
which  have  been  made  upon  certain 
arguments  which  I  ventured  to  address 
to  your  Lordships  now  two  years  ago.  I 
have  not  broughtacopyofthatspeechwith 
me.  The  report  in  Hansard  is  exceedingly 
imperfect.  The  speech  was  afterwards 
published  by  the  Marriage  Law  Asso- 
ciation, and  if  I  had  known  that  I  should 
have  been  referred  to  in  that  manner, 
I  should  have  taken  care  to  have  armed 
myself  with  a  copy  of  that  speech,  but 
I  know  what  I  said  sufficiently  well  to- 
know  this,  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  has  unintentionally,  I 
have  no  doubt,  entirely  misrepresented 
all  the  views  that  I  advanced.  I  heard 
with  amazement  and  with  alarm,  the^ 
argument  of  my  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  has  just  sat  down,  that  unless  we 
are  to  accept  the  whole  of  the  Levitical 
Law  we  are  to  accept  none  of  the 
morality  of  the  Book  of  Leviticus. 

Lord  HERSOHELL  :  That  was  not 
what  I  said.  If  you  are  to  accept  cer- 
tain trJEfcditions  of  the  Levitical  Law  re- 
latine  to  marriage  and  degrees  of 
marriage,  I  said  that  you  were  not  en- 
titled to  reject  others  relating  to  the 
same  subject  matter. 

Thb  Duke  of  ABOYLL:  That  ia 
quite  a  different  argument.  That  I 
quite  admit  to  a  certain  extent.  But, 
my  Lords,  the  noble  Lord  and  his  friends 
have  gone  much  further.  They  have 
argued  generally  that  the  Jewish  Law 
with  respect  to  marriage  has  no  bearinflr 
on  ours.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  Lord  Herschell  knows  that 
in  the  language  of  theology  and  in  the 
language  of  history  the  Levitical  Law 
has  a  definite  meaning.  It  means  the 
law  of  sacrifices,  the  ceremonial  law  of 
the  Jewish  people.  No  one  has  ever 
pretended  that  we  are  bound  by  that,  or 
even  by  the  principles  which  it  involves. 
To  extend  the  phrase  *'  the  Levitical  Law  '^ 
to  all  the  rules  of  moral  conduct  which, 
happen  to  be  contained  in  the  Book  of 
Leviticus  is  a  great  violation  of  all  his- 
torical and  theological  argument.  The 
chapter  in  which  tbe  law  of  marriage  ia 
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in  hundreds  but  in  thousands  of  families, 
the  sisters-in-law,  the  wife's  sister,  is  the 
only  person  who  can  bring  up  the 
children,  and  it  would  be  impossible  for 
her  to  enter  the  brother's  house  if  it 
were  felt  that  she  was  not  only  placing 
herself  in  the  way  of  marriage,  but  of  a 
loweriDg  kind  of  marriage  because  it 
would  be  lowering  in  the  minds  of  many 
of  the  best  people  amongst  us.  It  is  so 
now,  and  will  never  cease  to  be  so.  Most 
people  have  felt  it  to  be  opposed  to  the 
Diyine  law  as  I  do  for  one,  and  most 
will  think  it  an  error  against  society. 
It  is  felt  amongst  large  classes  of 
society  that  it  is  a  serious  error  to  depart 
from  the  uniform  practice  of  Christianity 
and  of  this  England  ever  since  we  have 
had  a  Church  and  a  State.  There  would 
be  planted  in  the  midst  of  us  a  class  of 
people  of  whom  it  would  be  felt 
by  most  religious  and  most  feeling 
persoDs  that  in  the  most  important  and 
greatest  step  of  their  lives  Quod  factum 
jUrt  non  dehuit. 

On  Question  *'  That  the  word  '  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Motion."  The  House 
Divided,  Contents,  120 ;  not-contents, 
147. 

EEMOVAL    OF    WRECKS    ACT    (1877) 
AMENDMENT   BILL  (No  46). 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3'  to-morrow. 

COMMITTEE     OF     SELECTION    FOR 
STANDING     COMMITTEES. 

Eeport  from  :  That  the  Committee 
have  added  the  Lord  Leigh  to  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  for  Bills  relating  to  Law, 
Ac,  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Reformatory  Schools  Bill  [h.l.],  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  Eight  o*clock> 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  9th  May,   1889. 


Q  UHS  Tl  0  N 8. 

DUNLEWY  AGRICULTURAL  NATIONAL 

SCHOOL. 
Mb.    HENEY   J.  WILSON  (York- 
flhire,    W.R.,    Holmfirth)    asked     the 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 


Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whethsr 
he  was  aware  that  the  farm  of  the  Dan- 
lewy  Agpicultoral  School,  oountj  Done- 
gal, simers  much  injury  from  being 
unfenced;  whether  an  eatiinate  for 
building  a  wall  round  it  was  i^repared 
some  years  since :  and  whether  the 
cost  of  building  a  stone  wall  round  it 
was  considered  too  great ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  would  inquire  as  to  the 
cost  of  a  substantial  wire  fenoe  for  the 
protection  of  this  model  farm  f 

The    SOUCrrOR  GENEBAL  rat 
lEELAND   (Mr.   Madden,    UniTersEty 
of  Dublin) :    The    Commiseioners    m 
National  Education    state  that  it  has 
been  reported  that  the  school  farm  men- 
tioned stands  much  in  need   of    beinff 
enclosed.       No  .  detailed     or     fonoM 
statement  has  been  prepared  since  1875. 
The   question   of  making  a   grant  for 
the  purpose  was  then  imder  considera- 
tion.    At  that  time  a  departmental  in- 
quiry was  held,  and  the  general  ques- 
tion of  surrounding  all  farms  rented 
and    managed    by    the  Commissioneii 
was  under  consideration.     As  a  result 
of  that  inquiry,  no  grant  was  made  in 
the   case    in    question.     The  Oommis- 
sioners  are  of  opinion  that  the  looali^ 
should  provide  such  outlay  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  fencing  of  the  farm. 
The  Oommissioners,   while   continuing 
to  pay  all  the  rent,  haye  handed  over 
the  land  to  local  management.       The 
teacher  of  the    school,  who    was    ap- 
pointed by  the   manager,  receives  the 
farm  produce  and  the  result  fees  for 
the  instruction  of  the  pupils,  in  addition 
to  his  salary  and  free  residence. 

ROCHESTER  PETTY  SESSIONS. 
Mr.  LAWSON  cSt.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Uie 
Home  Department  whether  he  was 
aware  that,  at  the  Rochester  Oity  PettT 
Sessions,  on  Saturday,  the  ISik  Apm, 
when  A.  H.  Filley,  a  prominent  local 
CoDservative,  was  summoned  for  assault 
and  for  using  threats  towards  Bobert 
Oollins,  the  publisher  of  the  BoehmUr 
and  Chatham  Times,  a  Liberal  news- 
paper, no  fewer  than  eleven  magistrates 
were  present  on  the  Bench,  tuthoagh 
the  usual  attendance  of  justices  is  not 
more  than  three  or  four ;  whether  the 
decision  of  the  magistrates  in  the  case 
was  in  accordance  with  the  legal  adyioe 
tendered  them  by  their  clerk ;  and 
whether,  under  these  circumstanoesi  he 
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ifill  take  measures  to  extend  the  juris- 
dictioo  of  the  present  stipendary  magis- 
trate at  Ohathtm  to  the  adjoining  city 
of  Koohester  ? 

♦The  secretary  op  STATE  pob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mb. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.):  I  am 
informed  by  the  clerk  to  the  Justices 
that  the  occasion  referred  to  ten 
magistrates  were  present,  the  average 
attendance  for  the  past  twelve  months 
being  six.  The  magistrates'  clerk 
advised  the  bench  not  on  the  merits  of 
the  case,  but  only  on  questions  of  law 
raised  by  defendant's  solicitor,  as  to 
the  power  of  the  magistrates  to  exercise 
any  discretion  after  hearing  the  evi- 
dence. On  this  point  the  magistrates 
granted  a  special  case,  which  is  now 
pending  in  a  superior  court.  There 
IS  nothing  in  the  case  which  appears  to 
render  necessary  any  extension  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Chatham  Stipendiary, 
or  to  justify  any  action  on  my  part. 

THE  ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  whether 
his  attention  had  been  directed  to  the 
evidence  given  by  the  Controller  and 
Auditor  General  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee — 

**  The  War  Office  is  very  much  behind  the 
Admiralty  in  the  Information  which  they  give 
to  Parliament ;  they  publish  no  prog^mme 
showing  distinctly  what  they  are  going  to  do 
with  the  money  that  is  granted  to  them  :*' 

Whether  in  addition  to  this  defect  in 
supplying  information  to  Parliament 
in  connection  with  its  own  Estimates 
for  the  manufacturing  departments,  the 
War  Office  also  withholds  such  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  the  large 
Ordnance  Vote  now  taken  in  the  Navy 
Estimates,  and  the  Auditor  General  is 
in  consequence  unable  ''  to  tell  Parlia- 
ment that  the  large  Ordnance  Vote  of 
£1,385,000  was  to    furnish  so    many 

funs  or  rifles,"  and  that  the  money 
as  been  expended  in  so  supplying 
them ;  and  whether  he  will  undeitake 
that  in  future  Parliament  shall  be  able 
to  "  contrast  between  promise  and  per- 
formance in  the  Army  Estimates,"  as 
it  will  be  able  to  do  in  those  of  the 
Admiralty? 
♦The  8E0RBTART  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stakropb,  linoolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  If  my  hon.  tViend  will 
look  at  the  Army  Estimates  for  the  pre- 


sent year  he  will  see  that  they  now 
show,  muc^  more  ftdly  than  ever  before, 
the  services  for  which  the  House  is 
asked  to  Vote.  Until  we  have  experi- 
ence of  the  working  of  the  present 
change  I  am  not  prepared  to  insert 
further  details. 

Mb.  HANBURY:  What  I  wanted 
to  ask  was  this.  Just  as  the  Admiralty 
tell  us  now  what  ships  they  are  going 
to  build,  and  at  the  end  of  the  year  give 
us  an  opportunity  of  knowing  if  the 
programme  has  been  carried  out,  will 
the  Secretary  for  War  tell  us  what  guns 
he  is  going  to  manufacture,  and  g^ve  us 
an  opportunity  of  knowing  at  the  end  of 
the  year  whether  the  War  Office  pro- 
gramme has  been  carried  out  ? 

♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  War 
Office  does  now  show  the  details  of  what 
is  ordered,  and  therefore  the  Auditor 
General  can  form  an  opinion  as  to 
whether  we  have  performed  our  pro- 
mises. 

THE  NATIONAL  PORTRAIT  GALLERY. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy)  asked  the  First  Oommissioner 
of  Works,  whether  any  site  is  being 
considered  as  suitable  for  the  National 
Portrait  Gallery  ;  whether  it  is  really 
proposed  to  run  another  street  between 
the  Albert  Hall  and  the  Imperial  Insti* 
tute,  to  pull  down  the  Conservatory,  let 
out  the  land  for  private  houses,  and 
make  an  end  of  the  last  of  the  open 
garden  ground;  and,  whether  he  will 
try  to  arrange  with  the  Oommissioners 
of  the  Exhibition  of  1851  that  the  still 
unoccupied  spaces  at  South  Kensing^n 
should  be  reserved  for  public  purposes 
and  for  air  and  light  between  various 
public  institutions  built  or  to  be  built. 

The  first  OOMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pluwkkt,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  answer  to  the  first  question 
is  in  the  affirmative;  and  the  subject  of  the 
rest  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  inquiries 
does  not  come  within  my  authority. 

Sib  J.  CAMPBELL:  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  what  is  the  site 
being  considered  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKET:  No,  Sir,  I  cannot. 


WESTERN  AUSTRALIA. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  th« 
Colonies,  whether,  now  that  the  Bill  to 
give  Western  Australia  reepontible 
government  has  been  passed  and  is  on 
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COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT  1887—  postal  aooommodatum  ;^  and,  wli«tli6r  1m 

THE  BARROW  COLLIERIES.  "    aware   that  in  thia  portion  of  tin 

Mr.  PICKAED  (Yorkshire.  W.  R.,  "^^""^  ^J  ^°^**^  *«"   is  an  area  of 

NormantoD)a8ked  the  Secretary  of  State  *2^^*  J^^    tqnare    nulea    without  m 

for  the  Home  Department,  whether  he  T!?                 P°?, •^  ^^  ***®  JP??"^ 

has  received  a  copy  of  a  Reeolutioii  of  stomps  or  postal  ordora ;  and,  if  so, 

from  the  miners  of  Barrow  CoUieries.  ^^^?^^  *»•  ^^  re^ionaider  hia  decism 

Bamsley,    Yorkshire,    in    which   they  1°*^"  ^  '^^^''^?!^  ^  KMnt  ths 

strongly  protest  against  the  action  of  1™^^*«^J"  ^®\  *2^  distaot  referred  to 

the    Coroner,  Mr.  Thomas  Taylor,  in  *!?. J^**^  facibties  asked   for  in  thsir 

refusing  to  aUow  Mr.  Dyson,  who  was  PSi^"-  pnOTiyrAOTim      ot^ottoat 

appointed  by  a  full    meeting    of  the  ,^™  ^  POSTMASTER     GENiaBAI 

miners  employed  at  the  Barrow  Collier-  \fY'    ^K^™».     Umvermfy     of    Gam- 

iesto  represent  them  at  the  Coroner's  ^"^g®^:  ^  am  not  aware  whether  fke 

inquest  held  on   the  body  of   J.  W.  "5®*  ^^  ^^^  .^^^  ^  S^^^'^r.^!^^ 

Hoyland.  who  was  kiUed  atthe  Barrow  ^^    ^^^     T*^"*    *    ^^^     2P»   » 

ColHeries  on  the  25th  of  April,  to  act  on  f*^*®^^  '*f*^  ^l  *^®.  ^^°i^*^®™Sf • 

behalf  of  the  workmen,  as  laid  down  in  ^^*  ^  ^JJ^^  ^^  ^^^."^  ^^"^^  ^ 

the  8th  subsection  of  Section  48   of  where  Stamps  and  Postal  Orders  can  be 

"  The    Coal    Mines    ReguUtion    Act,  PM?«^a«^  only   about  one-third  of  a 

1887;"  and,  whether  the  Coroner  was  S'*^       ?           ^         ^^  the    Orundia 

acting  in  accordance  with  the  duties  ^*^'    V^^    a    new  post    office   was 

prescribed  by  Sub-section  8  of  Section  *f^^^     '^''•.„*™      V®?i.     ^^^      *! 

48  of  "  The  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  f^^^  %  piUar  box  for  the  poatang  of 

1887;"  and.  if  not,  what  steps  he  pro-  !^^.":    .^"l^?!?*^^^^**  *K^?^ 

poses  to  take  in  the  matter.  "  *^»»;ly  »«»^abited,  and  there  la  but  Iittlo 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  received  ?^**~  busmess   done  in  it;  and  after 

a  copy  of  the  Resolution  referred  to  ^^^^^^     cAteful     consideration     then 

The  coroner    informs   me  he  did  not  aPP«?'»  *?  ^^  ^^.  snfficient  reason  for 

refuse  to  allow  Mr.  Dyson  to  represent  ^^^^^«  ^^^  decision  previonaly  arrived 

the  miners  at  the  inquest.     He  merely  **' 
told  him  that  he  would  not  be  allowed 

to  ask  any  question  that  he  liked,  upon  ^^^^^  REVENUE  OFFICERS  AND  THE 
which  Mr.  Dyson  left  the  Court.  The  COUNTY  COUNCILS. 
Act  distinctly  prescribes  that  the  power  Mb.  THOMAS  ELUS  (Merioneth- 
given  to  the  miners'  representative  to  shire)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
attend  and  examine  any  witness  is  to  be  Exchequer,  whether  Inland  Bevenne 
subject  to  the  order  of  the  coroner.  The  officers  can,  consistently  with  their  duty 
coroner  says  that  he  is  not  aware  that  to  the  Government,  be  members  of 
he   acted  in  this  case  in  any   manner  county  or  town  councils ;  and,  whether 


different  from  that  which  he  has 
occasionally  felt  it  his  duty  to  do  with 
counsel  and  other  professional  gentle- 
men who  appear  before  him.  In  these 
circumstances  it  does  not  appear  that 
the  coroner  acted  otherwise  than  in 
accordance  with  the  Act. 

IRELAND— POSTAL    ACCOMMODATION 

IN  DUBLIN. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co..  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  recently  the  principal  inhabi- 
tants of  the  district  of  the  Crumlin 
Road,  in  the  county  Dublin,  petitioned 
for  the  establishment  of  a  post  office  on 
the  Crumlin  Road ;  whether  the  applica- 
tion was  refused  on  the  grounds  that  the 
inhabitants     had      already     sufficient 


they  can  act  as  collectors  or  receivers  (rf 
tithe  rent  chai^. 

«Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Inland  Revenue 
officers  are  not  allowed  to  become  oandi- 
dates  for  county  councils — vide  Treasaiy 
Minute  of  December,  1888.  No  objae- 
tion  is  made  to  an  Inland  Revenue 
officer  being  appointed  a  townconnciUor, 
but  he  would  not  be  permitted  to  act  as 
a  collector  or  receiver  of  tithe  rent- 
charges. 

THE  ESTATE  DUTY. 

Mb.  ALLISON  (Oumberiaad,  Bak- 
dale)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  whether  he  has  made  any 
estimate  as  to  the  proportion  in  whioa 
personal  and  real  estate  will  contribote 
the  sum  of  £800,000  to  be  raised  by  the 
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Estate    Duty    in  the  present   financial  Mb.  J.  KELLY :  May  I  ask  why  i^ 

year ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state  it  Is.  is  paid  by  the  Department  only  9d* 

to  the  House.  is  paid  to  the  $mplayS$  ?     Will  the  hon. 

*Mr.    (K)S0HEN:    The  estimate    of  Gentleman  make  an  inquiry  into  the 

£800,000  does  not  take  into  considers-  facts  of  the  case  ? 

timi    the  produce  of  settled  property,  Mb.  JACKSON :  I  do  not  conceive 
either  real  or  personal.     It  is  entirely  that  an  inquiry  would  be  advantageous, 
based  on  the  probable  amount  of  the  My  hon.  Friund  knows  quite  well  what 
new  duty  on  personalty  passing  by  will,  the  usual   arrangement    is.     I   do   not 
Bealty  will  contribute  nothing  in  the  think  we  can  go  behind  the  person    we 
first  year,  because  the  new  duty  in  the  employ  in  order  to  ascertain   what   ar- 
oaseof  realty  follows  the  Succession  Duty  rangements   he   makes  with  those    he 
in  respect  of  the  date  of  payment,  and  employs, 
no  portion  of  the  Succession  Duty  is  pay- 
able till  12  months  after  the  successor  XHE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE 
comes  into  possesion.    In  a  full  year  the  3            FERDIN.\ND  db  ROTHS- 

T/i^irfr^""!         T^^T^^^^  CHILD  (Buckinghamshire,  Aylesbury) 

at£ll6.0()0,asQomparedwith£l,0()0.000  ^^^  ^y^^  Postmaster  General  whethe/ 

derived  from  personalty  passing  by  will.  ^^  j^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ,^^  ^^^  ^1^^^^    ^^ 

the  taxable  amount  of  such  personalty  ^    ^^^^^^  Telegraph  Office  have  beea 

m  the  country  being  far  larger  than  that  .^d  from   the  first   to  the  senior 

of  realty.     It  may  be  asked  why  if  no  Sass,  without  any  prolonged  wait,  who 

revenue  IS  to  be  derived  from  realty  in  ;^^  ^^j     to^perfonS  the  superior 

the  present  financial  year,  I  put  the  tax  ^^^^^    ^^    ^^^  ^^        whether^  this 

upon  realty  at  all      My  answer  is  that,  ^^         j^^^  .^  ^^  ^iJ^j      ^^  ^^^  ^^^j^^ 

as  It  IS  necessary  to  caU  upon  property  ^             ^         ^^^^^^  ^|^   ^^^^  ^ 

to  make  a  special  contribution  to  the  ^        ^^^j       ^^  ^^^  maximum    of    thi 

exigencies    of    national    defence,     al  g         ^         %^^  ^^^  ^^,     ^^^^  ^ 

property  mast   bear  its  share  in   that . '_  ^i ^l.  -i-_i„ :-...i_ 


property  alone  to  the  exclusion  *      _  '         _  j    _  « 

.   .|^     *^    ■^     ■'  for  years,    and    are    now    performing 

superior  duties,  and  whose  prospects  of 

THE  SCIENCE  AND  ART  DEPARTMENT,  promotion    are    apparently     nil;    and. 

Mb.   JOHN    KELLY  (Camberwell,  1^**11*'  ''*"°8  "P'*^  ',?  **»«  ??**  *^** 

N.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasur^  **»«   "Fawcett    Scheme'    provides    for 

whether  the  authorities  of  the  Science  P*y°»«°.''  '»'  "«*  ~L*'y  according  to 

and  Art  Departmentare  now  employing  "tequabty  he  will  take  such  steps  as 

clerks    engaged    by    a    firm    of    law  wiU  secure  the  early  promotion  of  those 

stationers  f  whether  this  firm  is  paid  Is.  f'^^f  «"  *«  ?"»*  "If"",  ''^«»  "®  P«'- 

an  hour  for  the  services  of  each    such  ^^IS^ff^I  ^     i     c    *     *  *u 
clerk,     while    the    clerks    themselves     •Mb.MKES:  To  the   first  of  the 

receive    but    9d.;    and,    whether    the  hon  Momber  s  questions,  the  answer  w 

system    under  which  these  clerks  are  »«» the  negative.     The  alleged  cause  not 

mulcted  in  one-third  for  the  actual  sum  ^^^J^'  I  do  not  well    see  how  the 

paid  for  the  work  is  to  be  continued  ?  f?""!*  ""Sgested  <«?  have  followed.    To 

Th«  SECRETAEY  to  the  TBEA-  t^*  "econd  quesnon,  therefore,  tte 
8UBY  (Mb.  Jaomoh,  Leeds,  N.) :  "'•^  i»  also  in  the  negative.  The 
Four  copyists  engaged  by  a  firm  of  jomplemente  of  the  several  classee 
law  stationers  ar«  filing  employed  at  ^J'T^.  been  fixed  after  careful  con- 
South  Kensington  to  melt  a  temporary  «<le~t»<>|».  I  ««?  "ot  prepared  to  re- 
press of  work,  for  which  the  Civfi  «>n»m«»d  any  increase  of  them  at 
Service  Oommisaioners  were  unable  to  P'e'ent. 

supply  copyists.   Their  employment  will     irelaNo_ui£TER  ROYAL  SCHOOL 
be  diaoontmned  as  soon  as  possible.  The  ™..,^^.„„„v™  „„„„»,™ 

payment  made  per  hour  is    le.,  bat  I  ENDOWMENT  SCHEME. 

naye  no  oognizanoe  of  any  arrangements       Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belf  ast,SO  asked  the 

between  the  clerks  and  the  law    sta-  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

tioners.  of  Lreland,  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 

YOL.  OOGXXXY.    [thixo  skribs.]  8  L 
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contents  in  imperial  gallons  ascertained 
b;  the  Local  Inspectors. 

PORTDGAL  AND  THE  ZAMBESI. 
Mb.  BtJOHANAN  (Edinburgh,  N.) 
I  heg  to  sak  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  fur  Foreign  affaire,  whether  it  ie 
a  &ot  that  Senor  Barroe  Oomes  stated, 
in  the  Chamber  of  I'eputtes  at  Lishou, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Purtu- 

Eiese  Qovernment,  as  a  consequence  of 
eutenant  Cardosa's  expedition,  to 
huild  aresidence  for  a  tortugueae  official 
near  the  southern  end  of  Lake  Nyaesa  ; 
vhether  Lieutenant  Seal  is  now  there, 
as  representing  the  Portuguese  Govern 
ment,  and  whether  Lieutenant  Cardosa 
and  another  officer  are  shortly  to  be 
Bent  back  to  Nyassaland ;  and  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  will  decline 
to  recognize  any  assertion  of  Portugese 
sorereignty  in  this  region,  and  prevent 
its  anuesetion  by  Portugal  ? 

Db.  CAMERON  also  asked,  whether 
the  Portuguese  Minister  fur  Foreign 
Affairs  was  correctly  reported  by  Beu* 
ter's  Agency  to  have  stated  in  the 
Chamber  of  Deputies  on  Saturday  that 
"  Portugal  maintained  her  right  to  con- 
trol the  navigation  of  the  Zambesi,  and 
also  the  right  to  extend  her  influence 
over  the  territories  which  lay  inland 
from  her  coast  poasessions,"  and  "  that 
these  rights  had  been  acknowledged  by 
the  Berlin  Conference,  and  in  particular 
by  two  Powers  ;  "  whether  Her 
Uajesty'a  Government  admit  the  rights 
referred  to  to  have  been  acknowledged 
by  the  Berlin  Conference  as  stated ;  and 
whether  they  acknowledge  the  existence 
of  either  right  on  the  part  of  the  Por- 
tuguese Government  ? 
•Sir  J.  FEEGUSSON;  I  will 
reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  fur  Glasgow  along  with 
this.  Both  the  Beporta  quoted  appear 
to  be  substantially  correct.  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  have  not  dis- 
puted the  right  of  Portugal  to  "control" 
the  navigation  of  waters  within  her 
territories,  but  claim  for  their  vessels 
the  right  to  navigate  the  Zambesi  so 
far  as  it  is  navigable ;  nor  have  they 
dented  the  right  of  Portugal  to  extend 
inland  the  area  of  her  settlement  and 
Government,  but  claim  that  British  set- 
tlements shall  not  be  disturbed  by  any 
act  of  the  Portuguese  in  regions  over 
which  they  have  not  hitherto  exercised 
sovereignty  or  protectorate. 
Sir  M.  Hwkt  lltach 


THE  8UB8IDY  TO  THB  INTBBIU. 
TIONAL  CABI.E8  COMPAHT. 
Dr.  CAMERON  asked  th«  Seontuj 
to  the  Treasury,  if  he  would  ateta  tu 
capitalized  present  value  of  the  aabadj 
of  £8,100  a  year  for  20  years,  oioiknM 
to  be  paid  to  the  Intemstioiiu  QiUw 
Company  in  respect  of  the  SubmaziM 
Telegraph  Contraot  (Halifax  and  Bur- 
muda),  a  Motion  tor  the  apptonl  of 
which  stands  in  his  name  on  the  Paper; 
and,  whether  he  intauds  to  proceed  wifli 
that  Motion  to-night  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  hon.  Member 
has  not  stated  the  rate  of  intereat  at 
which  be  thinks  the  capitalized  value  of 
the  annuity  referred  to  should  be  colon- 
lated  and,  therefore,  I  am  unable  to 
give  him  the  information  aahed  for,  but 
a  reference  to  Willioh's  Popular  Tables 
will  enable  him  to  satisfy  hinaaelf  on  the 
point.  I  intend  to  proceed  with  the 
Motion  standing  in  my  name  to-nighL 

MALTA— MILITABY  AND  CIVTLIANB. 
Mr.  TOMLIN80N  (Preston)  :  I  bag 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  note  on 
the  recent  drowning  of  a  soldier  at 
Malta,  in  the  AimiraUy  ttnd  Heru 
Guards  OautU  oIAvtii  13th,  1889,  and 
particularly  to  the  following  passage^ 
"  It  is  BatisfactoFf  to  know  that  the  aoppoMd 
murderers  me  ia  ciutoil; ;  bnt  thii  oase  is  only 
another  instance  of  the  conduct  of  some  n 
these  Slsltese  geotry,  and  we  fancy  a  little  u- 
plicatioQ  of  Lynch  Law  administerwl  b^  us 
comnidefl  of  some  of  these  victiini  of  extortion 
would  tend  to  mend  matters." 
And,  whether  any  facta  have  come  to 
his  knowledge  tending  tu  show  that  the 
appearance  of  this  note  has  tended  to 
aggravate  any  ill-feeling  which  may 
exiet  between  the  military  and  oiviliana 
in  Malta  ? 

*Mb.  STANHOPE:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  article,  and  I  uttadj 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  ia  tepro- 
bating  most  severely  such  an  attempt 
to  instigate  the  soldiers  in  Malta  to 
justify  a  previous  outrage  by  the  com- 
mission of  a  later.  Suoh  language  in  a 
professional  paper  can  scarcely  fail  to 
increase  the  ill-feeling  which  unfortu- 
nately exists,  but  I  do  not  think  that  it 
actually  caused  the  riots  which  took 
place  on  April  Ibth,  as  the  article  was 
only  republished  in  Malta  on  the  18th. 


Ur.  UAO  NEILL  :  I  beg  to  a>k  the 

Ohi«f  Becrataiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  whether  he  will  permit  an 
inapection  of  the  batterintr  ram,  at 
pTwent  in  the  police  barra^  at  Fal- 
oarrash,  for  the  purpose  of  construoting; 
a  worKing;  model  of  that  instrument  ? 
Hk.  a.  J.  BALFOtJB :  I  see  no  ob- 

t'eot  in  adapting  the  sugreetian  of  the 
ion.  Q-entlemaD.  I  beliere  he  has 
•Ireadj  been  allowed  to  see  the  ram. 

Mr.  UAO  NEILL :  I  wish  English- 
men to  see  it ;  but  I  would  ask  the  right 
bon.  Oentleman  whether,  as  there  is  so 
much  mystet;  about  the  matter,  be  in- 
(ende  to  take  out  a  patent  for  the  ram  f 

BOYAL  COMMISSION  ON  MININQ 

R0YALTIE8. 
Ua.  WILLIAM  SINOLAIB  (Fal- 
kirk, fto.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  the  words 
"  other  minerals,"  used  in  the  proposed 
terms  of  reference  to  the  Boyal  Oom- 
mission  on  Mining  Boyalties,  will  oorer 
an  inquiry  into  the  Boyalties  payable 
on  olay  used  for  making  brick  or  other 
manufacturiog  purposes;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  amend  the  terms  of  reference  so 
as  to  include  all  mineral  substances,  the 
raising  or  obtsiniog  of  which  is  made 
subject  to  a  "  Royalty  "  charge  ? 
•Tea  FIE8T  LOBD  or  na  TREA- 
8ITBY  (Ut.  W.  H.  Hhith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  not  aware  that 
olay  can  be  classed  as  a  mineral,  and, 
OS  1  am  of  opinion  that  the  Boyal  Oom- 
mission  on  Mining  Boyalties  will  hare 
a  sufficiently  oaeroiis  task  without  ex- 
teading  further  the  scope  of  their  in- 
quiry, I  cannot  consent  to  include  clay 
ior  brick  making  in  the  reference  to  the 
Oommisaion. 

CIVIL  EBTABLISHklENTS. 
Ma.  JOHN  KELLY :  I  beg  to  aak  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
is  in  a  poaitian  to  state  approximately 
when  the  recommendations  of  the  Boy^ 
OimmiaBioa  on  Giril  Establishments,  in 
ao  far  as  tbey  have  been  accepted  by 
Her  Majes^'s  GoTemment,  will  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  for  consideration  j 
and,  whether  he  will  consider  the 
-desirability  of  giving  effect  to  those 
reoommendationB  from  20th  December 
last,  the  date  of  the  Treasury  Minute 
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by  which  the  system  of  duty  pay  waa 
practically  abolished  ? 

*Mk.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  yet  in 
a  position  to  ssy  when,  having  regard 
to  the  present  state  of  business,  the 
Government  will  be  able  to  submit  for 
lideration  of  the  House  recom- 
mendationB  founded  on  the  Reports  of 
the  Oivil  Establishments  Commission, 
but  no  time  sbsll  be  lost. 

Mb.  J.  KELLY:  Will  the  recom- 
mendations be  brought  forward  before 
Whitsnntide,  or  at  least  before  the  end 
of  the  Session  ? 

*Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  erery 
hope  that  that  will  be  done  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session  and  so  as  to  give 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Boyal  Oommiseion. 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 
Sib  GEORGE  OAMFBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, ftc.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the  Oo- 
vemment  propose  to  refer  any  and 
which  cf  the  Bills  now  before  the  House 
to  Standing  Oommittees,  and  are  willing 
fairly  to  consider  proposals  of  private 
Members  in  charge  of  Bills  to  refer 
those  Bills  to  such  Committees  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Bills  are 
not  referred  to  Committees  till  after 
their  Second  Beading,  and  I  am  unable 
to  state  what  Bills  will  or  will  not  be 
referred  to  the  Standing  Committees. 

Sib  Q.  CAMPBELL:  May  I  ask 
whether  it  is  intended  that  the  Bills  of 
private  Members  should  be  referred  to 
such  Committees? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  do  not  think 
there  is  a  strong  feeline  that  private 
Members'  Bills  should  be  referred  to 
Standing  Committees. 

OBDEK  OF  BDSINESa 
Mb.  peter  M-DONALD  (Sligo. 
North) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  whether,  before  fixing  a 
day  for  the  discussion  of  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Intosioating  Liquors 
(Ireland]  Bill,  he  will  state  whether  he 
will  afford  facility  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland]  Acts 
Amendment  Bill,  the  Counties  and 
Boroughs  (Ireland]  Bill,  the  Piers  and 
Harbours  (Ireland)  Bill,  the  Municipal 
Franchise  (Ireland]  Bill,  the  Poor  I«w 
Guardians  (Ireland]  Bill,  and  the  Na- 
tional  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Bill, 
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if  they  should  not  be  reached  on  the 
days  aJready  named  for  Seoond  Read- 
ing. 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  unable  to 

Sive  the  hon.  Member  the  pledge  he 
esires. 

00UNT8-0XJT. 

Mb.  G.  a.  cavendish  BENTINOK 
(Whitehaven) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  is 
aware  that  only  two  Members  of  the 
GK>Temment  were  in  their  places  at 
9  p.m.  on  Tuesday,  when  39  Members 
were  found  to  be  present,  and  the  House 
was  counted  ;  and  whether  he  will  pro- 
duce any  evidence  or  refer  to  any  proceed- 
ings of  the  House  to  justify  a  contention 
that  the  Government  are  under  no  res- 
ponsibility to  assist  in  making  a  House 
on  Tuesday  evenings  when  the  mornings 
have  been  appropriated  by  the  Govern- 
ment ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  must  refer  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to  the  answer  I  gave  to 
him  on  the  7th  inst.,  in  reply  to  a  some- 
what similar  question.  The  facts  stated 
as  to  the  count  out  on  Tuesday  are,  I 
believe,  correct,  but  I  can  only  say  that 
if  hon.  Members  having  Motions  or  Bills 
on  the  paper  find  that  their  proposals 
attract  so  little  attention  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  make  or  keep  a  House,  it 
cannot  be  expected  that  the  Govern- 
ment, taking  into  consideration  the 
vastly  increased  attendance  to  which 
hon.  Members  have  already  to  submit 
in  order  that  public  business  may  be 
proceeded  with,  will  exercise  pressure 
on  hon.  Membeis  to  attend  on  ooca- 
sions  when  business  is  not  of  great 
importance.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
challenges  me  to  produce  evidence 
in  support  of  our  decision.  I,  on  my 
part,  would  ask  him  whether  he  can 
refer  to  any  period  when  the  calls  on 
the  time  of  Members  of  this  House 
were  so  heavy  as  they  are  at  present. 
If  he  is  unable  to  do  this,  I  hcud  that 
the  position  we  have  taken  up  on  this 
question  is  a  sound  one. 

Mb.  G.A.  cavendish  BENTINOK: 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be  good 
enough  to  answer  the  latter  part  oi  the 
question.  Of  course,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  cheered  the 
answer  just  given,  because  he  always 
does  his  best  to  extinguish  the  rights  of 
private  Members. 

Mr.  Peter  W  Donald 


*Mb.  W.  H.  smith :  Myiight  hon. 
Friend  must  accept  my  aaserticm  of  tfaa 
universal  practice  of  the  Honae  and  of 
parties  on  both  ddea,  anleaa  he  is  pn- 
pared  to  adduce  evidence  of  a  oontnij 
character. 

Mb.  B.  OOOKE  (Newington,  W.): 
May  I  ask  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  thit 
there  were  hon.  Members  within  tha 
precincts  amply  soffioient  to  make  i 
House? 


•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  was  sot 
aware  of  the  fact,  but  I  think  it  is  oondn» 
sive  evidence  that  suoh  hon.  ICemben 
did  not  desire  to  take  part  in  the  di*" 
cussion. 

POOR  LAW  UNIONS— DA£rGEBOn& 

BBUGS. 

Mb.  nOEEBSGILL  (Bethnal  Gbeen, 
S.  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Gt>verhment  Board  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  ImI 
that  last  year  upwards    of  43  Ibe.  of 
chloroform-morplua  was  administered  to 
the  inmates  of  the  Exeter  WorkhoQse» 
and  that  it  has  been  the  praotioe  to  leaft 
a   certain  quantity  of  this    oompoand 
(undiluted)  in  other  charge  than  mat  of 
the  medical  officer ;  whether  he  proposes 
to  take  any  action  in    this  partioukr 
instance ;  and,  in  any  case,  whether  he 
will  direct  the  Inspectors  of  his  Depart* 
ment  to  inquire,  as  occasion  may  server 
into  the  conditions  under  which  dan* 
gerous  drugs  are  administered  in  Poor 
Law  institutions  ? 

*Mb.  KITOHIE:  I  have  oommoni- 
cated  with  the  Guardians  of  the  Kzeter 
Union,  and  am  informed  by  them  that  it 
is  the  fact  that  42  lb.  of  chloroform- 
morphia  were  consumed  at  the  work- 
house during  the  past  year.  It  appesar* 
that  the  medical  officer,  who  has  usually 
from  130  to  140  cases  on  his  books, 
keeps  the  medicine  in  its  original  form 
in  a  locked  cupboard,  but  that  he  leaves 
out  a  small  quantity  in  a  phial  bottle 
for  use  by  the  nurses  in  cases  of  emer> 
gency.  He  does  not  consider  that  this 
practice  is  attended  with  danger.  The 
Board  are  advised,  however,  that  it  is 
desirable  that  the  tincture  should  only 
be  given  under  such  medical  supervision 
as  is  possible,  and  they  have  informed 
the  Guardians  accordingly.  It  is  the 
practice  of  the  Board's  Inspectors  to  call 
attention  to  any  neglect  of  proper  pre- 
cautions in  the  use  of  dangerous  drug* 
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THE  SnOAB  CONVENTION. 

Sis  LTON  PLAYFAIB  (Leeds, 
South) :  I  beg  to  uk  the  Under  Beore- 
tMxy  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  whsthei 
ia  stating  that  the  Colonies  approved 
of  the  Sugar  Convention  at  the  meeting 
of  the  Conference  on  6th  April,  1 88S,  he 
alluded  to  the  Draft  Convention  pre- 
•ented  by  himself  on  19  Deoember, 
1887,  or  the  final  ConventioQ,  as  altered 
hj  the  negotiations,  and  signed  SOtb 
Aoguet,  18811:  Whether  the  Draft 
Convention  contained  the  severe  penal 
Clause  7,  or  the  prohibition  to  Colonies 
to  pUoe  differential  duties  on  beet  sugar: 
And  whether  the  Colonies  have  ex- 
pressed their  apjtroval  of  the  Convention 
in  its  final  form  ;  and  if  so  whether  he 
will  furnish  the  House  with  the  terms 
in  which  this  approval  has  been  given  ! 

BAHON  H.  D%  WORMS  :  In  answer 
to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman's  question, 
I  have  to  say  that  it  is  evident  that  I 
could  nut  have  submitted  to  the  Colonies 
in  December,  1887,  the  final  convention, 
w  hie  Ik  only  came  into  existence  in 
August,  1888.  At  the  close  of  the  first 
seeeioa  of  the  Conference  in  December, 
1887,  the  Draft  Convention  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  Colonies  together  with  the 
Uinuteeof  all  the  meetings  to  that  date. 
The  Minutes  of  December  16  contain 
the  proposal  of  the  Spanish  delegates 
relative  to  the  penal  clause  afterwards, 
with  some  modifications  adopted,  and 
as  I  stated  on  April  6,  India  and  all 
the  Colonies  with  the  exoeption  of 
Tasmania  and  New  South  Wales,  which 
had  sot  then  replied,  accepted  the 
Convention.     After  the  Convention  was 

Zied  on  August  30,  it,  together  with 
the  other  Papers  aod  Minntee,  was 
sent  to  the  Colonies,  and  no  objention 
has  since  been  raised  by  any  of  them. 

SiE  LYON  PLAYPAIE :  Do  I  rightly 
understand  that  no  formal  approval  on 
the  part  of  any  of  the  Colonies  has  yet 
been  received  ? 

BABON  H.  DK  WOBUS :  I  oan  add 
nothing  to  the  answer  I  have  given, 
which  IB  perfectly  clear. 

EQYFTIAN  PBIYILEGKD  LOAN. 

Sia  GEOfiGE  CAMPBELL :   I  beg 

to    ask  tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State 

for  Foreign   Afiaizs,   whether   in    the 

•rent  of  ito  being  determined  to  pay 


off  the  Egyptian  Privile^  Loan, 
the  Powers  who  are  parties  to  the 
present  arrangement  will  be  coosnlt- 
ed,  with  a  view  to  obtaining  their 
oonsent  to  placing  another  Privileged 
Loan  at  a  cheaper  rate,  so  that  the 
greater  part  of  the  benefit  may  not  go 
to  the  unified  bondholders,  promoted  to 
the  first  place  by  the  removal  of  the 
Privileged  Loan,  and  the  placing  the 
new  loan  behind  them  ? 
*SiK  J.  FEEGU980N :  The  Egyptian 
Government  cauuot  raise  a  loan  tor  the 

Eurpoae  of  paying  off  the  Privileged 
■ebt  without  the  consent  of  the  Powers, 
but  they  have  not  yet  communicated  to 
the  Powers  their  proposals  with  regard 
to  the  suggested  loan,  and  its  positioD 
with  respect  to  other  Egyptian  stock. 

KING  JA  JA, 
Ms.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  (Ferm- 
anagh, N.);  I  bag  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
whether  he  will  give  the  names  of  the 
doctors  who  reported  that  King 
Ja  Ja  was  not  ill  in  St.  Vincent ; 
and  whether  in  view  of  the  King's 
statement,  in  a  letter  published  in  a 
London  paper,  that  he  has  never  been 
well  in  St.  Vincent,  the  Government 
wilt  allow  him  to  visit  England,  if  not, 
to  return  to  Opobo? 
•Sir  J.  FERGUS80N :  No  medical 
report  has  been  received  relating  to 
King  Ja  Ja,  the  officials  a^arenUy 
seeing  no  cause  for  aniiety.  King  Ja 
Ja  cannot  be  permitted  under  present 
oircumntanoes  to  leave  St.  Vincent. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  Iwisbtoknoir 
whether,  in  view  of  the  King's  state- 
ment that  he  has  suffered  very  seriouslv 
in  health,  the  right  hon.  QenUeman  will 
order    a    medical    inspectioD    to    take 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.):  WiU 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consideT  the 
propriety  of  sending  Dr.  Kenny  to 
make  the  examination  ? 
•Sir  J.  FEBGU8S0N:  Ja  Ja  was 
oommended  to  the  care  of  the  Governor^ 
and  the  last  reports  received  of  him 
were  that  though  he  had  complained  of 
illness  t&ere  did  not  appear  to  be  any- 
thing the  matter  with  him.  Under 
these  oircumstances,  I  do  not  see  that 
there  is  any  cause  for  enquiry. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND:  I  would  aak 
whether  the  Governor  is  a  doctor,  and, 
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if  not,  Thethw  he  can  state  what  doctor ' 
haa  enquired  into  the  oomplaint  made 
by  Ja  Ja? 
*8iB  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  do  not 
know,  but  there  will  be  no  difBonlty  in 
making  the  enquiry. 

ALLEGED  OUTRAQES  IN  ARUENLA.. 
Ma.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  I 
beg  to  aek  the  Under  Ueoretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  attention  of  the  Gtovernment  has 
been  called  tu  the  reports  in  the 
papers  of  outrages  in  Armenia;  and 
whether  the  QoTornmeat  will  take  an; 
steps  towards  putting  a  stop  to  tbese 
horrible  occurreaoes,  in  view  of  the  tact 
that  England  is  empowered,  under  the 
Anglo-Turkish  CoDvention  of  1878,  to 
interfere  in  behalf  of  good  goremment 
n  Armenia  ? 

*Sra  J.  FERGUSPON:  I  replied  to  a 
similar  question  on  Tuesday.  I  can 
only  repeat  that  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador at  OoDstantioople  will  not  fail 
to  represent  at  the  Forte  any  occurrences 
of  the  kind  which  he  may  know  to  have 
taken  place  whenever  by  doing  so  he 
can  hupe  to  benefit  the  sufferers. 

CHINESE  BMIGBATION  TO  AUSTRALIA. 

Mb.  WILUAM  REDMOND  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  the  Qovemment 
are  taking  steps  to  oonolude  a  Treaty 
with  Ohina  on  the  subject  of  Ohineso 
emigration  to  Australia,  in  accordance 
with  the  expressed  views  of  the  Aus- 
tralian people  on  the  question? 
*SiB  J.  FBKGU8S0N ;  Her  Majesty's 
QoTerument  are  in  communication,  on 
the  subject  of  Chinese  emigration  to 
Australia,  with  the  QoTemmenta  nf 
Australia  and  New  Zealand,  and  tbey 
hope  shortly  to  be  in  a  position  to  ronetr 
the  negotiations  with  the  Chinese  Oo- 
Temment  which  were  oommenoed  last 
year. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  Hare  the  com- 
munications which  were  going  on  last 
year  on  the  subject  been  broken  off; 
and,  if  so,  what  was  the  reason  " 

•Sib  J.  FEEQU8S0N :  No,  Sir,  they 
were  not  broken  off  at  all,  but  they  had 
arrired  at  a  stage  when  it  was  neoesaary 
to  refer  to  the  Colonial  Goremmenta, 
and  the  answers  are  only  now  beginning 
to  come  in. 

Jfr.  W.  Rtdmoni 


IBELAND— CONDITION  OF  DOKSaAL, 
Mb.  MAONEILL:  I  beg  to  aik 
the  Chief  Beorstary  to  the  Lord  lisn- 
tenant  of  Ireland  irhethflr,  m  18S0, 
the  Gorenunest,  baring  regard  to 
the  exoeptianal  distreaa  prsraifing  ia 
the  district  of  Gweedoro,  were  obugad 
to  institute  relief  works  snoh  as  tmi' 
making;  whether  in  the  aame  loeaB^, 
in  18h4,  there  was  a  partial  famine,  aal 
70  per  cent  of  the  Olphert  tenantcj  re- 
ceiving poorrelief;  wnether,  on  aooonat 
of  the  threat  of  Mr.  Wybrant  Ol^iflit 
to  eriot  20  families  leoeiviiig  iUi 
relief  for  non-payment  of  rent,  tfas 
arrears  of  rent  and  money  for  As 
defraying  of  the  oosta  of  lef^  proeeed- 
ings  were  obtained  by  the  ohjaritabis 
subscriptions  of  the  pablia ;  whettisr 
W.  L.  Hicks,  Esq.,  Looal  Oowemmeat 
Board  Inspector,  nas  bean  recently  in- 
vestigating the  cases  of  distreaa,  wi& 
their  acoompanying  oironmatanoaa ;  whe- 
ther the  Report  and  recommendatioaa  of 
Mr.  Hioks  will  he  laid  upon  the  Table; 
and  does  he  still  adhere  to  hia  determi- 
nation to  take  no  special  steps  to  relieve 
the  distress  in  Oweedore  and  Al- 
oarraghf 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Loans appMr 
to  have  been  obtained  under  the  Belief 
of  Distress  Aut,  1880,  for  the  purpose, 
among  others,  of  roads  within  the 
Union  of  Dunfanaghy,  in  which  tha 
Gweedore  district  is  situate.  It  alK> 
appears  that  in  1 H84  evictions  took  plan 
on  estates,  one  of  which  was  that  of  Mr. 
Olphert,  in  the  Gweedore  district;  that 
some  uf  the  tenants  were  reinatated  aa 
caretakers ;  and  that,  aa  regards  thoes 
who  had  not  bean  so  reinstated,  a  pro- 
posal was  made  on  their  behalf  to  have 
the  rents  and  costs  due  to  Mr.  Olphert 
paid  or  secured.  I  am  not  aware  of  the 
proportion  of  the  tenantry  then  reoeir- 
ing  poor  relief,  or  whether  the  fhnds 
then  proposed  to  be  used  in  the  settle- 
ment had  been  obtained  by  pnblio  sub- 
scription. The  Local  Government  In- 
spector haa  recently  made  inquiry  into 
the  circumstances  of  the  people  in  those 
pacts  of  Donegal  where  destitution  has 
been  alleged  to  now  exist.  He  reporte, 
as  regards  Oweedore,  that  though  there 
is  poverty,  as  there  always  has  been  in 
the  district,  yet  no  exceptional  deatittt- 
tion  appears  to  prevail,  and  he  draws 
attention  to  the  fact  that  Dunfanaghy 
Union    Workhouse   was   then   almost 
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mpty.  It  would  bo  oontrary  to  pi^o*- 
dent  to  1*5  hia  Report  npon  the  Tablo. 
There  does  not  appeu,  ao  far  as  I  oan 
learn,  to  be  an^  atate  of  matters  reqoi* 
ring  Bpecial  action  at  the  present  time. 

THE    LAND    COMMISSION    UOUET— 
OLPHEBT  ESTATE  OASES. 

Vn.  MAONEILL:  I  beg  to  ash' 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  not  one  of  the  125  Notices  bv 
tenants  on  the  Olphert  Estate  in  Fal- 
oarragh  and  Qweedore,  to  fix  a  fair  rent 
of  their  holdings,  has  come  on  for  hear- 
ing, although  all  these  Notioee  were 
served  previous  to  the  ]8t  November, 
1887;  and,  whether  he  will  be  pre- 
pared  to  take  any  and  what  Bteps  to 
expedite  the  bearing  of  oases  in  miich 
the  interests  of  the  tenants  are  so  vitally 
concerned  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BAL?OUR:  From  the 
Report  received  from  the  Land  Oom- 
miBsioners  tt  appears  that  the  applica- 
tions to  fix  judicial  rents  from  the 
Olphert  Estate,  received  by  them  before 
the  Ist  November,  1887,  and  at  the 
present  outstanding,  number  not  125, 
as  alleged  in  the  question,  but  8S.  All 
oases  received  from  this  estate  up  to  the 
Slstof  December,  1887,  are  on  the  list 
for  hearing,  which  will  be  issued  in  a 
few  days.  It  may  be  recollected  that 
the  landlord  has  offered  25  per  cent 
reduction,  on  non-judicial  rents,  and  that 
any  tenant  against  whom  proceedings  in 
ejectment  are  brought,  who  has  made 
application  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  can 
apply  to  the  Court  in  which  such  pro- 
ceedings are  pending  to  obtain  a  stay  of 
execution  upon  such  terms  as  the  Oourt 
may  direct. 

Ha.  U  AC  NEILL :  Kay  I  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that 
some  of  the  tenants  who  have  lodged 
these  notioee  have  actually  been  evicted 
and  that  others  are  to  be  evicted  next 
Monday  ? 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB:  I  am  not 
aware  of  that. 

TENANl'S'  HDT8  AS  BABRACKS. 
Ub.  hag  NEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  tieoretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  several  mud  hovels,  from 
which  tenants  on  the  Ulphert  Elstate,  in 
Falcarragh.  had  been  evicted,  were 
occupied    by  Hembera  of  Boyal  Iriah 


Cn»n*q*. 


1603 


Constabulary,  by  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Soutb  Donegal  was  informed  on 
the  '^Otb  of  April  that  the  hovels  were 
temporary  barracks :  How  many  of 
the  evicted  tenants'  huts  were  so 
occnpied  as  temporary  barracks ;  and 
what  were  the  terms  the  of  letting  by  Mr. 
Olphert  of  these  cottages  to  the  police, 
ana  who  were  the  parties  to  the  con- 
tract? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  Oon- 
stabnlary  Authorities  report  that  no 
mud  hovels  on  the  Olphert  Estate,  near 
Falcarragh,  were,  as  is  alleged  in 
the  question,  occupied  by  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  as  temporary 
barracks.  Four  good,  substantial, 
evicted  houses  were  taken  as  temporary 
barracks  at  a  rent  of  Is.  per  week. 
One  of  these  houses  was  subsequently 
given  up.  The  parties  to  the  con- 
tract were  Mr.  Olphert  and  the  District 
Inspector  of  the  locality  as  representa- 
tive of  the  constabulary. 

LEVEL    CROSSINGS. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  oo.),  on 
behalf  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Power  (Waterford, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  one  of  the  principal  approaches  to 
the  town  of  Atherstone  (Warwickshire] 
is  by  a  level  crossing  over  the  main 
line  of  the  London  and  North  Westers 
Railway;  and  whether  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  the  power  to  compel  the 
railway  company  to  provide  a  safer 
approach  ;  if  not,  whether,  considering 
the  accidents  that  have  ocoured  at  this 
crossing,  the  danger  and  inconvenience 
to  the  public  of  the  present  arrange- 
ment, and  the  number  of  fast  trains 
passing  Atherstone,  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  represent  to  the  company  the 
advisabilitity  of  providing  a  safer  ap- 
proach ? 
•Sib  M.  HI0K8  BEAOH:  There  is 
such  a  croesiug  aa  the  hon.  Member 
refers  to ;  but,  so  far  as  I  know,  no 
accidents  have  occurred  there.  Ajp 
accident  did  occur  a  short  time  ago  at 
an  occupation  toad  crossing  near ;  but 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  no  power  to 
compel  the  company  to  deal  with  the 
matter.  * 

Hb.  CLANCY  :  I  was  requested  bj 
my  hon.  Friend  to  state  that  be  doea 
tttrt  attribute  any  blame  to  the  officials 
of  the  railway  company. 
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Mb.  W.  p.  SmOLAUt  (Falkirk, 
ftc.)  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleinan 
aware  that  several  fatal  accidents  have 
occurred  at  a  level  crossing  a  few  miles 
north  of  this. 

*SiB  M.  HI0K8  BEACH  :  That  is 
certainly  not  the  crossing  here.  I  am 
not  aware  of  the  facts  the  hon.  Member 
refers  to. 

COUNTY     REGISTERS. 

Mb.  lewis  (Anglesey):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
a  great  difficulty  in  felt  by  the  clerks  of 
the  County  Councils,  in  view  of  the 
great  pressure  to  which  they  will  be 
subjected  in  future  by  **  The  County 
EleotioDS  Act,  1888,"  in  having  to  get 
the  whole  of  the  County  Registers  (in- 
cluding those  of  Parliamentary  voters) 
prepared,  printed,  corrected,  indexed^ 
and  bound  between  the  1 2th  and  20th 
October  ;  and,  whether  he  cannot  see 
his  way,  by  legislation  or  otherwise, 
to  extend  the  time  allowed  for  the 
preparation  and  printing  of  such  regis- 
ters. 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE  :  I  have  already,  in 
reply  to  other  questions,  stated  the 
difficulty  which  will  attend  an  altera- 
tion^ of  the  dates  of  the  stages  of  regis- 
tration, and  the  necessity  in  connection 
with  the  County  Council  elections, 
which  are  to  be  held  on  the  same  day  as 
the  municipal  elections — viz.,  the  Ist  of 
November — that  the  registers  should  be 
completed  not  later  than  the  20th  of 
October.  1  have  also  stated  that  I  will 
endeavour,  so  far  as  possible,  to  arrange 
that  the  revision  shall  be  promptly 
proceeded  with  by  the  Revising  Barris- 
ters, so  as  to  secure  the  completion  of 
the  revision  at  an  earlier  date  than  that 
permitted  by  the  Act,  and  then  to  allow  a 
longer  interval  for  the  printing,  &c.,  of 
the  registers.    As  the  hon.   Member  is 

Srobably  aware,  a  Bill  has  been  intro- 
uced  on  this  subject,  and  the  measure 
will  receive  the  careful  consideration  of 
the  Government. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &o.) :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury give  us  any  idea  as  to  the  time  he 
expects  to  be  able  to  proceed  with  the 
Scotch  Local  Government  Bills,  and 
whether  the  same  course  will  be  followed 


as  on  thmr  intiodiietioa,  that  Is  to  nj 
will  they  be  discfosaod  mmnHaneonsly, 
and  whether  saoh  a  mooednre  will  be  in 
aooordance  with  the  Knlea  of  the  HooiS» 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  wonUl  be  sa 
well  that  this  question  should  be  pnt 
down.  I  may  say,  howerer.  that  we 
must  take  the  Naval  Defence  Bill  and 
the  Budffet  Bill  before  prooeeding  with 
the  Locu  Government  (Scotland)  Billa 
I  should  wish  to  take  them  fgom  day  te 
day  as  soon  aa  we  Mt  the  important 
Bills  I  have  mentioned  oat  of  the  way. 

MOTIONS. 

FIEB  AND  HABB0T7B  PR0VI8IOKAI.  OBDXBS 

(No.  S)  BtLL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hicka  Beach,  Bfll 
to  confirm  certain  ProvisioDal  Orders  made  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  under  <*The  Qeneral  Pisr 
and  Harbour  Act,  1861,"  relatiiiff  to  Audi- 
mithie,  BaUntore;  Iittlestone»  Bioetyn.  sad 
Sliarpneas,  ordered  to  be  brong^  in  by  Sir 
IVIicnael  Hicks  Beach  and  Mr.  Jackaon. 

Bill  (kreaented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  212.] 

LAND  DBAINAGX  FItOVISIOVAI.  OBDSa  KKL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart  Wortlev,  Bill  t» 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  under  ''!nie  Land 
Drainage  Act,  1861,*'  relating  to  Ghmle  Fields 
Improvements,  situate  in  the  Township  of 
Goole,  in  the  Parish  of  Snaith,  of  the  County 
of  York,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mx. 
Stuart  Wortley  and  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  213.} 

COURT  OF  SBSSION  AND  BILL  GHAMBBE 
(SCOTLAND)   0LEBK8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  to 
regulate  the  number  and  duties  of  the  Clerks 
of  the  Court  of  Session  and  Bill  Chamber  in 
Scotland;  and  for  other  purposes,  ordcnred  to 
be  brought  in  by  the  Lord  Advocate  and  Mi, 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  214.} 


WALTHAM  ABBEY  GUNPOWDER  BILL 

(No.  273.) 

Eeported  from  the  S^eot  Oommittee 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence ;  Keport  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed* 
[No.  135.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  for  to-morrow. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  [COSTS]. 

Committee   to  consider  of  authorisinff  the 

Seiyment,  out  of  moneys  w  he  provided  by  Par* 
ament,  of  the  coats  incarred,  and  of  Uie  re- 
muneration of  the  officer  emploved,  in  any 
local  inquiry  which  may  be  held  nnder  the 
provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
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for  amendiiig  the  Iav  ralatiiig  to  WdfUi  and    oelred  ft  note  whioh,  as  it  SNins  to  me 
MoMOTM  (Q'iMi>'»  EeooBiM«d.tiMi  Mgiiiaadj    to  „aame  the  form  of  a  thr«ftt,  I  think 
I  had  better  read  to  the  House : — 


to-moTTOv,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 


THE  TRUCK  ACT-PBBSONAL  BXPLA.. 
NATION. 
•8iE  H.  TTLEB  (Great  Yarmouth) : 
Last  week,  in  the  couroe  of  aome  remarkt 
on  the  Home  Office  upon  a  Uotion  to 
reduce  the  salary  of  the  Home  Secretaiy, 
the  junior  Uember  for  Northampton 
(Ur.  Bradlaugh),  as  reported  in  the 
TVnu*,  made  use  of  these  words  : — 

"  The  Chairman  of  the  Rhjmney  Iran  Works, 
Walea,  had  boasted  that  it  paid  the  company 
better  to  pay  the  finea  that  were  inflicted  and 
the  eipeoiaB  than  to  comply  with  the  law." 
There  is  not  the  slightest  foundation  for 
that  statement ;  it  is  entirely  and  abso- 
lutely untrue.  On  the  Wednesday  after 
that  statement  was  made  I  met  the  hon. 
Member  and  ashed  him  what  authority 
he  had  for  it,  and  I  told  him  that  it  was 
not  true,  on  which  he  said  that  he  had  a 
jnetification  for  it  in  a  statement  sent  to 
aim  by  a  Ur.  Dixon,  of  Bhymney,  and 
signed  ^  Mr.  Dixon  and  other  gentle- 
men. I  went  down  ta  Wales  at  the 
end  of  last  week  and  saw  Mr.  Dixon, 
and  he  said  that  he  had  made  no  such 
statement ;  and  that  the  only  statement 
he  had  made,  signed  by  himself 
and  othsr  gentlemen,  was  one  whioh 
had  been  sent  to  the  Home  Office 
and  also  a  copy  of  it  to  the  bon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  and  that 
it  contained  no  such  allegatiaD.  I  asked 
Mr.  Dixon  whether  he  could  allow  me 
to  see  the  statement  so  forwarded,  but 
he  was  notable  to  find  his  copy  of  it; 
and  I  also  asked  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  to  allow  me  to  see  it,  but 
he  declined  to  do  so.  I  obtained,  hoir- 
ever,  elsewhere  a  copy  of  the  paper  sent 
to  the  Home  Office  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber— the  only  document  of  the  sort  sent 
by  Mr.  Dixon — and  I  find  tbat  it  does 
not  contain  anything  likethe  statement  in 
qaestion.  But  I  hare,  further,  positive 
proof  that  I  never  madeeuoh  an  unworthy 
boast.  Every  word  which  I  have  said 
at  the  meetings  of  the  company  has 
been  taken  down  by  a  competent  short- 
hand writer,  and  no  such  boast  is  to  be 
found  among  them.  I  think,  in  such 
circumstances,  I  may  fairly  call  uponthe 
hon.  Member  either  to  justify  or  with- 
draw his  statement.  When  I  informed 
the  hon.  Uemberthat  I  would  brine  the 
matter  before  the  Honee  to-day  I  re- 


"Mr.  Bradlaugh  MBSCditaluBcomplimenla to 
Sir  H.  W.  Tyler,  and  begi  to  inform  him  th^ 
on  any  eiplanation  being  made  or  itatement 
offered  in  the  Houaa  on  rhunday,  the  Home 
Secretary  will  be  atked  to  commanicnta  to  the 
HoD«e  any  reporta  mjule  officially  to  the  Home 
Office  OD  alleged  breaches  of  the  Truck  Act  at 
Rbymney  during  the  put  12  months." 

The  company  will  be  quite  prepared  to 
meet,  at  the  proper  time  and  place, 
these  further  queations  ;  but  they  aonot 
affect  the  question  whether  I  made  thd 
unworthy  boast  which  I  am  alleged  to 
'lave  made  and  which  I  entirely  deny. 
*Mr.  BBU>LA.nGH  (Northampton) : 
'.  can  only  say  the  statement  I  made 
was  made  on  the  authority  of  Mr. 
EKzon,  of  Bhymney,  and  I  hare  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Dixon,  dated  Hay 
3rd,  in  reference  to  that.  If  the 
allegation  that  the  hon.  Member  made 
the  statement  at  a  meeting  of  share- 
holders ia  denied  by  him,  it  would  be 
my  duty  to  accept  that  denial  and  nut 

EBrsist  in  the  allpgation  ;  but  when  the 
on.  Member  adds  that  the  statement 
made  by  Mr.  Dtxon  does  not  contain 
that  allegation,  it  becomes  my  duty  to 
read  the  following  letter  from  Mr, 
Dixon,  dated  May  3rd  : — 

Sir  Henry  Tyler  called  upon  me  last  otod* 
ing  respecting  astatement  nkade  in  yoar  speech 
in  the  House  of  Commons  that  the  Churman 
of  the  Kbymney  Iron  Company  had  boasted,  at 
k  ihareholders'  meeting,  that  he  woald  rather 
pay  Qnea  than  give  up  the  Truck  ibop,  and 
Uiat  you  stated  to  him  when  hs  met  you  that 
the  statement  sent  you,  tigned  by  Mr.  Dixon 
and  two  other  genUemen  in  Rhymney,  was 
your  authority.  As  I  have  mislaid  my  copy, 
ind  canDot  trust  to  memoir  as  to  the  contents, 
[  ihall  be  glad  if  you  would  kindly  favour  me 
with  a  ropy  of  it  in  order  that  I  may  know  its 
iixact  woraing.'' 

1  wrote  at  once  to  Mr.  Dixon  and  to  tiie 
hon.  Member  opposite  stating  ^at  X 
would  search  fur  Mr.  Dixon's  letter,  but 
nhat,  as  it  contained  other  allegations 
ua  to  breaches  of  the  Truck  Act  by 
the  Rhymney  Company,  I  could  not 
furnish  him  then  with  a  copy.  The 
letter  I  received  a  year  and  a  half  ago, 
and  I  have  not  yet  found  it.  I  am  per- 
fectly sure  that  I  have  it,  as  all  my  papers 
relating  to  the  Truck  Acts  are  tied 
up  in  one  bundle.  But  I  made  the 
statement  on  written  authority  whioh 
was  not  the  authority  that  was  rendered 
to  the  Home  Office      Unless  Mr.  Dixon. 
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fumiBhed  a  copy  of  his  letter,  I  do  not    oommenoement  of  the  provions  dobita^ 


see  how  the  hon.  Member  could  have 
obtained  it.  As  to  the  letter  from 
myself,  I  did  not  know  how  far  the 
hon.  Member's  personal  explanation 
was  intended  to  extend.  The  charge 
against  him  was  also  that  he  was  now 
breaking  the  Truck  Act,  and  I  wanted, 
if  the  hon.  Member  had  denied  it, 
to  proye  that  by  the  Reports  of  the 
Factory  Inspectors.  As  far  as  the  denial 
of  words  personally  used  is  concerned,  I 
am  glad  to  accept — and  I  do  accept — 
the  disclaimer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  I  justify  myself  to  the  House  on 
the  authority  I  have  given  and  of 
Inspectors'  Reports. 

CRIMINAL     LAW     AND    PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  (PROCEEDINGS 
AGAINST  MEMBERS). 
Return  ordered — 

''CoDtuning  (1)  Names  of  all  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  proceeded  against  under 
*  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act.  1887/  down  to  the  7th  day  of  May,  1889  ; 
(2)  The  Section  or  Sections  of  the  Act  under 


the  House  was  not  able  to  gafiier  ths 
full  effect  of  the  resolatioiia.    It  was 
only  towards  the  olose   of   tiie  debati 
that  we  were  able  to  undenrtaiiid  ffasir 
effect.    With   respect    to   the    present 
resolution,  I  cannot  say  that  our  objee- 
tion  to  it  is  weakened,  and   it  will  be 
the  duty  of  myself  and  those  who  aot 
with  me  to  give  effect  to  the  opinioB 
which  we  entertain.    The  Seeolation  is 
objectionable,  inasmuch  as  it  introduces 
fresh  distinctions  between    realty  and 
personalty    to     the    disadvantage    of 
personalty.     I  know  that    this    is    a 
matter  which  it  is  not  very  easy  to  deal 
with.    But  I  think  it    will  be  for  tine 
convenience  of  the    Hoase«    and    wiD. 
avoid  all  misapprehension,  if   we  wait 
until  we  have  the  Bill  in  our   hands 
before    discussing    the     question    and 
debating  the  matter  either   upon  the 
Second  Keading  or    in  the   Committee 
on  the  Bill.    I  observe  that  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  put  down 
an  amendment  to  the  Resolution. 


which  proceedines  were  taken  ;  (3)  The  Date  ^  ^J  ^^^^  '  J^®  ?5^*  jL^^'i!!**; 
of  the  Hearing  of  the  Case  before  the  Magis-  )  her  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Cshlaostone} 
trates;  (4)  The  Result  of  the  Trial;  The  Date    suggests  that  the  discussion  of  the  new 


•of  the  Hearing  of  the  Appeal  in  those  Cases 
where  the  Defendant  appealed ;  (6)  The  Result 
of  the  Appeal. 

Name  of  the  Member  of  Parliament. 

.Section  of  the  Act  under   which  proceedings 

were  taken. 

Date  of  Trial. 

Result  of  Trial. 

Date  of  Appeal. 

Result  of  Appeal. 

—{Mr,   Alfred  Feoie.) 

BANKRUPTCY  (RECEIPTS  AND 
EXPENDITURE.) 

Betum  ordered — 

**  Showing  the  Total  Receipts  and  Expendi- 
ture on  account  of  Bankruptcy  Proceedings 
during  the  years  GDdedthe  31st  day  of  March 
from  1870  to  1888."— (JTr.  Chamberlain.) 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Hesolutions  [2Qd  May]  reported. 

Resolution  1  (see  page  995.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  House 
'will  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the 
said  Kesolution." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  (Mid  Lothian): 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
kind  enough  to  give  time  for  the  con- 


distinction  between  Death  i^anee  upon 
realty  and  those  upon  personalty  ahoald 
not  be  taken  now,  but  there  was  an  objeo- 
tion  which  I  ureed  on  a  previous  oeoaaion 
which,  I  think,  has  not  yet  reoeivad 
adequate  consideration.  My  objeotioii 
is  that  the  additional  duty  will  mem 
unequally  and  unfairly  on  people  of 
small  property,  who  by  their  labour  and 
thrift  have  managed  to  save  up  more 
than  £10,000,  which  is  divided  at  their 
death  among  a  family  of  ohildren.  Let 
me  take  the  case  of  a  shopkeeper  in 
a  small  way  of  business  in  a  provinoial 
town,  who,  having  one  ohild,  has 
managed  to  save  up  £9,500.  When 
he  dies  the  whole  of  his  estate  goea  to 
his  one  child,  paying  only  the  ordinary 
Probate  Duty  of  8  per  cent,  the  extra 
Probate  Duty  of  1  per  cent  not  being 
charged.  Take  also  the  case  of  a  pro- 
fessional man — say  a  clergyman — who 
by  his  living  and  by  literary  work  has 
managed  to  save  up  £12,000,  which  has 
to  be  divided  among  six  children.  Eaoh 
child,  instead  of  receiving  £2,000,  will 
have  the  Probate  Duty  of  3  per  oent 
deducted  and  the  new  duty  of  I  per 
cent  in  addition,  while  the  fortunate 
inheritor  of  the  £9,500  will  reoeive  that 


iuderation  of  the  Report,  because  at  the  |  sum  without  the  additional  tax  being 
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deducted  at  all.  It  may  be  said  that 
the  1  per  cent  upon  £2,000  is  not  a  very 
large  sum,  but  when  poor  people,  out 
of  a  small  property,  have  to  pay 
£80  instead  of  £60,  they  will  feel 
inclined  to  make  great  complaints. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  might  have 
avoided  the  difficulty  if  he  had  pressed 
a  little  further  his  principles  of  gradu- 
ated taxation.  If  he  had  aiUowed 
divided  estates  of  £10,000  to  go  without 
additional  taxation ,  and  had  imposed  a 
tax  of  1  per  cent  upon  estates  to  that 
amount  which  were  inherited  by  one 
person,  with  an  extra  1  per  cent  upon 
estates  of  £50,000,  and  a  proportionate 
increase  upon  estates  of  £100,000  and 
upwards,  I  think  the  difficulty  might 
have  been  met.  I  trust  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  yet  be  able  to 
avoid  the  injustice  which  his  scheme 
now  proposes  to  inflict,  and  which  I 
can  assure  him  is  causing  great  irrita- 
tion and  grief  to  a  large  and  respectable 
class  of  the  community. 
♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  ouite  appreciate 
the  objection  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  to  discuss  these  questions 
now,  and  I  agree  that  the  best  time  for 
discussing  them  will  be  on  the  Second 
Beading  or  in  Committee  on  the  Bill. 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
I  assure  the  House  that  graduation  is 
not  in  the  mind  of  the  Government. 
The  exemption  is  based  on  the  same 
ground  as  exemptions  in  the  case  of 
small  incomes.  The  hon.  Member's 
suggestions  might  carry  us  much  fur- 
ther than  the  hon.  Member  himself 
would  desire,  h'or  example,  a  man 
miffht  die  worth  £50,000  leaving  ten 
chudren.  £5,000  apiece  would  be  but 
a  comparatively  small  provision ;  but  it 
does  not  follow  that  all  the  children 
would  be  in  necessitous  circumstances. 
These  difficulties  were  only  such  as  must 
occur  wherever  we  have  exemptions. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) :  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  put  the 
case  of  a  man  dying  and  leaving  an 
estate  of  £50,000  divided  among  ten 
children,  or  £5,000  each,  and  he  says 
it  would  be  unreasonable  that  those 
sums  should  not  contribute  to  the  Estate 
Duty.  There  is  one  question  I  should 
like  to  ask  him«  namely,  whether  if 
£60,000  were  left  in  realty  and  divided 
among  ten  children  so  that  each  child 
should  have  £5,000,  the  ohfldren  would 


pay  the  new  duty  in  the  same  mannel^ 
as  in  the  case  of  personalty  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  experience  will  suggest 
to  him  that  the  case  he  has  sup* 
posed  is  a  very  rare  and  almost  theo- 
retic one.  It  is  very  rarely  that  such 
a  real  estate  is  divided  up  into  five 
parts,  or  even  into  more  than  three- 
parts. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Let  me  take 
the  case  of  a  man  leaving  five  or  six 
farms  each  worth  about  £5,000  to- 
different  persons.  Would  the  duty 
then  be  paid  in  the  same  manner  as  in 
the  case  of  personalty  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No,  I  admit  that 
there  is  a  di  fference  between  the  t  wo  cases, 
and  that  difference  I  have  previously 
endeavoured  to  explain  As  the  law 
stands  in  the  case  of  succession  to  realty 
it  is  impossible  to  get  at  the  total  value 
of  the  the  eorpm,  and  to  treat  it  in  the 
same  way  as  the  corpus  of  personalty » 
I  admit  that  there  is  a  certain  amount 
of  inequality  in  the  matter,  as  well  as 
in  the  case  of  settled  personalty  aa 
compared  with  personalty  that  is  not 
settled.  The  difficulty  of  getting  at  the 
total  value  of  the  corpus  of  realty  is 
enormous. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  am  afraid 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
heard  the  last  of  his  proposal  to  establish 
a  system  of  graduated  taxation.  Although 
he  disclaims  having  the  idea  of  further 
graduation  of  taxation,  he  has  put  it  in 
people's  minds  to  think  that  if  a  man 
with  an  estate  of  £10,000  should  pay 
one  per  cent,  men  with  much  larger 
estates  should  pay  more.  With  regard 
to  the  distinction  between  personalty 
and  realty,  I  confess  that  they  are  not 
things  that  I  very  well  understand,  but 
I  think  that  something  should  be  done 
to  rectify  the  glaring  inequality  of  re- 
quirins;  personalty  of  £10,000  to  pay 
more  than  realty  of  the  same  amount. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  may  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  settled  per- 
sonalty stands  on  the  same  footing  as 
realty ;  and  the  Amendment  is  to  the 
effect  that  in  the  case  of  settled  per- 
sonalty the  interest  of  each  successor 
only  and  not  the  corpus  is  taxed. 

Sir  H.  DAVEY  rStockton) :  I  do  not 
propose  to  discuss  the  Resolution  at  any 
length,  at  this  moment,  but  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  in  my  opinion  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  exaggerated 
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the  difficulty  which  would  arise  in  ascer- 
taiuinfj:  the  corpus  of  a  real  estate.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  proposes  to  put  a 
duty  of  one  per  cent  on  the  carpus  of 
real  estate  that  passes ;  and  for  that 
purpose  he  must  ascertain  the  value  of 
the  carpus. 

♦Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  No.  T  only  take  the 
value  of  the  succession.  In  the  case  of 
realty  we  tax  the  whole  value  of  that 
which  a  man  receives.  In  the  case  of 
personalty  we  take  the  value  of  the 
estate,  but  in  the  case  oi  realty  we  can- 
not get  at  that,  and  must  look  to  the 
value  of  each  succession. 

Sir  H.  DAVEY  :  I  think  I  correctly 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
«ven  without  that  explanation.  What  I 
want  to  point  out  is,  that  if  an  estate  is  left 
to  one  devisee,  the  whole  value  must  be 
ascertained  for  the  purpose  of  ic[iposing 
the  duty  of  one  per  cent  upon  it.  Sup- 
pose a  man  leaves  three  estates  and 
devises  them  to  three  devisees,  the  value 
of  the  three  estates  must  be  ascertained 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  at  the  amount 
upon  wnich  the  one  per  cent  must  be 
charged.  Then  what  is  the  difficulty  of 
ascertaining  the  value  of  the  aggregate 
estate  ?  Although  I  quite  understand 
what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
means,  I  cannot  myself  see  the  difficulty 
of  adding  together  tho  total  value  of  the 
items  which  constitute  a  man's  real 
estate,  where  he  leaves  more  than  one, 
or  where  he  divides  his  real  estate  into 
AAV  fir  al  Darts 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar) :  I  trust  that  in  the  Bill  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  he  will 
show  what  the  actual  burden  is  in  the 
case  of  personalty,  and  what  it  is  in  the 
case  of  realty.  He  has  already  speci- 
fied the  amounts  that  will  be  paid  in 
each  case,  but  it  would  be  of  advantage 
if  we  were  furnished  with  a  few  details. 
I  would,  therefore,  appeal  to  him  to 
circulate  some  Paper  which  may  supply 
us  with  information  in  this  respect. 

*Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington) :  The 
Act  of  1853  recognized  the  principle  of 
assessing    the  Succession  Duty  on  the 

orpus  of  the  estate  in  the  case  of  Cor- 
porations, and  so  affords  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  a  precedent  for  assess- 
ing realty  in  the  same  way  as  personalty. 
I  wish  also  to  point  out  that  the  new 
duty,  as  I  apprehend,  will  be  payable 
upon  personiuty  wherever  it  is  locally 
situated,   even  abroad,   and  is  treated 

Sir  H.  Da/vay 


oonstmctively,  as  within  the  ocmntiy, 
for  the  purpose  of  the  Death  Datiei; 
whereas  in  the  case  of  land  that  is 
never  the  case. 

«Mr.    GOSCHEN:    I  wiU  see  what 
can  be  done  in  the  matter,   but  I  am 
not  very  hopeful  about  it.   the  subject 
being  an  extremely  complicated  one. 
Besolution  agreed  to. 

Eesolution  2  (see  page  996). 

Question  proposed,   ''That  the  Home 
agree  with  the  Besolution.** 

♦Sib  GEORGE  TREVELTAN  (Olaa* 
gow,  Bridgeton) :  May  I  aek  the  Ohaa- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  question 
arisingoutof  Clause  A  r  Now,  I  followed 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  state- 
ment of  the  other  day  very  oarefullfy 
but  I  was  unable  to  understand  how  die 
''principal  value"  referred  to  in  the 
Resolution  is  obtained.  I  have  consulted 
an  eminent  lawyer  on  the  point,  but  have 
received  no  light;  and  if  the  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  explain,  his  words 
will  probably  have  an  importaint  bearing 
on  the  discussion,  which  has  been  going 
on  for  the  last  quarter  of  an  hour. 

«Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  propose  to  follow 
very  closely  the  arrangement  for  asoer- 
taining  the  principal  value  which  was 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  GFentleman 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh  in  his  Budget 
of  1885.    The  first  step  to  take  is  to 
ascertain  the  annual  valne  of  the  land, 
and  this  value  is  then  oapitalijsed,  the 
number  of  years  taken  varying  with  the 
class  of  property.      A  larger  number  of 
years  is  taken  for  land  than  for  houses, 
and  for  houses  of  a  superior  quality  than 
for  houses  of  an  inferior  quality.     The 
Inland  Revenue  have  to  make  these 
principal  valuations  for  other  purposesi 
and  are  quite  familiar  with  the  process. 
I  can  not  give  the  exact  words  to  be 
inserted    in    the   Bill,    but   the    right 
hon.    Gentleman    will    see    them    to- 
morrow momiug,    when  the   Bill    will 
be    in    the    hands    of    Members.      I 
now  propose  to  move  an    Amendment 
which  will  clear  up  the  differences  which 
existed  at  the  end  of  the  last  discussion. 
The  Resolution  as  drawn  would  have 
placed  the  duty  upon  the  entire  value 
of  the  personal  estate  in  the  case  of 
settled  estate,  instead  of  its  being  placed 
on  the  interest  of  each  indiridutu.     Ife 
is  desired  that  personalty  and  realtj 
should  be  treated  as  far  as  possible  in 
the  same  way,  and  the  Amendment  will 
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make  the  duty  payable  only  on  the 
interest  of  each  eucceeeor  in  the  case  of 
settled  personalty.  This  was  my  original 
intention  in  drafting  the  Besofution. 

Amendment  proposed, 

''To  leave  oat  from  *  of/  in  line  2,  to 
*  where/  in  line  8,  and  inserting  the  words 
'  every  succession  chargeable  with  Daty  under 
The  Succession  Duty  Act,  1853/  upon  the 
death  of  any  person  dyiniir  on  or  after  the  first 
dav  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eightj-nine,  the  following  Imt^  (that  is  to 
say)  :*'^{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer S) 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  Are  we 
to  understand  that  the  effect  of  this 
Resolution  will  be  that  settled  property, 
whether  real  or  personal,  will  have 
an  advantage  over  other  property  ? 
In  the  case  of  simple  succession  will  the 
duty  be  levied  on  the  whole  property, 
and  in  the  case  of  settled  estate  oiUy  on 
the  value  of  each  portion  succeeded  to  ? 
If  so,  it  seems  to  me,  that  it  will  place  a 
premium  on  entail. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  Settled  property  is 
not  in  the  same  position  as  property  left 
absolutely,  and  therefore  it  should  not  be 
taxed  to  the  same  extent.  A  dif^ti notion 
in  this  respect  has  always  be^'n  drawn 
in  taxation.  I  think  it  is  a  fair  argu- 
ment which  the  hon.  Member  used,  that 
persons  may  desire  to  escape  the  tax  in 
the  way  he  suggests ;  but  I  hold  that 
the  increase  in  the  duty,  is  hardly 
sufficient  to  bring  that  about;  at  all 
events,  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  did  not  think  that  such  a  dis- 
tinction would  be  sufficient  to  increase 
the  tendency  towards  entail  when  they 
proposed  to  increase  the  Succession  Duty 
by  putting  3  per  cent  on  the  princi- 
pal value  when  property  passed  abso- 
lutely and  on  the  Hie  interest  when  the 
property  was  settled. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  This  alteration  seems 
to  me  to  aggravate  the  injustice  that  I 
complained  of  on  the  previous  Resolu- 
tion. Who  are  the  people  who  usually 
come  into  settled  or  entailed  personid 
property  ?  It  is  not  the  lower  class,  but 
generally  families  of  some  consideration 
or  distinction. 
♦Mr.  GOSOHEN :  I  do  not  wish  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
marriage  settlements,  of  the  moet  humble 
character,  will  benefit  by  the  alteration. 
♦Mr.  G.  J.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford, Oentral):  I  should  like  the 
Ohanoellor   of   the  Exchequer  to  say 


whether  or  not  I  am  right  in  this  view 
of  the  case.  Supposing  a  man  gave 
£20,000  in  a  mamage  settlement  to  a 
daughter  on  the  understanding  that  the 
sum  was  to  be  equally  divided  among 
the  children  on  the  parent's  death,  the 
succession  would  only  be  paid  if  the 
portions  exceeded  £lO,OoO. 
♦Mr.  GOSOHEN :  Yes,  such  would  be 
case.  But  there  are  hypothetical  methods 
of  avoiding  the  Death  Duties  in  almost 
every  direction.  If  persons  act  with  the 
special  object  of  escaping  the  Death 
Duties,  and  not  as  they  generally  act, 
it  may  be  impossible  to  prevent  their 
attaining  their  object.  I  think  it  is 
extremely  difficult  to  shut  the  door 
against  all  such  devices. 

Resolution  as  amended  ag^ed  to. 

Subsequent  Resolutions  (see  page 
1031)  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the 
Gentlemen  appointed  to  prepare  and  bring 
in  a  Bill  upon  the  Resolutions  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  16th  day 
of  April,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  Hoose, 
that  they  do  make  provision  therein  pursuant 
to  the  said  Resolutions. 

CUSTOMS  AND   INLAND   fiBYENUB   BILL. 

"  To  grant  certain  Duties  of  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue,  to  alter  other  Duties,  and  to 
amend  the  Laws  relating  to  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue,'*  presented  and  read  the  first  time  ; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next, 
and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  2 15. J 

WAYS    AND    MEANS. 
Considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee). 

EsTATB  Duty— MiXBD  Estatb  uvdbb  Will  os 

Intbstact. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  where,  in  the  case  of  any  Probate  or 
Letters  of  Administration  granted  in  England 
or  Ireland  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  June 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-nine, 
of  the  estate  and  effects  of  any  person  deceased, 
or  in  the  case  of  any  Inventory  of  the  estate 
and  effects  of  any  person  deceased  exhibited 
and  recorded  in  Scotland  on  and  after  that  day, 
the  value  of  the  estate  and  effects  in  respect 
whereof  Duty  is  charged  on  the  Affidavit  or 
Inventory bv  Section  twenty-seven  of  ''The 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1881,*'  shall 
not  exceed  £10,000,  but  the  deceased  shall 
have  been  at  the  time  of  his  death  entitled  to 
an  absolute  intei^t  in -any  real  property,  or 
shall  have  had  a  general  power  to  aispoee  of 
any  real  properiy,  and  snail  have  exercised 
sach  power  by  his  Will,  and  the  combined 
value  of  the  said  estate  and  affects  and  of  the 
said  real  property  exceeds  £10,000,  there  shall 
be  levied  and  paid  to  Her  Mi^esty  in  respeo 
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of  the  value  of  the  nid  e«t&te  and  effects  ■ 
Doty  of  one  pound  for  evny  fall  anm  of  £100, 
•nd  for  any  inction  of  £100  over  anjinoltiple 
td  XlOO  of  saeh  value. 

And,  where  the  value  of  the  enccnnOD  of 
any  penon  to  any  real  pn>pertr  under  th« 
Will  or  Intestacy  of  a  penoD  oying  on  or 
after  the  fiiat  dny  of  Jane  ooe  thotuand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-niae,  toother  with  the 
value  of  any  other  benefit  jnaang  to  him  under 
■uoh  Will  or  Intestaoy.  exoeeds  £10,000,  there 
■hall  be  levied  and  paid  to  Her  Mqjes^  in 
Nspect  of  the  value  of  such  succeeeion  a  Daty 
of  One  pound  lor  every  full  aum  of  £100,  and 
for  any  fraotion  of  £100  over  any  multiple  of 
£100  of  such  value. 

Theaaid  Duties  reepectively  are  to  be  Stamp 
Duties,  and  the  Duty  in  reject  of  the  eetate 
and  effects  ■■  to  be  in  addition  to  the  Stamp 
Duties  charged  on  the  affidavit  required  from 
persona  applying  for  Probate  or  Letters  of 
Administration  in  England  or  Ireland,  and  on 
the  Inventory  exhibited  and  recorded  in  Scot- 
laud,  but  is  not  to  be  deemed  to  fall  withia  the 
expreaaion  "  Probate  Duties,"  according  to  the 
me«nmg  aeaigned  to  that  oxpreeeion  by  Section 
twenty-ooe  of  "The  Local  Oovemment  Act, 
1868;  and  tha  Duty  in  respect  of  a  saoes- 
■lon  to  real  property  is  to  be  in  addition  to 
any  Duty  chargeable  under  "The  Succeaaion 
Duty  Act,  1F153,"  provided  thai  Duty  shall  not 
be  payable,  in  conformity  with  thia  Resolution, 
upon  the  interest  of  a  successor  in  leaseholds 
in  reapect  of  the  value  whereof  Duty  baa  been 
charged  on  the  affidavit  or  upon  any  aucceesion 
upon  the  value  whereof,  b^  reason  of  the  same 
exceeding  £10,000,  Duty  la  ohorgeable  in  con- 
formity with  the  Resolution  in  relation  to 
aucoeesions  of  a  value  eioeeding  that  amount. 

•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Although 
I  recogai^e  the  desire  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  shown  to 
meet  the  objection  which  I  Tentured  to 
point  out  on  a  previous  occasion,  vet  I 
cannot  think  he  has  met  the  difficulty  in 
a  satisfactorjT  way.  In  doing  this,  how- 
ever, the  right  hon.  Oentleman  seemti 
to  have  introduced  further  aoomalies  in 
the  scheme.  Supposing  a  man  were  to 
leave  personalty  and  realty  worth 
£9,000  each.  Under  the  original 
scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  I 
understood  that  neither  of  thiise 
amounts  would  pay  the  duty.  The 
object  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  in 
the  present  Besolation  is  to  provide  that 
mixed  estate  should  pay  the  full  duty ; 
so  that  if  £9,000  worth  of  pereoofjty 
and  £9,000  worth  of  realty  are  left  to 
the  same  individual  he  will  bare  to  pay 
1  per  cent  on  both  iteme  of  property. 
But  suppose  the  case  of  property  so 
distributed  being  left,  not  to  the  same 
individual,  but  to  two  sons,  the  eSect 
in  this  case  would  be  that  the  eon 
receiving  the  personalty  would  pay  1  per 


cent  and  the  son  reomvin^  tha  rmhj 
would  pay  nothing.  That  aeama  to  us 
to  bo  introduinng  a  froah  anomaly.  At 
preoent  a  son  reooinng  £9.000  iroith  of 
personalty  has  to  pa;  £270,  wliile  th> 
son  receiving  £9,000  worth  of  loalty 
would  only  pay  £61.  But  nnder  the 
new  proposal  of  the  right  bon.  Oentle- 
man the  sou  receiving  £9,000  worth  of 
peraonalty  would  have  to  pay  £SDO, 
while  the  son  receiving  the  same  amount 
of  realty  would  have  to  pay  the  original 
sum  of  £61 . 

*Mr.  OOSGHEN :  At  what  rata  does 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  oaloulate 
this? 

*Mr.  8SAW  LEFB7BE :  1^  per  out 
on  realhr  and  3  per  oeut  on  peieonal^. 

*Mr.  Q08CHEN :  That  is  not  right. 
It  should  be  only  1^  per  oeot  on 
personalty. 

•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  Bat  the 
charge  is  3  per  oent  on  personalty  at 
present. 

•Mb.  OOSOBEN:  The  Imperial  1^ 
is  only  liper  cent. 

•Mb.  SHAW  LEFETBE:  I  oannot 
draw  a  distinction  between  what  is  paid 
to  the  state  and  what  to  looal  taxatitm. 
My  figures  are  based  on  what  ia  paid 
in  the  ^gregate ;  although  the  Uhan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  gives  1^  per 
cent  to  the  local  authoritiee,  yet  it  pays 
substantially  3  per  cent.  Now  under 
the  new  proposal  the  son  who  reoeivea 
£9,000  personalty  would  pay  £360  in- 
stead of  £270,  while  the  son  reoeiving 
the  realty  would  only  have  to  pay  £61. 
I  venture  to  say  that  that  ia  not  a  fair 
and  equal  distribution  of  these  taxes. 
I  could  give  many  other  illustrations 
to  show  what  extraordinary  anomalies 
will  result  from  this  different  treatment 
of  personalty  and  realty.  Take  the  oase 
of  a  man  with  an  income  of  £l, 000  a- 
year  froai  land,  and  a  persoDal^  of 
£9,0OU.  Suppose  he  leaves  the  person- 
alty to  one  son,  and  the  real  estate  to 
his  widow  for  life  and  after  her  death  to 
his  eldest  son  for  life;  what  will  bo  the 
result  ?  The  realty  which  is  prsatioallj 
worth  £30,000  will  pay  nothing,  wUk 
the  personalty  will  have  to  pay  1  per 
cent.  I  believe  that  these  figures  can- 
not be  disputed,  and  it  only  shows  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  hi* 
attempt  to  meet  the  difficulty  of  mixed 
estates  has  so  drafted  his  Resolutioa  M» 
a  large  number  of  oases  will  ariso  i 
which  an  inoreosed  bu    en  irill  |  " 
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penanalt;  and  not  on  realty ;  and  when 
yon  oomsto  consider  that  the  personal^ 
will  probably  be  divided  between  aeveru 
sonH,  while  the  realty  goes  to  the  eldest 
■on  in  the  entail  then,  I  think,  the  in- 
«qiialitj  is  still  greater. 

*Mh.  GOSCHEN  :  I  must  say  I  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
shown  much  gratitude  after  all  that 
has  been  done.  I  told  the  right  hon. 
Qentlemaa  frankly  that  I  was  oi  opinion 
it  was  almost  impossible  to  make  a 
satisfactory  proposal  to  meet  the  diffii- 
cnlty  specified.  You  may  attempt  to 
equalize  the  duty,  and  you  may  charge 
land  in  order  to  bring  it  up  to  personal 
property,  but  even  then  you  will  defeat 
your  own  object,  as  you  say  I  have  de- 
feated mine.  This  new  proposal,  how- 
ever, will  no  doubt  briog  in  a  certain 
number  of  estates  which  otherwise 
would  be  exempt,  and  so  far  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  will  admit  that  it  will 
conduce  to  good  by  removing  the 
inequality  which  at  present  exists.  No 
scheme  wilt  be  found  to  work  quite  satis- 
factorily where  you  attempt  to  add  to- 
gether two  things  of  a  totally  different 
character.  Whatever  right  hon,  and 
hoD.  Oentlemen  may  say,  personal 
property  and  land  cannot  be  treated 
alike.  I  dispute  the  correctness  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  figures.  If  it  is 
insisted  that  the  contribution  of  Probate 
]>uty  to  local  taxation  shall  be  taken 
into  account  in  this  matter,  then  yon  are 
entitled  to  take  into  account  on  the  other 
aide  the  heavy  burden  which  realty 
Ijears  in  the  shape  of  rates  Tou  must 
either  take  local  and  Imperial  taxation 
together,  or  leave  out  local  taxation  on 
both  sides  when  considering  the  burdens 
on  property.  I  object  to  one  particular 
tax  being  taken  out  of  the  account  of 
local  taxation  and  added  to  the  burdens 
which  are  to  rest  on  personalty  for  Im- 
perial purposes. 

8tB    G.  OABfPBELL:    It  seems    to 
me  that  tha  effect   of  the    first  Beso- 
lution  was  to  provide  that  no   pervon 
ahonld  be  charged  if  the  combined  estate 
of  TWlty  and  pammalty  did  not  axoeed 
£10,000.      I  re){ard  the  nlloged  i[R| 
bility  of  includiog  in  one  valuation  m 
the  realty  and   the  permnalty  as 
gether    a    red-tape  objection.     Ii 
United  Sutesall  th«  dfodaRt  is  In 
together,  and 
rsiality  than  it 
tfa*iiutlMr.     ffl 
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«Mr.  0080HEN ;  The  hon.  Hembar 
will  recollect  that  the  whole  eorpta  of 
an  estate  of  £10,000  is  charged  already 
in  the  Beeolution  passed.  This  is  a 
Supplementary  Besolution  to  meet  the 
difficulty  which  was  pointed  out  at 
an  earlier  stage.  I  think  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  half  an  hour  or  an 
hour's  conversation  with  any  lawyer 
be  would  find  that,  whether  red  tape  or 
not,  the  difEculties  BUrrounding  the 
treatment  of  really  on  the  same  footing 
with  personalty  are  extremely  great. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  want  to 
know  what  is  the  effect  on  a  combined 
estate  exceeding  £10,000. 
*Ths  ATTOENET  general  (Sir 
R.  ■Wkbsteb,  Isle  of  Wight) :  Suppose 
there  is  £9.000  of  personidty  and  £5,000 
of  realty,  the  total  estate  being  £1 4,000. 
That  would  have  passed  free  from  taxa- 
tion and,  as  I  understand  it,  under  the 
Besolution  already  agreed  to  there  would 
be  paid  1  per  cent  on  the  £9,000  on  the 
ground  that  the  total  estate  was  worth 
more  than  £10,000,  and  therefore,  not 
one  of  the  estates  in  respect  of  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thinks 
there  ought  to  be  an  exemption.  In 
addition  there  would  be  such  an  amount 
of  realty  left  that  there  would  be  1  per 
cent  paid  on  the  succession. 

Mb.  CALD  W  ell  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox):  I  must  dispute  the  contention 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
You  can  no  more  say  that,  because  a 
landlord  receives  the  rent  and  p^ys 
the  taxes  out  of  the  produce  of  the 
rent  he  pays  the  taxes,  than  yon  can 
say  that  if  there  be  a  lien  on  the 
property  a  landlord  pays  the  du^. 
Suppose  a  man  has  £10,000  worth  of 
property  in  a  borough,  and  £10,000  of 
personalty.  The  heritable  property 
probably  yields  him  4  per  cent,  and  hu 
personalty  may  not  yiela  him  3  per  cent. 
Now,  upon  what  pnnoiple  can  it  be  said 
that  the  realty  should  be  looked  upon 
and  treated  differently  in  the  case  of 
Succession  Duty  to  the  personalty  7 

SiB  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  hardly 
nnderatand  the  explanation  the  Attorney 
General       s  given;  it  seems  to  raise  a 

Mt  ordinary    anomaly.      As    I 

it  if  a  man  leaves  £9,00C 

jCT,   and    £5,000    realty,    total 

«      >,  he  has  to  pay  on  the  £9,000, 
n  the  £14,000.    I  cannot 
lie  reason  why. 
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oiif»  cnn/iitlon,  that  the  Hospital  shall 
^TVtatA  a  rMftain  aiimber  of  poor 
chilfiren  from  Aft  parish  of  Shoreditch. 
an#l  I  believe  for  many  years  the  nam  her 
educated  has  been  sLt.  As  the  hon. 
If  ember  is  no  rloixbt  aware  under  the 
proposed  Christ's  Hospital  scheme,  it  is 
propoeed  to  continae  that  nam.ber.  If 
the  hon.  Member  has  any  complaint  to 
make  in  regard  to  the  number  bein^ 
i  A  sufficient,  then  that  is  a  rery  proper 
complaint  to  make  to  the  Privy  Council, 
with  whom  the  scheme  now  rests,  or, 
indeed,  it  might  be  very  proper 
ground  for  comment  when  the  Christ's 
Hospital  scheme  comes  before  the  House 
for  aeliberation.  But  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Member  has  shown  there  is  any 
good  to  be  got  from  inquijy.  We  know 
all  the  facts  in  regard  to  the  endowment 
which,  as  I  say,  belongs  to  Christ's 
Hospital,  and  as  such,  is  actually 
being  dealt  with.  With  regard  to 
the  selection  of  the  children,  I  may 
say  that  the  Christ's  Hospital  scheme 
provides  that  in  future  these  children 
are  to  be  selected,  not  by  the  Vestry  or  the 
Churchwardens  or  any  particular  per- 
son, but  are  to  be  taken  from  among 
those  educated  at  the  public  elementary 
schools  of  Shored  itch,  by  open  com- 
petition. I  might  finally  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  case 
is  almost  identically  the  same  as  that  of 
a  Cambridge  or  Oxford  College  holding 
endowments  in  any  particular  locality. 
The  sole  condition  under  which  Christ's 
Hospital  is  placed  in  respect  to  this  is 
that  it  is  to  maintain  six  children 
coming  from  Shoreditch. 

♦Mb.  J.  STUART :  At  least. 

♦Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER:  Yes.  six 
at  least.  If  the  hon.  Member  thinks 
that  number  is  not  sufficient,  then  it 
will  be  proper  for  him  to  raise  that 
question  in  connection  with  the  new 
flcheme.  If  he  thinks  that  legally 
speaking  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have  not  properly  dealt  with  the  case, 
of  course  the  proper  method  is  to  apply 
to  the  Privy  Council.  If  he  thinks 
that,  morally,  Shoreditch  has  a  claim  to 
more,  then  the  proper  time  is  if  and 
when  the  Christ's  Hospital  scheme 
comes  before  the  House. 

•Mr.  JAMES  STUART :  May  I  ask 
has  the  point  I  have  urged  been  before 
the  Charitv  Commissioners  ?  Has  it  in 
any  sense  been  under  consideration  ? 

Mr.  J.W.L     ' 


•Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  r  Gettenlj 

the  point  haa  been  conaiderad  earMBj 
in  the  course  of  the  proceedms%  irinca 
have  been  somewhat  hmf,  mat  ham 
led  up  to  the  framxa^  of  die  Chiulfs 
Hospital  Scheme,  and  a  pnmakm  in 
that  scheme  deals  with  the  edneetkni  ol 
six  children. 

•Mb.   JAMES    STUABT:  Then  the 

Charity    Commiasionen    eve     itatirfftd 

with  the  proposal  ? 

♦Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  Yee. 

Mb.  a.  H.  dyke  ACLAND  OToik, 
W.R..  Rotherham) :  Just  a  few  wovdi 
on    the   work    of  the   Commiaeionen. 
They  have  lately  began  a  braneh  of  week 
which  is  likely  to  prove  very  TalnaUe  if 
they  get  the   assistance  ther  onglit  to 
have.     They  have  been   able  in  one 
county  in  Wales  to  conduct  an  enqniiy 
into  existing  charitiee^  and  they  nafs 
already    discovered    certain     chaiitiss 
which  the    Commissioners  say  are  in 
immediate  danger  of  being  lost.     It  is 
perfectly  dear  that   such  inquiry  is  a 
most  important  matter,  but  it  appeals 
at  present  the  Treasury  is  not  able  to 
give  any  encouragement  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  work.    The  Commissloneis 
say  they  hope  to  make  enquiry  throagh 
South  Wales,  but  at  the  same  timetfasj 
are    disappointed    by  their    failure  to 
obtain   the  sanction  of   the  Lorda  of 
the  Treasury  to  the  extension  of  the 
inquiries  beyond  the  limits  of  a  sin^ 
county.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Seoe- 
tary    to     the    Treasury     whether    ha 
recognizes    the    importance    of    these 
inquiries,  and  if  so  will  the  Treasuiy 
allow  the  work  to  proceed  more  rapidly 
than  last  year.  Then,  the  Commissionevs 
have  made  another  new  departure  in  ths 
inspection  of  the  working  of  the  new 
schemes  to  see  if  the  schemes  are  being 
properly  carried  out.  The  Commisaionevs 
say  they  have  extended  this  inquiir  to 
four  counties  and  have  discovered   a 
variety  of   cases  in  which  parte  of  the 
schemes  were  not  beinff  properlv  oanied 
out.    I  think  everybody  must  zeel  tliat 
if  the  Commission  is  to  oarir  oat  ite 
work  properly  it  should  have  nill  power 
of  inspection  at  least  every  three  or  four 
years  to  see  that  schemes  are  being  pio* 
perly  carried  out.    From  tiie  Rej^ni  of 
the  Commissioners  there  appears  some 
doubt  whether  they  can  maixe  it  a  pei^ 
manent  part  of  their  work,  and  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  G^entleman  what  he  weald 
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recommend  in  this  direction.  The  Oom- 
missioners  are  empowered  under  a  tem- 
porary Act,  renewed  from  yeari  to  year. 
Their  chief  work  has  been  the  formula- 
ting of  new  schemes,  and  this  is  now 
drawing  towards  a  close  ;  but  it  appears 
there  is  permanent  and  useful  work  that 
might  well  fall  to  the  Commissioners  in 
looking  after  endowments  to  see  that 
they  are  being  properly  worked,  accord- 
ing to  the  schemes  sanctioned,  for  there 
is  no  doubt  there  is  a  tendency  among 
managers  to  drop  out  parts  of  a 
scheme  with  which  they  may  have  no 
sympathy.  The  assistance  of  the  Com- 
missioners in  this  way  would  be  valued 
by  all  friends  of  secondary  education, 
and  I  am  sure  that  head  masters 
especially  would  welcome  such  inspec- 
tion. I  trust  that  the  Treasury  will 
ffive  encouragement  to  this  work, making 
it  effective  and  rapid  throughout  the 
country.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
here  is  a  great  want  of  a  unified 
authority  in  questions  of  this  kind,  and 
until  we  have  such,  a  great  deal 
of  the  work  of  the  Commissioners 
upon  Endowed  Schools  will  be  wasted. 
We  must  all  recognise  the  good  work 
the  Commissioners  have  done  in  London 
by  encouraging  the  formation  of  groups 
of  Polytechnic  Institutions  scattered 
throughout  London.  They  have  done 
this  work  admirably ;  avoiding  the 
frittering  away  of  large  sums  in  petty 
schemes,  they  have  framed  a  broad 
scheme,  and  managed  to  draw  support 
from  the  liberal  friends  of  education.  I 
hope  these  Polytechnic  Institutions  may 
turn  out  successful,  for  education  of  a 
technical  kind  especially.  But  I  have 
said  before,  and  must  say  again,  that 
it  is  of  the  first  importance  to  secure 
properly  trained  teachers,  and  to  this 
end  the  Normal  School  at  South 
Kensington  is  of  little  use.  At  the  proper 
time  I  shall  point  out,  as  I  have  pointed 
out  before,  that  the  state  of  this  school  is 
disgraceful,  and  until  it  is  put  into  a 
proper  state  we  shall  not  get  the  supply 
of  teachers  we  require  to  make  these 
Polytechnic  Institutions  as  valuable  as 
they  ought  to  be. 

Mb.  S.  smith  (Flintshire) :  I  simply 
rise  to  support  the  request  that  the 
Commissioners  may  be  encouraged  to 
extend  the  inquiries  they  have  com- 
menced to  all  the  endowments  of  Wales. 
Confined  to  one  ooimty,  as  the  inquiry 
has  been,  the  value  of  it  has  been  shown. 


Wales  is  a  poor  country,  and  has 
comparatively  few  educational  endow- 
ments, the  more  necessary  is  it  therefore 
that  those  we  have  should  be  fully 
availed  of 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) : 
I  take  the  opportunity  of  referring  to 
the  Pasture  Charity  at  Belgrave,  a 
suburb  of  Leicester,  to  which  I  have 
previously  drawn  attention.  This  is  an 
old  endowment  which  in  its  time  was 
useful  for  a  village  of  300  or  400  inhabi- 
tants but  has  become  wholly  imsuitable 
for  a  large  suburb  of  an  increasing  town, 
a  suburb  containing  now  from  12,000  to 
15,000,  largely  artizan  population.  The 
terms  of  the  new  scheme  were  practically 
arranged  before  Christmas  last,  and  wim 
the  exception  of  one  or  two  points  as  to 
the  future  appointment  of  trustees,  had 
the  approval  of  those  interested,  and  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  Melton 
Division  who  had,  in  conjunction,  with 
myself,  brought  the  matter  before  the 
Commissioners.  All  the  materials  for  a 
division  were  before  the  Commission  a 
long  time  ago,  and  the  people,  I  think, 
have  reason  to  complain  of  the  delay 
caused  by  one  or  two  lesser  points  whica 
should  occasion  no  great  difficulty.  Will 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  say  when 
this  matter  is  likely  to  be  dealt  with  ? 
The  proposals  include  the  conversion  of 
some  40  acres  of  .what  is  now  pasture 
land  into  small  allotments  for  the 
artizan  s  of  the  suburb  of  Leicester,  but 
this  has  been  delayed  for  another  year 
simply  because  a  decision  is  delayed 
upon  one  or  two  points  of  comparatively 
small  importance. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  am. 
sorry  to  trouble  the  Committee  by 
movinff  a  reduction  of  the  Vote,  but  the- 
point  I  desire  to  raise  is  of  considerable' 
interest  to  agricultural  labourers  in  my 
constituency,  and  it  affords  a  typical 
i  instance  of  the  diversion  of  a  lund 
towards  objects  in  which  this  class  have 
no  interest.  It  concerns  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  of  Canewdon,  m  the 
South-East  Division  Essex.  Applica- 
tion was  made  under  the  Act  of  1887 
for  allotments,  and  not  successfully,  for 
the  land  was  offered  at  £4  an  a^re. 
Now,  the  claim  is  that  as  there  is  & 
certain  fund  left  for  the  benefit  of  agri* 
cultural  labourers,  they  have  a  right 
that  a  certain  portion  of  the  money 
should  be  devoted  to  reducing  the  ex-> 
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penses  connected  with  allotment,  and 
they  applied  through  me  to  the  Charity 
Oommissionere  with  that  object;  but 
the  Commissioners  said  they  could  do 
nothing  in  the  matter,  and  met  me  with 
a  non  possumus.  Money  which  used  to 
be  spent  upon  doles,  coals,  bread,  &c., 
for  tne  poor  is  now  spent  in  payment  of 
salaries,  the  purchase  of  booKS,  and  for 
other  purposes  in  which  the  labourers 
have  not  the  faintest  interest.  Under  a 
scheme  sanctioned  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  the  residue  of  the  fund  is 
to  be  spent  upon  the  agricultural 
labourers;  but  I  suppose  I  shall  be 
reminded  that,  owine  to  the  decline 
in  the  value  of  land  in  Essex,  there 
is  no  residue,  and  also  that  the  money  is 
spent  under  an  Act  sanctioned  by  Far- 
Lament  in  1852,  and  with  which  the 
Commissioners  have  nothing  to  do.  But 
I  venture  to  think  we  sit  here  to  rescind 
and  abrogate  such  obsolete  schemes  as 
have  been  passed  almost  entirely  in  the 
interests  of  the  rich,  and  certainly  to  the 
prejudice  of  my  poorer  constituents.  I 
venture  to  carry  out  my  notice,  and 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  question  proposed* 
^'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £85,274, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — [Mqfor 
£asoh.) 

♦Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  :  Perhaps  it 
'Will  be  for  the  convenience  of  the  Com- 
mittee if  I  answer  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  at  once.  He  has  correctly  stated 
the  facts,  and  correctly  anticipated  my 
answer.  This  matter  does  not  rest  with 
the  Charity  Commissioners  at  all.  The 
scheme  under  wh  ch  the  Canewdon  fund 
is  administered  was  established  by 
the  Court  of  Chancery  in  1 852,  and  the 
income  is  appropriated  to  certain  pur- 
poses, after  which  the  residue  is  to  be 
devoted  to  the  interests  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers.  A  well  is  kept  up, 
and  I  suppose  that  is  not  for  the  benefit 
of  the  rich.  Then  £70  is  devoted  to  the 
salaries  of  the  master  and  mistress  of 
the  school.  The  residue  should  go 
to  the  relief  of  the  needy  and  indigent, 
but,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
says,  there  has  been  no  residue  for  a 
•considerable  time.  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  member  wishes  for  an  alteration 
of  the  scheme  he  should  use  his  influence 
with  the  trustees  of  the  charity  and  get 
them  to  apply  for  a  new  scheme.  Until 
they  make  such  an  application  to  the 

Major  hanch 


Charity  CommiasioneiiBy  the  Ooiiiniii> 
sioners  are  unable  to  do  anythini^  in  Ae 
matter,  however  deairoiiB  tnej  might  be 
of  assisting  the  views  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member. 

Majob  BA.8Cn:  After  this  answsr 
I  beg  leave  to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  question  a^ain  pxoposed. 

Mr.  R  S.  POWELL  (Wigan):  I 
think  a  word  of  acknowledgment  is  duo 
for  the  work  of  inspection  the  Oonunit- 
sioners  have  undertaken,  and  I  am 
perfectly  sure  that  if  this  work  is  eanisd 
out  on  a  well-considered  system,  mndL 
benefit  will  arise  from  it.  In  too  maay 
cases,  schemes  are  not  fully  oarried  out 
by  the  governing  body,  they  bsiag 
tempted  to  depart  from  the  provisions 
laid  down  for  their  guidanoe,  and  oany 
out  some  favourite  idea  or  policy  of 
their  own.  I  sincerely  hope  that  As 
system  will  be  carried  out,  and  I  may 
mention  that  it  fulfils  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
subject,  which  sat  some  two  years  since. 
I  regret  that  there  should  be  any  hesi- 
tation on  the  part  of  the  Treasnry  to 
sanction  the  work.  After  schemes  have 
been  settled  with  the  neatest  care  and 
aftez  the  most  careful  inquiry,  it  is  a 
great  discouragement  to  find  that  still 
the  benefit  to  the  community  is  onrtaSsd 
by  mismanagement.  I  hope,  however, 
that  we  shall  have  the  advantage  of  tiM 
Commission  being  made  permanent.  It 
is  most  unfortunate,  and  limits  flis 
power  for  good,  that  the  CommiasioB 
should  lead  a  doubtful  and  uncertdn 
life,  renewed  year  by  year,  and  in  flie 
course  of  this  or  next  Session  I  tmst 
the  Commission  may  be  endowed  with 
a  permanent  existence.  I  am  sorry  to 
see  in  this  report  some  soggesticos 
made  as  to  parsimony  on  the  part  of  flie 
Exchequer,  for  I  am  sure  that  anything 
of  the  kind  would  be  a  fatal  mistake. 
You  are  really  gaining  a  pound  where 
you  are  spending  a  penny  or  a  shUlinr. 
My  wish  is  that  the  Gk>vemment  dioun 
deal  with  the  whole  subject  of  the  educa- 
tion of  the  people  in  a  more  libml  spirit 
So  far  from  gaining  anjrthing  by  bsinff 
niggardly,  they  lose  the  opportunity  <h 
rendering  their  aid  really  acceptable  to 
the  community.  I  trust  that  some 
attention  will  be  paid,  if  not  now,  at 
any  rate  in  the  future,  to  the  remarks  I 
have  made.     Let  us  have  the  Oommb- 
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don  a  permanent  Commisaion,  and  let 
the  Oommiseionera  be  encouraged  by 
more  liberal  grants  to  go  on  with  the 
ffood  work  they  have  so  well  begun.  I 
Delieve  that  the  reforms  inaugurated  in 
London,  partly  by  the  scheme  for 
Christ's  Hospital,  and  partly  by  the 
scheme  of  the  City  Parochial  Charities, 
have  been  of  the  greatest  advantage  to 
the  people  who  live  in  the  Metropolis. 
Those  who  have  benefited  have  been  the 
poor  and  industrious  among  the  labour- 
ing classes  for  whom  these  endowments 
were  created  by  their  Christian  and 
benevolent  founders. 
♦Mb.  H,  H.  fowler  :  I  sympathize 
very  much  with  the  motives  of  the-hon. 
Oentleman  who  has  just  addressed  the 
Committee,  but  I  must  enter  a  protest 
against  the  recommendation  he  has 
made  to  the  Government.  I  take  this 
opportunity  of  asking  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  if  he  has  had  time  to 
give  some  attention  this  year  to  the 
question  I  have  brought  before  the 
House  for  several  years  past,  and  which, 
until  it  is  dealt  with,  I  shall  certainly 
continue  to  bring  before  it — namely,  the 
relative  position  of  the  taxpayers 
of  the  country  and  the  cost  of  the 
Charity  Commission.  All  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer,  both  Liberal  and 
Conservative — ^Lord  Beacousfield,  Lord 
Iddesleigh,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and 
Lord  Sherbrooke — have  agreed  that  it 
is  absolutely  wrong  in  principle  to 
saddle  the  taxpayers  of  this  country 
with  the  cost  of  working  the  Commis- 
flion.  I  cast  no  imputation  upon  the 
ability  of  the  Commission,  when  I  main- 
tain that  those  for  whose  benefit 
the  work  is  dooe  should  pay  the  cost 
of  doinff  it.  The  Commission  will 
receive  this  year  out  of  the  public  funds 
£48,000,  against  which  there  is  a 
receipt  of  about  £4,700.  I  know  the 
questioD  is  one  of  great  difficulty,  but 
uthe  Government  would  entertain  it 
and  evince  a  determination  to  grapple 
with  it,  especially  with  the  able  assis- 
tance of  the  Chief  Charity  Commissioner, 
I  have  no  doubt  that  every  difficulty 
could  be  overcome.  The  charities  exist 
for  the  beoefit  of  certain  localities  and 
certain  classes.  They  are  in  possession 
of  enormous  revenues.  The  Beport  of 
the  Commission  last  year  showed  that 
^ere  were  between  £11,000,000  and 
and  £12,000,000  steriing   invested  in 


Consols.  Lord  Sherbrooke  put  the 
estimated  income  at  somethmg  like 
£4,000,000  per  aunum.  These  funds 
ought  to  be  under  strict  State  con- 
trol— strictly  supervised  and  adminis- 
trated ;  and  if  they  were,  we  should 
get  all  the  educational  advantages 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  alluded  to,  and  the 
charities  themselves  would  be  a  greater 
national  boon  than  they  now  are.  But 
my  point  is  this^that  this  enormous 
income  should  defray  the  £40,000  or 
£50,000  a  year  which  represents  the 
cost  of  supervision.  I  do  not  think 
anybody  will  say  that  I  am  wrong 
in  principle.  Nor  will  anybody  who 
has  studied  the  case  deny  the  weight 
of  authority  is  in  favour  of  the  posi- 
tion I  am  now  urging.  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  are  able  to  do  anything  in 
fulfilment  of  the  promises  made  to  the 
House  12  months  ago  to  make  the 
charity  funds  themselves  contribute. 
*8iB  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) :  I  wish  to  put  a  question  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Penrith  Division 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther).  I  wish  to  know 
whether  the  Charity  Commissioners 
intend  to  continue  the  policy  of  setting 
aside  the  expressed  desire  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  a  district  in  which  a  charity  is 
situated  for  its  representative  adminis- 
tration. The  Commissioners,  where  the 
inhabitants  express  a  strong  desire  to 
elect  a  majority  of  the  trustees,  pay 
no  reg^d  to  that  desire,  but  continue  t6 
appoint  a  majority  from  London.  Let 
me  mention  the  case  of  the  Charity  at 
Colwich,  in  the  County  of  Stafford.  That 
Charity  was  mismanaged  and  the  funds 
misappropriated  in  a  most  flagrant 
manner.  The  parishioners  met  together 
and  investigated  the  whole  case  with  the 
assistance  of  a  gentleman  sent  down 
from  the  Charity  Commission.  A  general 
scheme,  in  which  all  parties  concurred, 
was  come  to  and  everybody  expected 
that  it  would  be  carried  out,  when,  to  the 
astonishment  of  the  parishioners,  a 
scheme  was  sent  down  from  London  of 
an  entirely  different  character,  retaining 
as  managers  the  very  persons  who  had 
so  grossly  mismanaged  the  Charity  in  the 
past. 

Mr.  W.  JAMES  (Gateshead):  The 
point  which  has  been  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  n. 
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H.  Fowler)  is  a  Tery  important  one,  and 
I  hope  the  Secretary  to  tne  Treasury  will 
be  able  to  give  the  Committee  some 
information  in  regard  to  it.  I  wish  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Penrith 
Division  whether  he  can  state  when 
the  appeal  of  the  Governors  of  Christ's 
Hospital  before  the  Privy  Council  is 
likely  to  be  heard.  The  matter  has  now 
been  going  on  for  something  like  ten 
years. 

*SiB  L.  PLAYFATR  (Leeds,  S.):  I 
wish  to  express,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  for  examining  the  schemes  of 
the  School  Commissioners,  my  warm  ap- 
preciation of  the  experiment  they  have 
made.  The  House  has  always  been 
exceedingly  anxious  that  the  public 
should  be  regularly  informed  as  to  the 
way  in  which  the  new  endowed  schools 
schemes  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
are  succeeding.  The  failure  of  the  pre- 
vious system  was  that  the  public  haa  no 
information  in  regard  to  the  working  of 
the  schemes,  and  we  strongly  pressed 
upon  the  Charity  Commission  the  ne- 
cessity of  a  thorough  inspection.  Until 
the  charges  are  put  upon  the  localities, 
as  I  trust  they  will  be,  I  hope  the 
Qovernment  will  not  be  illiberal  in 
allowing  the  scheme  of  inspection  to 
be  carried  out,  because  without  it  the 
whole  of  the  work  of  the  Commissioners 
may  be  a  failure.  So  far  the  schools  have 
done  their  duty.  They  have  welcomed 
the  inspection  and  have  agreed  to  carry 
out  the  suggestions  which  have  been 
made  to  them,  but  unless  they  are 
watched  they  may  lapse  into  indiffer- 
ence. I  hope  the  Charity  Commission 
will  feel  that  Parliament  fully  appre- 
oiates  the  experiment,  and,  as  it  bas 
been  successful  in  these  cases,  I  trust 
that  it  will  be  extended  to  the  whole  of 
the  schools. 

*Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  Perhaps  I 
had  better  reply  now  to  the  questions 
which  have  been  put  to  me.  First 
of  all  with  regard  to  the  questions 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hotherham 
(Mr.  A.  Adand)  I  think  that  part  of 
them  ought  to  have  been  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 
With  regard  to  the  continuation  of  the 
Welsh  inquiry  the  matter  rests  entirely 
with  the  Treasury.  The  Charity  Com- 
missioners are  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  progress  that  inquiry  has  made 
already,  and  they  feel  that  its  continua- 
tion would  be  as  productive  of  good 


results  as  hitherto.    It  may  be  of  in- 
terest to  know  that  from  the  latest  ao- 
counts  it  appears  that  no  lew  than  27 
parishes  in   Denbighshire  have   been 
inquired  into,  and  148  charities  have 
been  investigated.    Since  the  issue  of 
Uie  return,  which  is  more  than  a  month 
ago,  more  parishes  have  been  inquired 
into,  and  still  further  practical  results 
had  been  obtained.    As  to  the  admims- 
trative  inspection  of  endowed  aohooli^ 
that  work  is  still  beings  continued  by 
the  Charity  Commission.     During  lail 
year   schools  in  linoolnshirey    Devon- 
shire, Staffordshire,  and  Northampton* 
shire  were  inspected ;  and  orders  hafs 
been.given  for  the  ins^tion  this  yeof 
of  schools  in  Lancaslure,  Surrey,  Sas> 
sex,  Leicestershire,  and  Gloucesterahize. 
If  any  hon.  Member  will  look   at  the 
report  issued  from  the  Oharitj  Gom- 
mission,  he  will  find  the   subject  not 
only  fully  dealt  with,  but   also  some 
very  valuable  and  interesting  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  administrative 
inspection  of  schools* 

Mr.  a.  H.  D YEE  AOLAJSTD  :  What 
steps  are  being  taken  to  give  permanent 
powers  of  inspection  ? 
*Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEB:  That  is  a 
matter  which  rests  with  the  GK>yemment 
to  decide,  and  not  with  the  Charity 
Commission.  The  general  policy  oi 
making  the  Endowed  Schools  Act  per- 
manent is  a  matter  which  mast  neoes* 
sarily  rest  with  the  Government,  and  I 
do  not  feel  myself  at  liberty  to  make 
any  proposal  in  regard  to  it.  If  I  did 
it  would  simply  come  from  one  who  has 
no  power  to  give  effect  to  his  wishes.. 
The  delay  which  has  occurred  in  carry- 
ing out  the  Belgrave  scheme  has  arisen^ 
I  understand,  from  the  fact  that  it  haa 
been  necessary  to  make  the  land  subgeoi 
to  the  Allotments  Act  and  ta  frame  a 
scheme  in  order  to  brinff  it  within  the 
purview  of  that  Act.  Some  progresa 
has  been  made  in  the  matter  and  L 
regret  that  it  has  not  been  mora 
rapid.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber  for  Lichfield  (Sir  J.  Swinburne) 
has  again  brought  forward  the 
case  of  representative  trustees.  Last 
year  I  stated  what  had  taken  place 
in  the  Committee  upstairs,  whioh  fullj 
considered  the  hon.  Member's  MottOQ^ 
— namely,  that  representative  trustees 
should  always  be  in  a  majority ;  but  the 
Committee  reported  against  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member,  being  of  opinipn  that 
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it  was  impossible  in  all  cases  to  consti- 
tute representatiye  trustees  a  majority 
of  the  trust.  As  to  the  case  which  has 
been  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Baronet, 
I  believe  that  an  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner went  down  to  Oolwich.  He 
met  certain  representatives  of  the 
parishioners  there,  and  an  agreement 
was  come  to  by  those  then  present  as  to 
the  particular  number  of  representa- 
tive trustees  to  be  appointed.  But  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  being  respon- 
sible for  the  scheme,  felt  that  they  could 
not  be  bound  by  a  decision  which  may 
have  been  a  chance  decision.  [Sir  J. 
SwuTBURNE :  No ;  this  was  no  chance 
decision.]  I  do  not  say  it  was ;  only  that 
a  chance  decision  might  be  arrived 
at  in  a  particular  locality.  The  Com- 
missioners are  obliged  to  consider  the 
representations  which  come  to  them 
from  all  quarters  before  finally  deter- 
mining the  constitution  to  be  adopted. 
In  this  case  it  was  found  that  a  body  of 
trustees  appointed  in  the  manner  sug- 

fested  at  the  meeting  to  which  the  hon. 
taronet  has  referred,  would  not  have 
fairly  represented  some  parts  of  the 
parish,  and  it  was  with  the  view  of 
furthering  the  interests  of  certain  out- 
lying portions  of  the  parish  that  the 
Commissioners  in  charge  of  the  case 
altered  the  composition  of  the  body  of 
the  trustees 

*8iR  J.  SWINBURNE:  Everybody 
had  full  notice  of  the  meeting,  and 
could  have  appeared  before  the  Com- 
missioner. The  case  was  thoroughly 
thrashed  out  on  every  side.  Every  in- 
terest and  all  classes  had  a  full  oppor- 
tunity of  representing  their  views.  As 
I  understood  the  report  of  the  Commit- 
tee upstairs,  which  sat  upon  the  Charity 
Endowments,  it  was  determined  that 
there  were  only  to  be  exceptional  cases 
where  the  representative  managers  or 
trustees  were  not  to  be  in  a  majority. 
The  Commissioners,  however,  have 
reversed  the  whole  thing,  and  have 
adopted,  as  a  rule,  what  was  to  have 
been  the  exception  only. 

♦Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEE :  I  am  sorry 
that  I  have  not  the  Beport  with  me,  but 
I  will  be  prepared  with  it  next  year  if 
the  hon.  Member  raises  the  same  point 
again.  So  far  as  my  memory  serves 
me,  in  all  oases  a  substantial  share  in 
the  management  has  been  given  to 
representative  trustees.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Qateabead  (Mr,  W*  James)  a^ks 


me  when  the  Christ's  Hospital  schema 
will  come  before  the  Privy  Coimcil.  I 
understand  that  the  date  of  hearing  th^ 
appeal  has  been  fixed  for  the  28th  inst* 
I  imderstand  diat  so  far  the  Treasury 
has  paid  all  the  expoDses  during  the 
years  the  City  Parochial  Charities 
Department  has  been  at  work.  When 
the  scheme  for  managing  the  City 
Parochial  Charities  comes  into  force» 
the  Treasury  will  be  repaid  the  money 
advanced.  Mr.  Anstie, the  Commissioner,, 
expects  to  be  able  to  complete  the 
scheme  very  shortly,  and  it  will  contain 
provisions  for  the  repayment  to  the 
Treasury  of  the  money  advanced.  Thfr 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  rather  require  an 
answer  from  the  Treasury  than  from- 
mvself.  I  think  I  have  now  answered 
all  the  questions  that  have  been  put 
to  me. 

♦THE  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  In 
reply  to  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton,  I  regret  to  say 
that  I  cannot  give  him  a  very 
satisfactory  answer  to  the  questioa 
which  he  has  put  to  me.  The  fact  is 
that  the  Treasury  have  not  had  time  to 
consider  the  subject,  but  I  agree  very 
much  with  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  has  said.  No  one  knows  better 
than  himself  that  it  is  difficult  to  deal 
with  such  a  question  by  means  of 
legislation,  but  1  think  that  the  work 
which  is  done  by  the  Charity  Com* 
mission,  and  for  which  the  charities 
would  have  to  pay  if  they  did  it  them* 
selves,  ought  to  be  provided  for  by  i^ 
charge  on  the  various  charities.  The^ 
question  will  not  be  lost  sight  of  by  the^ 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  I. 
hope  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  will 
soon  be  able  to  give  his  attention  to  it» 
As  to  the  City  Parochial  Charities,  I 
believe  that  at  present  there  is  a  sum  o£ 
£10,000  outstanding,  and  due  to  the 
Treasury.  I  think  it  would  have  been* 
better  if  some  provision  had  been  mada 
in  the  Act  by  which  a  portion  of  tha 
money,  at  any  rate,  should  have  been^ 
handed  over  to  the  Treasury  during, 
the  time  the  schemes  were  being  workea< 
out.  There  is,  however,  no  provision  of 
that  kind  in  the  Act,  and  not  only  is- 
the  Treasury  paying  all  the  cost,  but 
it  is  losing  interest  upon  the  money 
advanced.  It  is  expected  that  by  the 
end  of  the  year  these  schemes  will  b% 
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Metropolitan  Member  to  commend  them 
for  the  wise  and  liberal  spirit  which  has 
characterized  their  action  in  connection 
with  the  City  Parochial  Charities.    It 
seems  likely  that  their  efforts  will  issue 
in  providing  a  complete  system  of  re- 
creational and  educational  institutions  of 
which  the  people  of  the  Metropolis  may 
be  justly  proud.     My  complaint,  how- 
ever, refers  to  a  different  class  of  chari- 
ties— namely,  the  prisons  charities — a 
class  of  old  trusts  coming  down  from 
the  middle  ages  and  originally  intended 
for  the  purpose  of  discharging  poor 
debtors  from  prison  and  similar  purposes 
now  obsolete.    The  consequence  is  that 
the  trustees  are    squandering    and  in 
many  cases  misapplying  the  income.    A 
schedule  of  these  charities  was  issued 
so  long  ago  as   1878,   showing  a  total 
income  of  £3,000,  and  in  1882  an  Act 
was  passed  by  Parliament  giving  power 
to  the  Charity  Commissioners  to  frame 
new   schemes.     My  complaint  is  that 
since  the  Act  of  1 882  the  matter  has  been 
baodied    about    from    pillar    to    post, 
represented   on  the  one  hand   by   the 
Charity   Commissioners,     and    on    the 
other  by  the  Prison  Commissioners,  or 
in  other  words  the  Home  Secretary.    It 
would  appear  that  there  is  some  kind  of 
friction  or  misunderstanding    between 
the  Prison      Commissioners    and    the 
Charity  Commissioners.      In  their  last 
report  the  Prison  Commissioners  g^ve  a 
return  of  these  charities.     They  show 
what  has  been  done  under  the  Act  of 
1882  as  regards  reappropriation.    I  will 
read    one    of    these  statements   which 
may      be     taken     as    a     sample     of 
a  large  number.     The  statement  I  refer 
to  relates  to  a  Charity  in  the  County  of 
Chester,  and  it  is  made  by  a  Prison  Com- 
missioner apparently  by   way  of  com- 
plaint.    It  says : 

*^  The  Secretary  of  State  moved  the  Charity 
Commission  on  the  27th  March,  1886,  to  make 
a  new  scheme,  hut  no  Report  haa  yet  heen 
received.'* 

That      is       apparently     putting      the 

Charity   Commissioners  on  their  mettle, 

and  they  appear  to  desire  to  throw  the 

blame  on  the  Home  Secretary.    In  the 

last  Report  of  the  Charity  Commissioners, 

only  published  a  few  weeks  ago,  they 

say — 

*'  It  was  not  until  the  month  of  April,  1886, 
that  we  had  before  us  the  application  sent  by 
the  Home  Secretary  necessary  to  enable  us  to 
take  proceedings  for  dealing  generally  with 
Prison  Charities." 


Now,  I  should  like  to  obtain  from 
the  hon.  GentLeman  who  repreeenis 
the  Charity  Oommissioneni  or  nomtlift 
Home  Secnretary,  some  explanation  of 
the  delay  which  has  ooouxred.  Tb» 
Commissioners  say  that  in  December,. 
18B6,  they  submitted  a  draft  aoheme  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  that,  owing 
to  the  correspondence  which  tooc 
place,  it  was  not  until  Janaary,  1888, 
that  they  were  finally  enabled  to  oom- 
plete  a  scheme.  I  thmk  that  those  who 
are  interested  in  the  Bubjeot  have  a 
right  to  complain  of  the  delay.  It  ap* 
pears  to  me  that  under  the  Aot  of  188i 
the  responsibility  lies  with  the  Oharitj 
Commissioners,  and  therefore  it  is  to  their 
representative  opposito  that  I  addre* 
my  appeal.  The  original  beneficiariee 
were  poor  debtors.  That  particular  fbrm 
of  benefit  having  become  obsolete,  I 
think  the  benefit  ought  now  to  be  trans- 
ferred to  poor  prisoi^ers,  and  that  the 
Charity  Commissioners  cannot  find  bettor 
almoners  than  the  Discharged  Prisonen^ 
Aid  Society.  That  8ocieir|r,  if  propedy 
superyised  and  managed,  could  e£foet 
incalculable  good  by  setting  upon  their 
feet  again  persons  who  may  have  onoo 
lapsed  into  crime.  In  order  to  obtain 
some  explanation  I  vrill  move  the  redoc-^ 
tion  of  the  Vote  by  £100. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed^ 
**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £35,274,  bo 
granted  for  the  said  Service."^  Ifir. 
PiekmrBgill ) 


Mr.  tieker%giU 


*Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEB:  I 
afraid  I  cannot  give  the  hoa» 
Member  a  very  completo  answer,  as 
I  was  not  aware  to  what  particular 
subject  he  intended  to  address  himselt 
1  understand  that  the  delay  which 
occurred  between  1882  and  1886  rests 
with  the  Home  Office,  and  the  onlj 
Gentleman  who  can  explain  the  mattes 
is  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby* 
who  was  at  the  Home  Office  the  greater 

Sart  of  that  period.  The  reason  of  the 
elay  from  1886  to  the  present  time,  I 
understand,  is  that  the  IPrison  Oommis* 
sioners  and  the  Charity  Commissioners 
tried  to  ag^ee  on  one  typical  scheme 
which,  with  very  little  variation,  would 
be  applicable  to  a  great  number  of  the 
Prison  Charities  scattered  over  the 
country.  It  was  owing  to  this  scheme 
having  to  go  backwards  and  forwards 
that  delay  arose.  I  am  glad  to  be  able 
to  inform  the  hon.    Member    that   a 
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scheme  was  finally  an>eed  upon  not  very 
long  ago,  and  since  tnen  the  matter  has 
been  taken  up  by  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, who  have  already  completed 
two  or  three  schemes  drawn  with  the 
necessary  modifications  upon  the  lines 
of  the  typical  scheme.  In  these  cases, 
as,  I  believe,  in  all  others,  it  was  pro- 
posed that  the  funds  should  be  handed 
•over  to  the  Discharged  Prisoners'  Aid 
Society,  the  trustees  of  the  charities 
being,  as  a  rule,  the  Visiting  Committee 
of  Justices  of  the  respective  prisons.  I 
am  afraid  that  is  all  the  information  I 
am  able  to  give  the  hon.  Member.  If 
he  desires  further  information  on  any 
particular  point,  and  will  put  a  question 
on  the  Paper,  I  shall  be  glad  to  supply 
him  with  whatever  information  I  can 
obtain. 

Mr.  AUSTIN  (York,  W.  B.,  Osgold- 
cross) :  I  desire  to  know  when  these 
funds  are  to  be  disbursed.  Prisoners 
are  being  daily  discharged  without  de- 
riving any  benefit  from  the  charities, 
and  we  think  the  time  has  now  arrived 
when  some  definite  scheme  should  be 
agreed  on,  and  poor  prisoners  should  be 
benefited.  The  Charity  Commissioners 
and  the  Home  Office  ought  to  deal  with 
the  funds  with  as  little  delay  as  pos- 
sible. 

*Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  For  the  last  two  or  three  years 
when  this  Vote  has  been  under  discus- 
sion, I  have  felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to  call 
attention  to  the  funds  of  St.  Katha- 
rine's Hospital  in  the  Regent's  Park. 
We  have  recently  seen  in  the 
Press  that  a  scheme  for  St.  Katha- 
rine's Hospital  has  been  agreed  upon, 
but  unless  I  hear  now  that  the 
existing  scandal  is  about  to  be  ter- 
minated, I  shall  vote  with  the  Motion  for 
a  reduction  of  the  Vote.  This  is  one  of 
the  oldest  charities  in  the  Metropolis. 
It  was  originally  on  the  site  now  occu- 
pied by  the  St  Elatharine's  Docks. 
When  the  St.  Katharine's  Dock  Com- 
pany was  formed  in  1826,  they  bought 
out  the  trustees  of  the  Hospital,  and 
they  gave  them,  if  I  remember  aright, 
£127,000  for  the  site  which  the  Charity 
then  occupied,  aud  the  new  building 
was  erected  in  Regent's  Park.  The 
Building  is  there  still.  A  consider- 
able amount  of  waste  and  extrava- 
ganoe  took  place  in  the  building  of  the 
Hospital,  and  it  practically  hail  to  be 
reconstructed,  I  believe,    a  £aw  years 


after  it  was  built.  It  is  governed  by  a 
Master  who  takes  the  largest  possible 
amount  of  salary  which  he  can  manage 
to  get  out  of  it,  for  the  very  smallest 
amount  of  labour  which  he  can  per- 
form. Some  years  ago  this  scandal  had 
attained  such  magnitude  that  the 
Charity  Commissioners  inquired  into  it, 
and  I  have  a  Report  dated  1866,  from 
which,  perhaps,  the  Committee  will  bear 
with  me  while  I  read  one  or  two  para- 
graphs. It  is  signed  by  Mr.  Skirrow,  a 
Charitj  Commissioner.  He  says,  in 
regard  to  the  Master,  that  upon  his  first 
appointment  to  the  Mastership,  he 
visited  the  Hospital  four  times  a  week — 

<'the  brethren  then  being  agped  persons; 
but  since  that  period  his  visits  have  been  less 
frequent,  as  it  has  happened  of  late  years  that 
the  brothers  in  resiaence  are  comparatively 
young,  and  upon  them,  therefore,  devolves  the 
more  immediate  charge  of  the  Hospital.  The 
Master  attends  the  meeting  of  the  Chapter, 
which,  comparatively  speaking,  is  a  rare 
occurrence,  but  seldom  or  ever  the  chapel  in 
which  divine  service  is  performed  on  Sundays 
or  saint's  days.  He  occasionally  visits  the 
Schools,  but  these  are  considered  to  be  suffi- 
ciently superintended  by  the  brothers  and  sisters 
in  residence." 

Well,  Sir,  these  are  the  onerous  duties 
which  the  Master  of  the  Hospital  is 
expected  to  perform.  It  is,  however,  by 
no  means  clear  whether  he  discharges 
to-day  the  very  trifling  duties  which  he 
discharged  in  1866.  The  Commissioner 
himself,  indicates  that  since  then  the 
duties  have  grown  smaller  by  degprees  and 
beautifully  less.  Now,  the  Committee  will 
perhaps  be  surprised  to  hear,  that  for 
the  discharging  of  such  very  trifling 
duties,  the  Master  in  residence  receives 
the  following  emoluments :  — In  the  first 
place,  his  stipend  is  £1,200  a-year. 
The  fines  have  averaged  in  27  years 
£228  68.  4d. ;  income  from  Blackwall 
dividends,  less  property  tax,  £28  6s.  8d. 
Then  there  is  the  magnificent  residence 
which  is  provided  him  in  the  park  in 
which  he  does  not  reside,  that  park  not 
being  sufficiently  aristocratic  for  him, 
his  preference  being  for  the  aristocratic 
quarter  of  St.  James.  He  lets  the  house 
and  ground  adjoining  for  the  amount  of 
£542  10s.  per  year.  The  total  from 
salary  and  emoluments  which  the  Master 
received  was  £1,999  2s.  per  year.  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  denouncing  this 
as  a  scandal  which  ought  long  since  to 
have  been  ended,  and  which  would  have 
been  terminated  years  ago,  if  the  funds 
had  been  appropriated  to  the  education 
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of  the  poor ;  but  because  they  have  been 
•wallowed  up  in  the  manner  which  I 
have  indicated,  this  monstrous  scandal 
is    allowed    to   continue    in  existen^!^. 
Then,    in    addition,     we    have    three 
brothers,    who    each    receive  £300  a- 
year  from  the  charity,  and  a  sum  of 
£76  2s.  Id.,  of  which  I  confess  I  do  not 
know  the  meaning;    compensation  for 
fees,  £24  3s.  lOd. ;  Blackwall  dividends, 
about  which  there  is  a  mystery,  ''  less 
property  tax,"  £4   14s.  4d.     Then  the 
brothers  have  a  house  in  which  they  do 
not  live.    They  prefer  to  imitate  their 
Master,  and  they  let  it  at  £100  a-year ; 
so  that  these  three  brothers  have  each 
£505  Os.  3d.  a-year.  They  give  little  or 
nothins;  in  return  for  that  sum  obtained 
from  the  endowments.    Then  there  are 
three  sisters,  each  of  whom  receives  a 
stipend    of   £200     a-year    and   other 
emoluments  of  a   similar  character  to 
those  which  I  have  just  read — making 
£370  1 6s.  lOd.  They,  like  their  brothers, 
do  little  or  nothine  for  their  money. 
A  few  boys  and  girls  are  fed,  clothed, 
and  educated  out  of  this  endowment, 
and  they  are  paraded  in  the  neighbour- 
hood occasionally  so  that  the  public  may 
be  led  to  believe  that  there  are  some 
tangible  benefits  connected  with  the  in- 
stitution. There  are  also  an  organist,  and 
some  beadsmen  and  some  beadswomen. 
Nobody  can  tell   exactly    what    the^r 
duties    are,  and    I  believe    there  are 
sermons  that  have  to    be  preached   to 
somebody.    Well  Sir,  the  income  for 
this  endowment  in   1866  amounted  to 
£7,097,  and  at  that  time  the  Commis- 
sioners anticipated  that  ere  lone  it  would 
be   gradually    increased,   and   that    it 
would  reach  £14,832.     I  want  to  know, 
first  of  all,  what  is  the  actual  income  of 
the  endowment  now,  and  how  the  money 
is   expended?      Does  the  master  still 
receive  the  same  large  sum  for  doing 
no  work  ?    Do  the  brothers  and  sisters 
and  beadsman  and  beadswomen  continue 
to    receive    the    sums    which    I    have 
referred    to?     Has  any    scheme  been 
formulated  by  the  Charity  Commission- 
ers?     is  anything  likely  to    be  done 
to  bring  about  those  reforms  which  in 
1866  the  Charity  Commissioners  said 
were  absolutely  necessary ;  and  in  refer- 
ence to  which  the   School  Board  for 
London,  in  the  early  days  of  its  exist- 
ence, appointed  a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 
The  Export    of   that    Committee  fully 
confirmed      the      statement      of      the 

Mr.  Au9tin 


Charity  Commianonen.  Tet  As 
Charity  is  still  unreformed,  and  ths 
abuses  to  which  I  haye  refagied,  I 
believe  are  still  goina^  on.  I  hope  ths 
hon.Gentleman  (Mr.  Cowther)  will  makt 
it  dear  to  the  House  that  the  Ohaxitf 
Commissioners  at  leaat  have  made  la 
efiPort  to  put  an  end  to  this  scandal,  and 
to  apply  this  endowment  to  some  nssAd 
and  oenefioial  purposes. 
«Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHEB:  I  am 
afraid  I  shall  not  be  aUe  to  sstulf 
the  hon.  Member.  He  seems  to  be 
labouring  under  a  misapprehensioa  iS 
to  the  law.  The  Charity  OimmiasioBsa 
have  no  power  to  initiate  any  change  of 
administration  in  any  charity  the  inooms 
of  which  is  above  £50,  unless  Uie  tmatsas 
of  the  charity  apply  to  the  Oommissionsn 
for  a  new  scheme. 

«Mb.  CBEMEB  :  Am  I  to  onderstand 
that  unless  the  trustees  of  a  charity  re- 
quest the  interference  of  Uie  Oommit- 
sioners,  the  Commissioners  have  aa 
power  to  interfere  with  a  charity  the 
income  of  which  is  above  £50,  nnkw 
the  trustees  apply  to  have  a  new 
scheme  ? 

«Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEB:  The  hco. 
Member  is  perfectly  correct.  The  case  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Haggerston 
refers  is  a  very  exceptional  one,  becaoss 
in  this  case  Her  Majesty  is  the  patron  of 
the  Charity,  and  claims  to  exeroiae  fbll 
jurisdiction.  I  am  afraid  that  I  oaa 
only  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  same 
answer  as  I  gave  him  last  year,  namely, 
that  Her  Migesty  was  considerinff  a 
scheme  for  the  alteration  ef  the  adminis* 
tration  of  the  Charity.  I  believe  it  it 
imder  Her  Majesty's  oonsideratioa 
now,  but  I  can  give  the  hon.  Member 
ro  further  information  with  regard  to  it 
As  to  the  Master's  House,  I  may  infona 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  has  been  adid 
recently,  and  it  is  no  longer  in  the  power 
of  the  Master  to  let  it.  I  am  not  aUt 
to  give  him  the  actual  figures  as  to  As 
amount  of  the  endowment,  bnt  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  put  a  ouestion  on  the 
Paper,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  have  lbs 
matter  looked  into  and  give  him  the 
figures.  The  hon.  Memb^  quoted  from 
a  report  which  was  made  some  dO  yssie 
ago  by  Mr.  Skirrow.  I  might  remind 
him  that  since  that  time  rules  were  framed 
by  Lord  Cairns,  acting  of  course  for  Her 
Majesty,  and  the  Charity  is  at  prsssnt 
under  the  rules  of  the  Lord  OhanesUor 
of  1878. 
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him  and  which  I  have  aahed  in  preriouB 
years.     TTaleM    the    Charity    Gommia- 


*Mb.  CBEMER:  lam  afraid  I  have 
misnnderatood  the  hon.  Oentleman,  or 
else  I  hare  been  in  a  lamentable  state 
of  ignorance  for  a  long  time  with  re^rd 
to  the  RchemeH  which  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners from  time  to  time  propound. 
Two  or  three  times  in  the  course  of  this 
Session  we  hare  been  called  upon  to 
consider  Bohemes  of  reform,  if  you  so 
please  to  term  them,  of  certain  endow- 
ments. These  schemes  were  promoted 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners,  and 
certainly,  unless  the  House  has  been 
misled,  the  statements  made  and  the 
nplanatioDs  giren  in  reference  to  those 
proposals  led  us  to  beliere  that  the 
incomes  of  those  endowments  were  far 
above  £50. 

*Ue.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  :  These  were 
endowed  Sohoots  Schemes,  an  entirely 
different  branch,  and  originated  under 
separate  Acta. 

*Ma.  CREUE&:  Then,  perhaps,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  answer  this 
question.  Of  course,  the  Charity  Gom- 
missioners  must  hare  heen  perfectly 
aware  of  the  state  of  the  law  to  which 
the  hon.  Oentleman  refers.  The  Report 
from  which  I  quoted  was  not  made  30 
years  ago  but  22  years  ago,  and  what  I 
want  to  know  is  why  the  Charity  Com- 
misnoners  permitted  one  of  their  body 
to  inquire  and  report,  if  they  had  no 
power  to  interfere.  If  the  hon.  Qentle- 
mau's  interpretation  of  the  law  is 
oorreot,  it  was  an  absolute  farce  to 
inquire  into  an  endowment  over  which 
they  had  no  control  and  had  no  power 
of  interference  in  the  slightest  degree. 
Xn  the  Report,  from  which  I  have  already 
quoted,  Mr.  Skiriow  says: — 


b  sevenl  prop«ai!B  nibmitted  to  them  for 
adoption,  koJ  ■rhatevar  the  merit*  or  demerit* 
d[  such  propoBsU  mtf  be,  I  certainly  Ihink 
that  the  age  and  the  increaatng  resource*  of 
thie  uutitution  ehould  by  competent  authority 
b«  made  productive  of  more  extended  benefit 
than  they  aie  at  pretent." 

The  Oommissioners  did  not  repudiate 
that  Report  by  a  member  of  their  own 
body,  and  I  think  it  goes  far  to  water 
down — though  I  have  no  wish  to  deny 
it — the  view  wkicb  the  hon.  Oentleman 
has  endeavoured  to  lay  before  us  of  the 
powers  and  duties  of  the  Commissioners. 
I  am  surprised  the  hon.  Oentleman  has 
not  ^ven  a  definite  answer  to  the 
questions  which  I  just  now  addressed  to 


sioners  are  prepared  to  take  some  steps, 
and  to  give  some  clear  and  definite 
promise  to  the  country  that  something 
shall  be  done,  steps  will  have  to  be  taken 
to  expose  the  eiiatence  of  this  scandal, 
for  I  consider  it  very  little  short  of  a 
scandal,  and  that  it  fully  deserves  the 
language  which  I  have  applied  to  it. 
*Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER:  The  hon. 
Member  should  not  pour  the  vials  of 
his  wrath  upon  the  heads  of  the  Chari^ 
Commissionera.  He  has  failed  entirely 
to  point  out  what  steps  the  Charity 
Commissioners  should  take.  I  have 
proved  concloeively  that  they  have  not 
the  power. 

*Mb.  CKEMER  :  Then,  why  did  they 
make  an  inquiry  ?  That  is  my  point. 
*Mk.J.W.LOWTHER:  Ihava proved 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  was  not 
aware  of  the  Act  under  which  alone  we 
can  act.  The  hon.  Member  says,  "  Why 
did  the  Charity  Oommisaioners  send  ao 
Assistant  Commissioner  to  inquire  in 
the  year  1866  ?  "  I  am  not  aware  what 
was  in  the  mind  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners at  that  time,  but  I  should 
think  it  very  likely  that  they  thought 
by  sending  an  Inspector  to  inquire,  they 
would  bring  some  pressure  to  bear  on 
the  Governors  to  make  application.  It 
seems  to  me  that  is  the  natural  view 
to  take  of  the  situation.  The  In- 
spector's visit  did  not  have  the  result 
expected,  and  the  Charity  Commis- 
sionera are  powerless  to  do  anything  in 
the  matter.     If  the  hon.  Member  will 

j  bring  in  a  Bill  widening  the  power  of 
the  Commissioners,  that  might  enable 

j  them  to  do  something.  If  after  that 
they  failed,  then  perhaps  they  might 

'  justly  incur  some  of  the  hon.  Member'e 
criticism. 
Mr.  FICTON:    The  Report  quoted 

'  by   my  hon.   Friend  sug^ts  a  mode 

I  in  which  the  Commissioners  might 
take     some    stepa.      A     Commissioner 

I  was   sent    in    1866    to    bring  pressure 

'  to  bear,  and  it  that  could  be  done  in 
1866,  why  is  it  not  done  now  ?     A  long 

,  time  has  elapsed,  and  perhaps  the  Com- 
missionera, if  thej  tried  the  experiment, 
might  have  more  influence  now  than 
they  had  then.  la  past  days  there  is 
no  doubt  this  institution  exercised  a 
baneficient  influence  in  the  neighbour- 
hood where  it  was  placed— just  beyond 
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the  walls  of  the  City  of  London.  But 
fiince  the  Eeformation,  so-called,  was 
triumphant,  since  modem  manners  have 
been  introduced,  this  institution  has 
simply  become  a  place  for  a  few  people, 
who  are  favoured  with  an  income  and 
residences  for  life,  and  the  charity  is 
positively  of  no  public  benefit  whatever, 
except  in  the  case  of  a  few  boys  and 

f'rls,  who  are  paraded,  as  my  hon, 
riend  says,  for  the  sake  of  show.  It 
is  my  lot  to  pass  that  institution 
almost  every  day,  and  I  never  pass  it 
without  reflecting  afresh  upon  the 
apathetic  folly  of  the  public  of  this  day 
who  tolerate  such  a  scandal.  Here  is 
a  foundation  which  certainly  in  equity 
belongs  to  the  people  of  the  Metropolis, 
and  which  ought  to  go  to  their  benefit 
in  some  way  or  other.  Yet  we  stand 
by  while  this  abuse  goes  on  from  one 
point  to  another,  and  no  one,  except 
my  hon.  Friend,  seems  to  have  been 
■stimulated  to  call  public  attention  to 
it.  Sir,  I  do  hope  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners  will  find  some  way  of 
bringing  pressure  to  bear  upon  those 
who  have  been  asked  for  information 
in  vain.  At  any  rate,  we  are  glad  to 
hear  there  is  some  prospect  of  a  scheme, 
and  I  hope  when  it  is  produced  it  will 
be  such  as  the  Commission  can  approve. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  shown  in  one 
part  of  his  speech  that  the  Charity 
Oommissioners  are  not  so  powerless  as 
he  would  have  us  believe,  and  I  do 
hope  they  will  exert  themselves  to  put 
an  end  to  this  scandal. 

*SiR.  J.  SWINBURNE :  Surely  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
Tather  than  that  of  a  private  Member 
to  bring  in  a  Bill;  and  I  am  sure 
Her  Majesty  would  be  guided  by  a 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners. When  it  has  been  shown 
year  after  year  that  this  Charity  has 
been  misapplied  in  the  most  flagrant 
manner,  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have  sat  still,  and  now  they  ask  a 
private  Member  to  bring  in  a  Bill, 
Knowing  well  that  it  is  a  very  difficult 
thing  for  a  private  Member  to  carry  a 
Bill. 

*SiR  J.  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pancras) :  I 
should  like  to  protest  aginst  the  view 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down.  The  Charity  Com- 
missioners have  no  right  whatever  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  increase  their  own 
jpowers.     If  their  powers  are  to  be  in- 

Mr.  Pietan 


creased,  let  some  hon.  Member  or  bt 
the  Government  bring  in  a  Bill. 

♦Me.  J.  ROWLANDS  (FinBbniy):  I 
wish  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  has  any  information  to  Rive  u 
respecting  the  City  of  London  ^irocliial 
Charities  Department,  and  whether  it 
will  have  completed  its  work  by  tiw 
time  its  powers  expire,  on  the  Slst  of 
next  December  f 

*Mb.  LOWTHER:  I  wae  speaking  to 
Mr.  Anstie,  who,  as  the  hon.  MeimMr 
knows,  has  charge  of  this  depart- 
ment of  the  work  of  the  Commissioneri 
and  he  certainly  hopes  most  fully  to  he 
able  to  get  the  scheme  complete  in  tiM 
course  of  two  or  three  months,  and  ho 
trusts  to  get  this  work  done  before  Am 
end  of  the  year,  and  before  the  powen 

expire.       

Mr.  ROWLANDS :  Does  Mr.  Anstio 
think  he  will  have  settled  by  that  timo 
the  whole  of  the  question  of  the  teeh- 
nical  and  recreative  institutions  for  tho 
North  of  London.  No  doubt  the  bon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  Depart- 
ment is  under  some  obligation  to  the 
people  of  North  London  to  give  out  of 
this  Fund  a  certain  sum  towards  tke 
erection  of  four  technical  and  recreatifs 
institutions  in  North  London. 

♦Ma.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  Mr.  Anstia, 
the  Commissioner,  knows  perfectly  well, 
of  course,  the  state  of  affairs  in  North 
London ;  yet  with  that  knowledge  in  hif 
mind,  he  certainly  does  hope  to  be  able 
to  complete  this  boheme  by  July  <» 
August,  taking  all  the  steps  necessary 
under  the  Act.  Of  course,  if  subscrip- 
tions come  in  more  rapidly  from  Norm 
London  than  at  present,  they  would  to  s 
very  great  extent  assist  Mr.  Anstie  in 
the  formation  of  his  scheme,  and  enaUa 
the  whole  of  the  Metropolis  to  benefit 
at  an  early  date  *by  the  action  of  the 
Commissioners  under  the  Act. 

*Mb.  BARTLEY:  With  reference  to 
North  London,  supposing  it  happenSi 
as  is  very  probable,  that  this  £200,000 
is  not  collected  locally,  and  supposinff 
that  in  July  this  scheme  was  oompletea 
— which  is  referred  to  as  Mr.  Anstie's 
scheme  by  the  Commissioners,  which  I 
think  is  rather  a  mistake — ^would  the 
North  of  London  be  cut  out  of  it,  be* 
cause  if  it  were,  I  think  there  would  be 
a  very  strong  opposition  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  It  is  quite  impossible 
for  many  of  these  poor  districts  in  the 
North  of  London  to  raise  the  amount 
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of  money  which  is  required  in  order  to 
secure  the  sum  offered  by  the  Charity 
Oommisaionera. 

*Mr.  LOWTHER:  I  cannot  on  the 
apur  of  the  moment  ffive  an  answer 
which  my  bon.  Friend  may  take  as 
official,  but  I  think  I  may  safely  say  that 
what  he  suggests  will  not  occur  when 
the  scheme  is  complete.  Of  course, 
the  provisions  made  cannot  be  so  muni- 
ficent and  so  useful  as  they  would  be  if 
a  large  sum  of  money  were  subscribed 
by  the  locality,  but  I  think  I  may  say 
that  in  the  scheme  to  be  propounded  by 
the  Commissioners,  North  London  will 
certainly  have  a  place. 

*SiR  J.  G0LD8MID :  One  thing  ought 
to  be  remembered,  that  in  South  London, 
where  a  large  amount  was  raised,  the 
money  was  not  collected  in  the  locality. 
Kich  people  from  other  parts  have  also 
subscribed  largely  to  South-East  Lon- 
don, and  North  London,  which  was  last 
in  the  tield,  has  not  had  that  advantage 
of  outside  assistance.  North  London, 
which  is  quite  as  poor  as  South 
London,  has  in  consequence  to  suffer. 
The  people  of  North  London  are  just 
as  much  in  need  of  technical  educa- 
tion as  the  people  of  other  districts 
of  the  Metropolis,  and  I  do  urge 
upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  repre- 
sents so  ably  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, to  see  that  the  people 
of  North  London  have  a  fair  share 
of  this  sum,  which  is  intended  for  the 
benefit  of  the  whole  of  London,  and 
not  one  portion. 

Mb.  ROWLANDS :  It  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  Committee,  that  last 
year,  I  raised  some  criticism  on-  the 
Scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners. 
I  then  expressed  the  opinion,  that, 
suppose  we  were  not  able  in  North 
London  to  raise  pound  per  pound  with 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  we  should 
demand  our  fair  share  of  these  Paro- 
chial Charities.  Now  we  have  been 
unfortunate  in  trying  ro  get  this  money. 
Much  public  money  has  been  called  for 
in  Educational  matters.  First  there 
was  the  Poiytechniu  in  Regent  Street ; 
then  there  was  application  for  the 
People's  Palace  in  the  East  end  of 
London,  and  none  of  the  means  have 
been  drawn  from  the  localities  them- 
selves. The  movement  in  the  South  of 
London  has  obtained  large  sums  of 
money  from  the  giving  public,  and  the 
City   Companies,    whereas    we  in  the 
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North  of  London  have  been  very  un- 
fortunate.    We  represent  a  district  ol 
London     which    is    excessively    poor, 
because  we  have  not  in  our  midst  any 
large  residential  people  who  can  give 
money.     The  only  persons  from  whom 
we  can  at  all  look  for  large  sums  to  be 
given  towards  the  scheme,  are  the  large 
manufacturers  and  city  people,  north  of 
the    Thames,    but    up  to  the  present 
time,   none  of  these  have  given  at  all 
liberally,  so  far  as  my  information  goes. 
There  is  the  North  of  London  SchemOi 
and  we  distinctly  want  to  know,  if  we 
pass  the  Vote,  in  what  position  we  shall 
be  placed.     I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  give  us  some  satisfactory  answer, 
which    will    indicate    to    us    that    we 
shall    have    our    fair    share    of    the 
public   money.     Of   course    we    admit 
that    if    we    are    not    successful    in 
getting     outside    money,     we     cannot 
expect  the  same  result  as  those   who 
have  got  it  from  the  sharing  of  the  City 
Parochial  Charities,  although  they  may 
have  got  their  subscriptions  augmented 
by    voluntary    subscriptions    from  the 
outside  public.     But  we  have  a  right  to 
demand,  at  any  rate,  our  fair  share  of 
the  public  money  which  is  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  for 
distribution    over    the    metropolis.      I 
want  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  can  indicate  to  us  in  what  way  we 
can  express  our  opinion  upon  the  scheme 
with  regard  to  North  Loudon.     Must 
we  do  it  before  the  Vote  is  passed,  and 
if  the  Vote  is  passed  shall  we  be  help- 
less ?     Will  tno  Charity  Commissioners 
be  able  to  formulate  any  scheme  they 
like,   leaving  us  only   the   satisfaction 
next  year  of  complaining  that  we  have 
not  been  liberally  and  justly  dealt  with  ? 
Mk.    PICTON:     The    hon.    Gentle- 
man  said   that  the   house  in  Regent's 
Park  had  been  sold.     Perhaps  he  will 
tell    us    now    what    is    going    to    be 
done  with  the  money,  and  whether  it  is 
still  to  continue   to   form   part   of  the 
income  of  the  Master.    There  is  another 
question  which  is  worthy  of  considera- 
tion,    see^^     that     St.     Katherine's 
Hospital  is  in  North  London,   I   would 
suggest  whether  it  ia  not  possible  by 
some  legislative  process  to  get  some  of 
the  funds,  which  are  now  being  wststed, 
devoted  towards  the  erection  of  a  Poly- 
technic Institution  for  London.     Such  a 
scheme,  I  think,  would  meet  with  public 
approvaL     At  any  rate,  I  should  like  to 
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tlii»\  l»rtvi»  ttoiivoil  itvonf  nMiiitiiiu'o  (txww 


tp^t^^     U'.-»    ,f    •h*.  rr»,ik,ity   rv,^.     ♦Tm  FIRST  I/JHD  of  tbb  n3u[- 
v.»*.ori  »ri'»  ♦>,<•  h'.yifftit$.*rrt*  will  \mu^  [  HTJRY  <Kr.    W.    H.    Sioth,    Straad, 

W^'HtmiDirtcT], :  The  Ooremment  will 
undoaht^lj  confer  with  the  Chaiitj 
rVifnmiMiionera  and  eee  if  any  meaaore 
^an  lie  framed  which  will  seenra  that 
thefie  #9ndowmente  shall  not  be  loat.  I 
am  Morry  Uf  hear  the  hon.  Bamnet  gire 
Mfi  bad  an  account  of  Staffordshire  and 
th#i  North  of  Kngland. 

QijfiHtion  agreed  to. 

4.  Motion  made,  and  Qaeetion  pro* 
|Mmnd, 

"'ilmt  a  Hiim,  not  exceeding  £M,168,  be 
HfTfintml  to  llor  Mi^'eity,  to  oompl^  the  ram 
iifHM<MiHry  to  (lofray  the  Charge  which  will 
rotiio  ill  roumo  of  payment  doling  the  year 
i>tt(liiifr  on  tho  Slat  day  of  Bfarch,  1890,  tot  the 
Halariofi  and  KxpenHct  of  the  CiTU  Senrice 
(-ominiMion.** 

Mh.  MOLliOY  (King'a  County) :  A 
iHtnmdoraMe  number  of  oomplainta  haTa 
b«H«n  made  with  regard  to  the  delay  ia 
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giving  the  results  of  exanuQations,  more 
especially  the  military  examinations.  I 
have  had  several  letters  complaining  of 
this  delay,  mentioning  that  in  some 
cases  there  has  been  a  delay  of  six 
weeks,  and  in  one  instance  there  was  an 
interval  of  two  months.     This  causes  a 

freat  amount  of  inconvenience  to  candi- 
ates,   who   do   not    know    meanwhile 
whether  it  is    necessary   for  them    to 
make  further  arrangements  to  go   on 
with  their  studies,  or  whether  they  are 
in  the  happy  position  of  having  passed 
their  examination.     I  merely   mention 
this  in  the  hope  that  inquiry  will  suggest 
a  remedy.     I  believe  the  third  unpaid 
Oommissioner  is  still  uoappointed.    Last 
year  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
mentioned  the  difficulty  found  in  getting 
anyone  to  undertake  the  onerous  duty, 
more  especially  as  no  salary  is  attached 
to  it,  and  I  believe  thaf  difficulty  still 
exists.     I  would  like  to  suggest  to  the 
Government  that  they  should  have  in 
view   the   selection  of  some  gentleman 
who  will  be  able  to  effect  a  reform  in 
the  whole  system  of  examinations  which 
some  of  the  highest  authorities  in  educa- 
tional circles  think  it  necessary.     The 
complaint  made  is  that  the  system  of 
examination   in  vogue   is  based  abso- 
lutely on  the  practice  of  cram.     This  is 
not  due  to  the  gentlemen  who  carry  out 
the  examinations,  but  to  the  Commis- 
sioners.     If  you  compare  the  system 
with  that  carried  out  at  the  great  Uni* 
versities,  you  must  conclude  that  one  of 
them  must  be  absolutely  wrong,  so  dif- 
ferent are  the  two  in  principle.     The 
cram  system  does   not    obtain    at  the 
University  examinations,  but  in  the  Oivil 
^Service   examinations    that    system    is 
absolute,  and  for  Indian  appointments, 
for     instance,     the     examinations    are 
utterly  useless,  or  to  a  very  large  extent 
I  should  say.     The  men  who  should  be 
sent  out  to  England  are  those  of  the 
highest  education,  but  the  result  of  the 
cram  system  is  seen  in  the  falling  off  in 
this  class  of  appointments.     The  system 
is  purely  one  of  getting  so  many  marks. 
You  are  to  get  a  certain  number  of 
marks  in  certain  subjects,  but  if  you 
fail   in  any  one  you  can  make  up  the 
deficiency  in  another  subject,  perhaps 
ol  no  earthly  use  in  India.     History  I 
take  to  be  important  for  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice in  India,  but  it  only  obtains  300 
marks,  and  with  the  books  of  skilled 
crammers  the  amount  of  oram  zequired 


to  secure  this  number  of  marks  can  be 
got  through  in  six  weeks.  History  is  a 
branch  or  knowledge  in  which  those 
who  are  to  take  high  places  in  India 
should  be  well  founded,  but  if  candi- 
dates faU  in  that  they  can  take  up 
another  subject. 

The  CHA.IRMAN  :  The  subjects  are 
presented  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council ;  the  duties  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners  are  simply  those  of 
administration.  Thehon.  Member  there- 
fore would  be  travelling  beyond  the 
scope  of  discussion  of  the  Vote  in  criti- 
cizing the  character  of  the  examinations. 

Mb.  MOLLO  Y:  What  I  wanted  to  draw 
attention  to  was  the  desirability  of  some 
change  being  initiated,  more  especially 
by  the  gentleman  whose  appointment 
is  still  in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 
But  I  will  not  go  into  the  character  of 
the  examinations,  which  as  you  say  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State  ;  but 
I  was  under  the  impression  that  the 
method  of  examination  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Commissioners  who  formulated 
the  system  and  arranged  the  details.  I 
will  not  deviate  from  your  ruling,  but 
will  simply  point  out  to  the  Government 
the  desirability  in  the  appointment  of  a 
third  Commissioner  of  securing  the 
services  of  a  gentleman  capable  of  going 
into  the  whole  subject ;  with  a  view  to  a 
change  being  made,  which,  if  I  had  been 
permitted  to  go  on,  I  would  have  shown 
is  demanded  by  the  highest  educational 
authorities.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  go 
into  the  subject,  it  is  a  very  interesting 
one,  and  some  good  would  have  been 
effected,  I  hoped,  by  raising  the  discus- 
sion. I  confine  myself  to  the  expression 
of  a  desire  that  in  the  appointment  of 
the  third  Commissioner  selection  should 
be  made  of  one  capable  of  taking  a 
greater  interest  in  the  subject  from  a 
higher  standard  of  education  and  ex- 
perience than  is  to  be  found  in  the 
two  Commissioners  whoaie  now  carrying 
out  the  whole  of  the  work.  It  must  be 
admitted  that  these  two  gentleinen  are 
deficient  in  knowledge  upon  certain 
subjects  most  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
system  properly.  I  will  not  go  further 
into  the  subject  now,  but  I  hope  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will  not  refuse 
the  suggestion,  but  secure  in  the  new 
appointment  qualifications  in  which,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  the  Commissioners  are 
now  utterly  wanting. 
*Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  not  in  a  positioa 
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to  tOLj  anythine  as  to  the  appointmentt 
bat  I  will  t^e  care  that  the  riewa 
ezpreMed  are  pat  beiore  my  right  hon. 

Friend.      

«Mb.  J.  STUABT :  I  do  not  think  the 
CommiMioners  can  be  fairly  credited  with 
the  encouragement  of  a  syBtfun  of  cram. 
As  far  tLH  tnvefltigation  into  the  resalt  of 
the  ezami nations  has  gone  it  shows  that 
under  the  method  pursued  the  best  papils 
win,    those  best  taught  are  saccessfal. 
There  are  so  called  crammers  who  teach 
bad  I J  and  those  who  teach  exceedingly 
well,  but  in  either  case  there  is  more 
•access  among  the  papils  trained  iq  well 
managed  institutions.      It  would  be  a 
great    mistake,    however,    to    put    all 
crammers  into  one  class.     I  think  the 
Civil  Service   Commissioners   have  fol- 
lowed    a     very     sensible     line,     laid 
down  originally  in    the    Indian    Civil 
^Service,  as  to  subjects  to  be  examined 
in,    and  that   the    age  of  examination 
should  be  such  that  a  young  man  who 
fails  in  examination  should  not  feel  that 
his  life  is  from  that  moment  a  failure. 
The   object  is  to  make  selection  from 
candidates    according    to    measure    of 
general  education.     I  hope  that  in  spite 
of  all  criticism   they  will  persevere  in 
the  line  they  are  now  going,    although, 
of  course,  I  do  not  deny  there  are  ni^any 
details  that  might  be   modified.      The 
method,  I  think,  compares  favourably 
with  other  examinations.      A  couple  of 
months  is  certainly  too  long  an  interval 
between  examination  and  publication  of 
of  result.      8uch  a  time   could  not  be 
absorbed  wholly  in  the  work  of  examin- 
ing paperH,  but  must  be  partly  occupied 
in  something  anterior  to,  or  following 
after  that  work — official  correspondence 
or  something  of  that  kind.     I  am  sure 
if  the  examiners  take  up  this  time  in 
the    examination    of  papers,  then   the 
system  is  not  so  satisfactory  as  it  should 
be.     I  observe  there  is  a  decrease  on 
the  Vote  this  year,  an  unusual  charac- 
teristic, of  which  perhaps  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  can  give  some  explana- 
tion.    It  may  be  that  a  reduction  has 
been  made  in    the  payments  to   those 
who  are  called  in  to  assist  the  perma- 
nent staff  of  examiners ;  or  there  may 
bo    a    reduction    in    the    number    of 
examinations,  or  of  candidates.    I  think 
there  is  room  for  saving  money  in  the 
multiplicity    of    papers    that   are    fre- 
quently set.      As  to   the  point  raised 
by     the     hon.     Member      who     pre- 

Mr.Ji 


ceded  m«,  I  em  mmj  diat  I  dwaU  aot 
object  to  the  mppointiiMnt  of  m  tinri 
paid  CommiHianer,  if  we  omdd  aeeim 
certain    qoalifieationa     that     an    aot 
poeeemed — though  it  ia  not  their  lidt 
— by  the  existing  Gbminiaaionen.     It 
is   matter  of  regret  to    eweiyoae  who 
reviews  the  position  of  the  OaauniMOS. 
It  was  said  by  the  Fizat   Ijoid  of  Oe 
Treasury  last  year,  when  1    made  sqbm 
remarks  on  this  subject,  that  the  Ooa- 
missioners  did  not  xeqnira   to   set  tlM 
papers,  and  did  not  zeqoira  to  know  all 
subjects  upon  which  the    ezaminatioei 
they  superintended  took  place.     I  admit 
that,  but  it  is  no  answer  to  my  qnestioii, 
for  subjects  group  themaelTes,  and  oas 
of  these  groups  should  eertainly  be  ct 
scientifio  subjects,  and    the  foondatioa 
of   a    correct   opinion  aa   to    ectentifie 
papers  may  be  ndrly   made   by  a  maa 
who  is  fairly  acquainted  with  onehrandi 
of  science  but  not  of  otiiera.     But  ha 
has    a    fair    idea     of      the      lehdive 
merits  of   papers  that   mig'ht    be  set 
There  should  be  a  correlation  of  vaiioiu 
scientific  subjects,  and  how  far  either 
of  the  branches  of  sdenoe   should  be 
employed  as  an  eng;ine  of  examination, 
how  far  it  should  be  used  aa  a  test  of 
general  culture  and  for  discriminatiott, 
are  matters  to  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion in  framing  a  scheme  of  examinatian 
for  any  particular  group  of  candidates. 
The  Commissioners  rely  on  their  subor- 
dinates for  information  on  such  mattersi 
and    though    they    certainly    are  well 
served   by    them,   yet,   of   course,  the 
responsibility  attaches   to    themselTss. 
Last  year  I  found  fault  with  the  appoint- 
ment they  made,  though  not  with  the 
individual  appointed  or  with  his  ability ; 
but  I  feel  that  I  must  again  urge  on  ti^e 
Government  the  extreme  necessity  there 
is  of  supplying  this  want  among  the 
Commissioners,  the  best  plan,  prohiablyi 
being  the  appointment  of  a  paid  Com- 
missioner, who  should  be  placed  on  aU 
fours  with  the  rest.    I  ought,  also,  to 
express  the  confidence.  I  feel    in   the 
action  of  the  Civil  Service  CommissioOf 
not  only  in  regard  to  the  work  it  doeSi 
but  the  spirit  in  which  it  is  done. 
«Mb.  JACKSON :   The  hon.  Member 
has  alluded  to  the  decreased  cost  of  tiis 
Department,  and  I  desire  to  point  out 
that  it  is  not  due  to  any  decrease  in  the 
remuneration  paid  for  the  work,  but  to 
the    fact  that  examinations   have  not 
been  held  when  there  has  been  no  like- 
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lihood  for  vaoanoies.  The  ezamiDera 
are  paid  for  what  I  may  term  piece* 
work — that  is  to  say,  they  are  paid  for 
the  work  they  do. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Duhlin,  North):  I 
wish  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  Government  advertisements  in  Ire- 
land are  given  to  newspapers  supporting 
the  Government,  and  not  in  accordance 
with  the  position  or  circulation  of  those 
journals.  On  a  former  occasion  when  I 
called  attention  to  this  matter,  I  was 
fortunate  enough  to  obtain  a  promise 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that 
this  system  should  be  revised,  and  that 
if  it  were  shown  that  a  newspaper 
received  advertisements  to  which  it  was 
not  entitled  by  reason  of  its  circulation, 
a  change  should  be  made.  It  was 
unfortunate,  however,  that  I  placed  any 
reliance  in  that  promise,  for  I  find  that 
no  change  whatever  has  been  made  in 
the  system.  I  have  a  letter  from  a 
newspaper  proprietor  in  Ireland  com- 
plaining that  Government  advertise- 
ments are  given  to  a  paper  in  county 
Olare  which  has  only  a  circulation  of  a 
couple  of  score  or  so,  while  a  paper 
•circulating  3,000  or  4,000  copies  fails  to 

fet  them.  The  only  reason  for  this  is  to 
e  found  in  the  politics  of  the  news- 
papers— whether  it  is  a  Nationalist 
journal  or  an  organ  of  the  Tory  or 
Unionist  Party.  I  invite  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  explain  whether  any 
change  has  been  made,  and  if  not,  why 
not? 
«Mr.  JACKSON :  The  explanation  I 
have  to  give  is  that  since  the  time  the 
lion.  Gentleman  refers  to  there  has  been 
a  very  complete  change  in  the  method 
of  giving  advertisements.  Of  course, 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  can  know 
nothing  about  the  wants  or  requirements 
of  the  parties  to  whom  the  advertise- 
ments relate  or  of  the  particular  papers 
which  get  them;  and  at  the  present 
time,  instead  of  the  advertisements  being 
4ent  out  as  was  formerly  the  case  from 
the  central  office,  they  are  issued  by 
each  particular  Department  in  regard  to 
matters  relating  to  its  own  particular 
work.  For  instance,  the  War  Office 
sends  out  its  own  advertisements,  the 
Board  of  Trade  do  the  same,  and  so  on 
through  all  the  public  offices,  and  I 
believe  they  endeavour  to  select  the 
papers  most  likely  to  g^ve  efiPect  to  the 
advertisements  so  sent  out,  as  it  would 
be  absolutely  useless  to  advertise  in 


papers  not  likely  to  reach  those  for 
whom  the  advertisements  are  intended.'  ' 
Mb.  CLANCY :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
can  hardly  suppose  I  shall  be  satisfied 
with  the  answer  he  has  g^ven.  The 
only  change  that  seems  to  be  made  is  to 
allow  the  separate  Departments  to  send 
out  the  advertisements  instead  of  letting 
this  be  done  by  the  Central  Department, 
and  if  the  same  system  is  still  pursued 
I  am  afraid  the  change  made  is  no  im^ 
provement.  It  is  very  different  in 
England,  where  public  opinion  has 
greater  influence.  Under  the  system 
which  prevails  in  Ireland  every  little  rag 
of  a  Conservative  or  Unionist  paper  gets 
the  Government  advertisements,  while 
no  Nationalist  journal,  however  large 
its  circulation,  ever  gets  one.  It  is  use- 
less to  deny  the  facts,  as  I  can  give 
them  from  my  own  knowledge,  and  I 
am  not  disposed  to  pass  this  matter  over 
or  allow  it  to  go  without  protest.  I 
shall  certainly  divide  the  Committee^ 
unless  the  hon.  Gentleman  gives  me 
some  assurance  that  the  several  Depart* 
ments  which  he  can  influence  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  shall  make  a 
change  in  the  direction  of  giving  the 
advertisements  to  those  papers  which 
have  the  largest  circulation,  irrespective 
of  Party  politics. 

*Mr.  JACKSON :  I  beUeve  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  absolutely  and  entirely 
wrong.  He  says  there  has  been  no 
change,  and  I  assert,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
that  there  has  been  a  change.  With 
regard  to  the  advertisements  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners,  the  list  hat 
been  revised.  If  any  case  can  bd 
brought  forward  showing  the  necessity 
for  further  revision  I  have  not  the 
smallest  objection  to  consider  the  ctr* 
cumstances  and  lay  them  before  the 
Commissioners,  who,  of  course,  have 
only  one  object  in  view — ^namely,  to  ad- 
vertise in  those  papers  that  will  best  ciron* 
late  their  advertisements.  I  do  not  thmk 
the  hon.  Gentleman  can  reasonably  ask 
more  than  that.  He  has  made  a  general 
statement  that  no  Nationalist  paper 
receives  any  Gt)vemment  advertisement| 
and  I  believe  that  that  is  incorrect.  If 
he  will  put  before  me  a  case  in  which 
there  is  a  grievance,  I  will  bring  it 
before  the  Commissioners,  but  he  must 
see  that  otherwise  it  is  very  undesirable 
that  I  should  interfere  with  the  action 
of  Departments  charged  with  the 
sponslbility  of  selecting  the  newspaper 
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m«>nt:  ''Israed  on  Irt  April,  18^7, 
£96,845  7s.  'id."  That  is  a  coinddenoe 
I  will  Dot  attempt  to  explain — that  a 
fium  of  £96,000  remaining  nnissned  on 
the  laift  day  of  the  year  is  issued  the 
very  day  after.  I  want  tr>  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  this 
means,  and  whether  there  is  any  con- 
nection between  this  unissued  balance 
and  the  sums  alleged  to  be  savings  in 
the  various  branches  of  the  Civil  List, 
reminding  him  at  the  same  time  that 
the  duty  of  the  Department  is  declared 
by  Statute  to  be  to  report  to  the  House  as 
to  issues  made  on  account  of  the  Civil 
List,  with  reference  to  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment under  which  they  are  issued.  Why 
has  the  Auditor- General  not  reported 
in  respect  of  this  sum  ?  Why  has  he 
not  told  us  what  the  balance  means,  and 
under  what  provision  of  the  Statute  the 
issue  has  taken  place  ?  There  is  another 
matter  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  attention.  We  had  some 
controversy  about  the  amount  of  infor- 
mation it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  lay  before  the  House  on  this  matter, 
And  I  alleged  it  had  been  the  practice  of 
the  House  in  former  years  to  state 
•every  year  the  amount  of  the  saving 
which  hdA  accrued  in  the  various 
branches  of  the  Civil  List.  I  will  now 
read  the  passage  from  Lord  Brougham's 
speech  which  put  an  end  to  this  system. 
Lord  Brougham,  asking  for  informa- 
tion, said : — 

**  Ho  held  in  his  hand  a  paper  which  had 
>>oen  prcKonted  to  l*arliament  being  the  Reve- 
nue Itoturns  for  the  year  which  showed  the 
saving  effected  in  the  expenditure  of  the  Civil 
List  to  lie  £38,000." 

I  suppose  the  revenue  accounts  corre- 
"  ^ponded  with  the  Keport  with  reference 
to  the  Consolidated  Fund  which  the 
Auditor-General  annually  presented  to 
Parliament.  Why  should  this  not  have 
-continued?  Why  should  the  House 
not  be  put  in  the  possession  of  the  in- 
formation which  it  had  up  to  1850? 
Although  I  have  had  considerable  diffi- 
culty in  ascertaining  the  meaning  of 
the  items  in  these  financial  accounts, 
which  seem  designed  to  baffle  Members 
of  this  House,  I  think  I  have  made 
clear  the  information  I  solicit  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  on  the  present 
oc(!aflion 

♦Mh.  JACKSON :  I  believe,  though  I 
will  not  pledge  myself  definitely,  that 


the  hon.  diat  Ae  jnr  d 

the  ava  \     I  ;  on  Slat  Mjui^ 

with  the  ominmiy  i  eud  year,  M  « 
3l8t  Dee.  Stnee  the  matter  vat  M 
discussed  I  have  earafully  inquirad  nil 
the  manner  in  which  the  eoooanli  an 
audited,  and  I  am  aUe  to  aasore  fli 
Committee  that  the  aoooonta  Ibr  fli 
past  five  years  show  that  the  total  im 
of  £385,000  baa  been  iaaoed,  and  fli 
position  of  the  Government  ia  that  eo  kng 
as  the  sum  is  not  exceeded  there  if  lo 
surrender  of  any  portion  di  it.  Tha 
position  the  Gh>Temment  haTe  taken  ^ 
in  the  matter  ia  the  poaition  that  hai 
been  always  held  bj  variona  Oofoife- 
menta — ^viz.,  that  if  the  amount  wtiA. 
is  issued  from  the  Exchequer  does  wk 
exceed  £385,000  in  the  year  there  a 
no  surrender. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  With  refenaoa 
to  the  statement  that  the  financial  yeen 
do  not  coincide,  I  would  point  out  that 
Section  21  of  the  Act  aaja  that  fta 
Treasury  shall  cause  an  account  to  ba 
prepared  showing  the  iaane  made  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund  in  the  finanoial 
year  ended  Slat  March.  Ify  qneatioa 
is,  how  it  comes  about  that  the  i^tha""* 
of  the  unissued  balanoee  on  the  Giffl 
List  is  so  abnormally  large,  whereas  it 
is  so  triflinff,  and  sometimea  non-eziat- 
ent,  on  other  accounts?  I  also  aak 
whether  the  unissued  balancee  being 
paid  out  at  the  beginning  of  a  new 
year  has  anything  to  do  with  aavinga 
on  any  branches  of  the  Civil  Liat  ? 
«Mr.  JACKSON :  No,  Sir ;  what  tiia 
hon.  Geotlemau  says  is  not  inoonaiatent 
with  my  statement.  The  uniaaaed 
balance  on  Slst  March  relates  to  a  year 
that  ends  3l8t  December.  If  the 
amount  issued  does  not  exceed  tha 
£385,000  the  Government  hold  that 
they  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  Ex- 
penditure beyond  dealing  with  it  in  the 
manner  in  which  the  statute  lays  down. 
The  accounts  are  audited  by  the  auditor 
of  the  Civil  list,  and  the  amount  tha 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to  ia  a 
balance  no  doubt  outstanding  at  the  Slst 
March  in  the  Paymaster  (Jeneral'a 
hands.  I  think  everything  ia  aatiafied 
if  the  Committee  is  assured  that  the 
issues  do  not  exceed  £385,000,  and 
whether  on  a  particular  day  there  was 
an  amount  outstanding  or  not  doea  not 
seem  relevant  to  the  question.  I  am 
not  able  to  give  any  information  as  to 


Ihe  explanation  of  the  point  raised  by !  what  the  actual   balance  in  any  par- 
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tioular  year  may  have  been  but  the  total 
earn  I  have  mentioiied  has  not  been 
exceeded. 

Mr.  E.EOBERTSON  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  given  me  an  answer  which  is 
relevant  not  to  the  question  I  put  to  him 
but  to  the  question  the  Gt>vemment 
were  unable  to  answer  on  a  former  occa- 
sion. I  do  not  admit  the  accuracy  of  the 
contention  that  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  limited  to  seeing  that  the  total 
expenditure  is  not  exceeded ;  but  that 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  explained 
how  the  audit  of  this  Department  does 
not  extend  to  the  Oivil  List  in  the  same 
way  as  it  does  to  other  Items.  He  has 
not  explained  the  anomaly  that  a  very 
large  outstanding  balance  at  the  end  of 
the  year  is  immediately  paid  out  at  the 
beginning  of  the  next  year.  Because 
my  questions  have  not  been  answered  I 
shall  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£1,000. 

Motion  made  and  Question  put, 
'^That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £44,882, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — 
(J^r.  Edmund  Rohert9(m.) 

The  C'^mmittee  divided ;  Ayes,  8 1 ; 
Noes,  161.     f^Div.  List.  No.  10 1) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

*Mb.  hartley  (Islington.  North) : 
I  should  like  to  have  some  information 
or  explanation  as  to  the  large  proportion 
•of  the  non-effective  Vote  which  stands 
at  £16,900  while  the  salaries  are 
£56,000. 

*Mb.  JACKSON:  I  have  not  the 
details  at  hand,  but  I  would  point  out 
that  the  sum  named  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber g^es  back  a  considerable  number  of 
years. 

*Mb.  hartley  :  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  that  the  non-effective 
live  so  very  long  that  they  never  dis- 
appear from  the  Hst  ? 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

6.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,887,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
Dbcessary  to  defray  the  charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3 1  St  day  of  March  1890,  for  the  salaries  and 
expenses  of  the  Registry  of  Friendly  Societies." 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton);: 
In  moving  the  reduction  of  this  Vote  by 
the  sum  of  £1,000  from  the  salary  of 


the  Ohief  Eegistrar  I  have  to  submit  to 
the  Committee  an  exceedingly  curioos 
state  of  things.  Under  Section  10  sub- 
Section  B  of  the  Friendly  Societies  Act 
of  1885,  among  other  things  the 
Registrar  was  authorized  to  collect  from 
the  Returns  made  to  him  under  the  Act 
information  which  he  was  to  communi* 
oate  to  particular  persons.  In  the 
examination  of  the  Registrar  last  year 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House,  he 
admitted  that  from  1876  until  that 
moment  he  had  never  done  anything 
whatever  under  that  section  of  the 
Act.  At  first  in  answer  to  a  question  from 
myself  he  said  it  was  doubtful  whether 
the  section  would  bear  the  construction 
of  authorizing  him  to  communicate  to 
particular  persons,  but  on  being  pressed 
by  me,  he  admitted  in  answer  No.  94tfy 
that  there  was  no  doubt  he  might  have 
done  it  if  he  had  thought  fit ;  but  he 
suggested  that  funds  had  not  been  forth- 
coming. Examined  as  to  whether  he 
had  ever  applied  to  the  Treasury  for 
funds  and  had  been  refused,  he  admitted 
that  he  Jiad  never  done  so,  and  in 
another  answer  he  said  ''It  is  entirely 
on  my  own  responsibility  that  this  has 
happened."  Under  a  most  valuable  pro- 
vision of  the  Act,  the  Registrar  might 
have  communicated  to  the  working  men 
whenever  he  had  knowledge  of  a  society 
being  in  a  state  of  insolvency,  but  he 
has  over  and  over  again  neglected  to 
perform  that  duty.  He  admitted  that 
**in  1875  a  society  called  the  United  In- 
surance Society  returned  a  deficiency  of 
over  £53,000."  The  Registrar  admitted 
it  was  brought  to  his  knowledge  in  1877, 
and  it  was  as  a  matter  of  fact  brought 
to  his  knowiedee  with  a  view  to  a 
prosecution.  The  society  numbered 
148,000  members,  and  in  1883  all  those 
people  lost  every  farthing  they  had 
invested  in  it.  Mr.  Sutton  told  us  that 
he  had  specially  reported  the  matter  to 
the  Ohief  Registrar  in  the  hope  that 
something  of  a  stringent  character  would 
be  done.  Year  by  year  returns  were 
made  to  the  Registrar  of  Friendly 
Societies,  and  the  people,  knowing  those 
returns  were  being  made,  presumedi 
and  rightly  presumed,  that  if  there  had 
been  evidence  of  insolvency  the  Regis- 
trar would  have  made  it  known.  Un- 
fortunately this  case  is  only  a  sample. 
There  have  been  forgery  and  stealing  oV 
bonds,  and  those  things  were  brought  ' 
the  notice  of  the  Ohief  Registrar  0 
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to  the    matter,    and  to    ask    whether 
they   cannot  see  their  way  to  makin^ic 
special  exceptions  in  the  case  of  Friendly 
Societies;    or,    at   any    rate,    to    bear 
in    mind    that   the   conduct    of   these 
societies  is  entrusted  to  working  men 
who  cannot  be  always  relied  upon  to 
be  perfectly  quick   in  the  assertion  of 
their  claims,  and  that  they  will  modify 
and    simplify  the  process   of  claiming 
exemption  as  far  as  possible. 
♦Mr.  Q080HEN:  The  attention  of  the 
Treasury    has    been     directed    to    the 
matter,  but  the  Committee  will  see  that 
it  is  difficult  to  deal  with  a  particular 
body  of  men.     There  are  various  ways 
in  which  working  men  are  associated 
together,   and  in    which    they  possess 
investments,    and    the     question     has 
caused    considerable    anxiety    in    the 
Inland  Revenue  Office  as  well  as  among 
working  men.     I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  we  are  anxious  to  save 
the  working  men  all  the  trouble  pos- 
sible. 

Original  question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

7.  £10,934,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Land  Commissioners  for  England. 

Motion  made,  and  question  proposed, 

<<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £133,823,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  charge  wnich  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the  salaries 
and  expenses  of  the  Local  GK>vemment  Board.*' 

*Mb.  JAMES  STUAET :  There  is 
a  matter  which  I  wish  to  bring  under 
the  notice  of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  I  have 
already  asked  several  questions  in  re- 
gard to  the  inspection  of  workhouse 
schools.  At  one  time  in  the  640  or  650 
unions  in  this  country  there  were  schools 
connected    with   the    workhouses,   but 

Gradually  of  late  years  they  have 
ecome  separated  from  the  workhouses 
so  that  now  considerably  less  than  one- 
half  of  the  Poor  Law  schools  are  work- 
house schools.  That  operation  is  goingon 
pretty  rapidly.  Somethinglike  five  years 
agpo  there  were  300  workhouse  schools, 
now  I  think  there  are  not  many  more 
than  200.  The  schools  that  have  been 
established  in  lieu  of  workhouse  schools 
are  called  separate  or  district  schools. 
In  the  metropolis  I  believe,  with  the 
exception  of  Mile  End,  they  are  all 
separate  or  district  schools.  The  children 
connected    with   the    workhouse      are 

Mr.  W.  WoodaU 


tanght    in    the     aohoola,    whieh    lor 
the  most  part  have  distinct  masters  ui 
mistresses.    In  many  places  homes  ut 
now  being  erected    in  oonneotion  wiA 
Poor  Law  unions,  and  in  those  hooHi 
the  children   are   maintained   and  nt 
sent  from  them   to    these  separate  ot 
district  schools,  just  as  they  would  g» 
to    any    public    elemental^'    sohool  if 
they  were  not  paupers.      xTow  I  wiih 
to    call    attention    to    the  position  ol 
the  teachers  in  connection  with  sepsrsto 
schools   and  with  workhouse    sohoolt. 
The  children  are  actually   under  four 
Inspectors.    There  is  the  Superintsndsst 
Inspector  of  Local  Gkyyemment  Board; 
there  is  his  assistant,  there  is  a  Medicsl 
Inspector    and  there    is   a  School  hi- 
speotor.     Some  years  agpo,  in  the  ysv 
1874    or   thereabouts,   a  recommenda- 
tion was  made  that  the  schools  shoold 
be  wholly  placed  under  the  Education 
Inspectors   of  the  Poor  Law   Depart- 
ment, and  of  course,  under  the  Meoieal 
Inspector,  but  it  was  not  carried  into 
effect,  owing,  I  suppose,  to   the  change 
of  Government  which  took  place  at  the 
time.    So  far,  as  Medical  Xnspeotor  is 
concerned,  it  is  not  necessary   to  take 
that  into  consideration.     We  all  sgrse 
that   the    children    should    be     under 
Medical  Inspection,  but   the  object  of 
my  remarks  is  to  ask  that  the  children 
so  far  as  the  school  is  ooncemed,  should 
be  placed  wholly  under  the  Inapeetw 
of  the  Education  Department  of  the 
Privy    Council.       Now     that     is    the 
proposal  which  I  put  in  the  questioa 
I  asked  of  the  Local  GK>yemment  Board 
a  short  time  ago.     The  proposal  that 
has  been  made  by  certain  boards  of 
Quardians,   or    rather,    by    the    Oom* 
mittees  of  certain  Boards  of  Guardiant, 
is    that    separate    or    district    schools 
should  be  placed,  so  far  as  the  sdhools 
and  childr^  in  them  are  concerned, 
under  the  inspection  of  the   Eduoatioii 
Department,    and    that    their    sohoolt 
should  be  treated  in  all  respects  as  if 
they   were  public  elementary  sohcdis. 
The  difference  in  their  position  wooU 
think  that  the  Inspector  who  looks  after 
the    education  in    these  schools  would 
not  be  answerable  to  the  same  Depart- 
ment as  other  Inspectors,  namely,  the 
Poor  Law  Department,  but  that  he  would 
be    answerable  to  a  different  Depart- 
ment, the  Education  Department.    The 
President  of    the    Local    Gk>Temmsat 
Board    stated     that    difficulty    might 
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arise  from  the  clashing  of  the  two  De- 
uartments,  and  that  the  ezperimeiit  has 
been  tried  and  failed.  I  admit  the  force 
of  the  former  argument,  bat  I  deny  that 
any  proper  attempt  has  been  made  in 
the  direction  I  suggest.  What  was  done 
in  that  direction  was  not  an  experiment. 
It  was  due  to  the  natural  growth  of 
things  that  the  inspection  in  early  days 
should  be  under  the  Education  De- 
partment. Under  the  Poor  Law  of  fifty 
years  ago,  workhouse  schools  were 
practically  non-existent,  they  were 
created  under  miserable  circumstances, 
the  teachers  were  of  a  very  poor  class, 
and  yery  often  were  paupers  fit  for 
nothing  else,  and  the  children  were 
consequently  taught  nothing.  There 
was  no  way  of  getting  anything  like 
order  into  this  miserable  system 
except  by  the  intervention  of  the  Edu- 
cation Department  of  the  time.  That 
was,  of  course,  before  the  Act  of  1870. 
The  Education  Department  did  inter- 
vene in  order  to  secure  that  there  should 
be  competent  teachers.  The  system  was 
abandoned  because  of  departmental 
difficulties.  But  now  you  must  re- 
member, in  dealing  with  the  teachers, 
that  you  are  dealing  with  a  set  of 
persons  who  are  fulfilling  their  special 
functions  in  special  builaings,  ana  who 
can  without  difficulty  be  under  a  differ- 
ent Department.  There  are  now  only 
200  schools  practically  of  the  workhouse 
type,  and  of  this  number  many  of  them 
are  connected  with  small  workhouses 
where  matters  could  be  very  easily 
arranged.  The  majority  of  children,  as 
I  have  indicated,  are  being  educated 
in  separate  or  ^iistrict  schools  under  the 
management  of  Boards  of  Guardians, 
whose  Committee  stand  in  exactly  the 
same  position  as  the  School  Manage- 
ment Committee.  Now,  therefore,  if 
you  have  an  Education  Inspector  under 
the  Education  Department,  you  have 
only  a  residual  number  in  which  any 
departmental  difficulty  could  arise. 
The  question  may  be  asked,  What 
is  the  reason  of  this  proposed 
change?  Now,  first,  what  I  want  to 
impress  upon  the  Committee  is  this — 
that  the  matter  I  am  bringing  before  it 
refers  to  a  very  consideraole  number  of 
children,  I  think  something  like  30,000 ; 
and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  to  something 
like  800  teachers.  I  will  first  take  the 
case  of  the  teachers.  We  have  consider- 
able difficulty  in  getting  good  teachers 


for  the  Workhouse  Poor  Law  Schoola 
under    the    existing    arrangement.      I 
believe    that    up    to   the   present    the 
Education    Department    have    refuseil 
to  give  teachers  their  parchments  until 
they  have  left  the  Poor  Law  Depart- 
ment, and  have  come  under  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  and  the  result  is  that 
when  a  Committee  of  Guardians  or  of 
a  separate  or  district  school  seek,  as  I  am 
sure  they  do,  to  get  good  teachers,  they  are 
met  with  the  difficulty  that  the  teacher 
has  not  been  with  them  many  months*- 
before  he  finds  that  he  cannot  get  his* 
parchment,  and  that  he  must  either  re- 
main a  member  of  a  limited  and  narrow 
and  less  well  paid  st^ction  of  the  educa- 
ting community,  or  that  he  must  leave 
his  appointment  as  quickly  as  he  can 
in  order  to  come  unaer  the  Education 
Department.    This  makes  it  difficult  not 
only  to  obtain,  but  also  to  retain   the 
service  of  teachers  of  the  best  kind.     I 
believe  I  am  right  in  saying  that  the 
President    of    the    Local    Government 
Board    has    received  from   the   North 
Surrey   School  managers    a   memorial 
which  sets  forth  that  the  salaries  paid 
to  teachers  in  Poor  Law   Schools  are^ 
practically  the  same  as  when  they  were- 
originally  fixed  more  than  40  years  ago ; 
that  the  highest  salaries  obtainable  by 
these    teachers    are    £60   a  year  with 
board  and  lodging ;  that  since  the  pas- 
sing   of    the   Education  Act  in   1870^ 
teachers  under  the  Education  Depart- 
ment   have    been    able    to    command 
salaries  of  £400  a-year  and  upwards  for 
doing  precisely  the  same  work  as  is  done- 
by  teachers  in  Poor  Law  Schools,  and 
the  result  is  that  the  Poor  Law  Schools 
have  to  be  content  with  such  teachers 
as  fail  to  obtain  the  better  appointments* 
under  the  Education  Department,  and 
who  are  unable  to  obtain  parchment 
certificates  unless  they  leave  the  Poor 
Law  Schools  and  take  service  under  the 
Education  Department.     The  managers' 
of  the  North  Surrey  Schools,  therefore, 
ask  that  the  salaries  of  these  teachenr 
should  be  brought  up  to  the  standard 
which  exists  under  the  Education  De* 
partment,    and    that    the    Poor    Law 
teachers  should  be  placed  on  the  same 
terms  as  regards  certificates  as  teachers 
under  that  department.    The  object  of 
these  gentlemen  is  to  obtain  the  services 
of  reallv  competent  teachers,  and  tb.^«^ 
proposal  in  part  covers  the  ground  oC  ^^^^^^ 
proposal  wmch  I  am  now  makings   ^^^ 
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which    has    also   been   made    by    the 
Shoreditch  Board  of  Quardians,  who  are 
-establishing    one  of  those  cottage    ar- 
Tangements  in   the  neighbourhood    of 
London  for  their  children,  and  who  are 
putting  up  a  school  which  they  desire 
to  be  in  every  way  of  the  best  character. 
They  say  that  the  services  of  teachers 
in  Poor  Law  Schools  are  not  recognized 
by   the   Education   Department  in  the 
«ame  way  as  those  of  the  Department's 
own  teachers,  and  the  result  is  that  the 
most  efficient  and  best  trained  teachers 
will    not    take  appointments  in  these 
schools,    which  cons^^quently  have   not 
the    advantage    of    that    contact    and 
touch    with    the     general     educational 
sentiment    of    the   country,    which     it 
is    desirable   that   they    should     have. 
Now,  my  proposal  is  that  these  schools 
should    be  placed  under  the  Education 
Department.  The  Shoreditch  Guardians 
— and   I    agree    with    them — want    to 
bring  the  whole  of  these  schools  under 
the  same  system  as  the  public  elemen- 
tary schools  on  this  account,  that  you 
would  get  the  same  inspection  and  the 
same  standard  of   teaching.     And  we 
advocate  this  in   the    interests  of    the 
children  themselves.     We  desire — and, 
I  believe,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  also 
desire,  for  this  is  no  party  matter — to 
see  the  workhouse  taint  removed  from 
these    pauper    children.     I  appeal   in 
this  matter  to    the    President   of    the 
Local  Government  Board,  who  has  very 
large  and  wide- minded  views  on  sub- 
jects of  this  nature,  and  I  am  sure  no 
one  desires  more  than  he  to  secure  the 
removal  of  this  workhouse  taint.     That 
is  now  being  done  as  much  as  possible, 
for  a  number  of  unions  send  their  chil 
dron  to  public  elementary  schools  in  the 
neighbourhood,  and  thus,  as  far  as  edu- 
cation is  concerned,  bring  them  entirely 
under    the   control    of  the    Education 
Department.       And  again,    where  the 
children    are   maintained     in     cottage 
homes    provided    by    the    Poor    Law 
Authorities  }ou  liave  precisely  the  same 
state  of  things,  viz.,  the  children  going 
to  school  and  coming  back  to  the  Work- 
houee  Authorities  as  to  their  home ;  and 
no  more  argument  can  be  urged  against 
putting  these  separate  schools  under  the 
jBducation    Department    than    against 
allowing  the  children  to  go  to  schools 
under  that  Department.     It  seems  to  me 
it  would  be  a  lamentable  thing  if  de- 
partmental difficulties  with   permanent 
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offioiala  were  to  be  allowed  to  stand  is 
the  way  of  canyin^  oot  this  refom, 
and  I  do  urge  on  the  PraadflBfc 
of  the  Local  Gt>Temineiit  Bond 
to  take  steps  with  a  view  to 
providing  for  the  Poor  Iiaw  cfaildns 
education  which  shall  boon  a  level  witk 
the  general  elementaxy  education  dtb 
country,  and  which  shall  enable  tlMD* 
as  far  as  possible,  to  rise  oat  of  the  AtOr 
ation  into  whidi,  thzoogh  no  taSX  d 
their  own,  they  have  fallen.  I  mge 
upon  him  and  npon  the  Education  m- 
partment  the  careful  oonsideratios  of 
the  step  I  have  indicated.  It  will  mako 
no  difference  ultimately  io  the  chaigoi 
that  come  upon  the  nation.  It  may  bo 
that  the  oharffes  for  Bduoation  of  panpir 
children  would  come  luider  the  lidiies- 
tion  Vote  instead  of  the  Poor  Law  Toti^ 
but  that  makes  no  real  difference^  for  is 
both  cases  the  charffes  have  to  be  psid 
by  the  nation.  And  while  there  would 
be  no  increase  of  cost,  you  would  ensun 
the  employment  of  a  more  efficient  dsM 
of  teachers.  In  order  to  give  the  matter 
a  definite  form,  Sir,  I  beff  to  move  tiio 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £  100. 

Motion  made,  and  Questioo  pot, 
'*  That  Item  O,  Inspector  of  Workhouse 
Schools,  Salaries,  be  reduced  by  £100." 
— {Mr.  Jaime%  Stuturt). 

*Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) :  I  rise  to  support  the  suraestioii 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite.  The  time 
has  come  when  there  should  be  only  one 
standard  for  the  education  of  all 
children  of  the  same  class.  It  is, 
in  my  opinion,  an  anomaly  that 
the  children  of  one  section  of  the 
labouring  classes  should  be  under  one 
Department  for  educational  purposes, 
and  the  children  of  another  sectioD 
under  another  Department.  It  is 
no  doubt  a  departmental  difficulty 
which  has  caused  the  present  anomalous 
condition,  but  I  believe  that  if  the 
heads  of  Departments  would  put  their 
heads  together  they  woula  easily 
arrive  at  a  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty. I  may  just  add  that 
this  is  a  matter  which  affects  not 
only  the  interests  of  the  children,  but 
also  those  of  the  teachers,  who  ought 
not  to  be  placed  under  the  disadvantages 
which  now  affect  them.  The  teachen 
of  these  large  pauper  schools — 
male  and  female — are,  as  a  class,  ver^ 
good ;  and  if  any  class  of  teachers  needi 
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encoaragemmit  from  the  GkiremnMnt,  it 
it  this  dass  who  have  to  deal  with  chil- 
dren where  education  requires  especial 
Tigour  and  brightness.  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  the  present  state  of  things 
oould  be  altered. 

♦Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) :  It 
is  true  that  there  are  some  80,000  of 
these  children  now  being  brought  up  in 
workhouse  and  district  schools ;  in  the 
former  22,600,  and  in  the  latter  7,500, 1 
believe.  I  have  felt  for  many  years  that 
these  children  should  be  taken  from 
complete  living,  so  to  speak,  amongst 
themselves.  You  get  a  number  of  these 
children  of  the  same  unfortunate  class  ; 
they  live  in  the  workhouse  by  them- 
selves; all  their  surroundings  contain 
the  pauper  element ;  they  become  list- 
less and  apathetic,  and  it  is  extremely 
difficult  to  instil  into  them  the  feelinofs 
and  aspirations  of  children  more  happuy 
circumstanced.  I  consider  the  st^  of 
taking  these  children  from  the  work- 
house and  sending  them  into  elementary 
schools  is  one  of  me  best  possible  steps. 
I  believe  those  who  have  studied  me 
Eeports  of  the  Inspectors  of  Poor  Law 
schools  will  bear  me  out  when  I  say  that 
one  great  effort  is  to  make  these  chil- 
dren at  all  like  ordinary  children.  This 
is  the  effect  of  their  pauper  surround- 
ings, and  I  therefore  strongly  urge  on 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  much  more  active  steps 
should  be  taken  to  remove  the  children 
from  the  workhouses  and  bring  them 
more  into  contact  with  ordinary  children 
both  for  instruction  and  for  play. 
I  believe  the  system  of  boarding  the 
children  out  in  houses  on  the  small 
village  system  is  infinitely  the  better  plan 
than  even  that  of  separate  workhouse 
schools,  and  I  am  anxious  to  see  these 
30,000  children  brought  under  the  influ- 
ence not  only  of  education,  but  of  other 
children.  I  hope,  therefore,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
will  see  his  way  to  get  rid  of  these  200 
workhouse  schools. 

*Mr.  EITOHIE  :  It  is  hardly  necessary 
for  me  to  assure  the  Committee  that  my 
sympathies  are  entirely  in  the  direction 
of  those  who  have  expressed  their  great 
desire  that  children  who  unhappily  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  Poor  Law 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  removed 
from  the  unfortunate  influences  which 
purroond  them  in  our  workhouses.  I 
I  ntirely  agree  with  my  hon.  IViend  who 
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spoke  last,  that  it  is  most  desirable  tfaait 
the  educational  means  to  be  adopted  in 
reference  to  these  children  should  not 
only  be  removed  from  the  workhouse 
and  workhouse  schools  as  far  as  possible, 
but  that  every  encouragement  should  be 
given  for  the  education  of  these  children 
in  public  elementary  schools,  so  that 
they  may  associate  with  other  children, 
and  have  no  connection  whatever  with 
the  Poor  Law,  but  assimilate  themselves 
both  in  education  and  enjoyment  witlk 
children  who  are  in  a  more  fortunate 
position  of  life.  It  is  satisfactory  to 
know  that  there  has  been  a  ^at  in- 
crease in  the  separate  and  district  school 
system,  and  it  is  also  a  satisfactory 
feature  that  the  number  of  children 
who  are  educated  in  the  public  ele- 
mentary schools  has  also  ilEurgely  in- 
creased. I  can  conceive  nothing  more 
unsatisfactory  than  that  younff  children 
should  be  l^pt  within  the  Dare  and 
blank  walls  and  dreary  surroundings  of 
the  workhouse ;  the  more  they  are  re- 
moved from  such  an  atmosphere  the 
more  good  will  be  done  to  them  and  the 
general  community.  As  far  as  the 
policy  of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 
IS  concerned,  we  desire  to  give  every 
encouragement  to  the  system  of  district 
and  separate  schools,  and  to  extending 
and  developing  education  in  the  public 
elementaiy  schools.  It  has  been  argued 
with  considerable  plausibility  that  there 
should  be  only  one  system  of  inspection 
and  one  Inspector,  that  the  Inspector  of 
the  Education  Department  shotud  have 
control  of  the  connection  of  children 
both  in  Poor  Law  and  other  schools. 
But  everybody  must  admit  that  it  is 
very  unsatisfactory  to  have  a  sort  of 
dual  control  over  the  children  who  are 
committed  to  the  charge  of  Boards  of 
Guardians.  The  result  would  be  that 
ifistead  of  Beports  on  the  condition  of 
these  children  being  sent  direct  to  the 
Government  Department,  who  are 
responsible  for  tne  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law  in  all  its  branches,  the 
Beports  would  have  to  go  to  the  Educa- 
tion Department  and  be  transmitted 
from  the  Education  Department  to  the 
Local  Qovemment  Boara.  That  is  not 
a  system  which  would  work  well  or  be 
satisfactory  to  the  Local  QovemmeiLt 
Board.  If  the  Local  (Government  ^B^"^ 
is  to  be  the  controlling  body  with* 
ence  to  Poor  Law  matteia,  I  do 
how  Parliamefi^  otto.  ^xxj^donaly 
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The  SOUdTOB  GENERAL  vok 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Maddiv,  DabUn  Uni- 
▼ertity) :  I  did  not  object  to  the  Second 
Beading  of  this  Bill.  The  objeddonB  the 
Oovemment  entertain  are  met  by  the 
Amendments  of  which  I  have  given 
notice.  I  desire  that  these  should  be 
fairly  considered,  and  now  beg  to  move 
that  you,  Sir,  report  progress. 

Oommittee  report  progress;  to  sit 
again  on  Monday  next. 

SUBBiARINB    TELEGRAPH   CONTRACT 
(HALIFAX  AND  BERMUDA). 

♦Tub  SEORETABY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaoksow,  Leeds,  N.) :  In 
moving  the  approval  of  this  contxaot  it 
mav  be  convenient  that  I  should  make 
a  short  explanation  to  the  House  of  the 
circumstances  that  led  to  its  being  made. 
It  is  proposed  to  subsidize  a  cable 
which  is  to  be  laid  from  Halifax  to 
Bermuda,  so  providing  a  means  of  rapid 
communication  with  the  Island  of  Ber- 
muda, which  is  very  important  from  a 
military  a  naval  and  a  Oolonial  point 
of  view.  The  question  has  been  con- 
sidered for  a  good  many  years  and  by 
several  Qovemments.  The  War  Office, 
the  Admiralty,  the  Colonial  Office,  and 
the  Boyal  Commission  on  National  De- 
fence wl^ich  sat  in  1880  have  all  strongly 
reported  in  favour  of  the  absolute 
necessity  of  providing  this  means  of 
communication,  and  one  of  the  con- 
ditions laid  down  is  that  the  communi- 
cation should  be  direct  between  the 
two  points  of  British  territory,  Halifax 
4nd  Bermuda.  At  present  the  only 
means  of  communication  is  bv  the 
fortnightly  mail  service.  In  former 
times  the  mail  service  was  subsidized  at 
a  cost  of  £17»o00  a-vear,  and  when 
it  was  proposed  that  telegraphic 
communication  should  be  obtained,  it 
was  pointed  out  that  this  question 
i\>uld  hardly  be  considered  so  long  as 
tho  large  subsidy  to  the  Mail  Service 
was  continued.  Tenders  were  invited 
on  the  expiration  of  the  Mail  Service 
cvmtrai't  which  resulted  in  a  reduction 
of  the  £  1 7.5W  to  )l  1 4,500  a-year.  This 
was  not  thought  satisfactory  and  the 
service  was  discontinued  in  18j$5  when 
tenders  for  a  cable  were  called  for  and 
several  received.  At  that  time»  however, 
it  was  felt  that  the  sudsidy  deooanded, 
was  higher  thaa  ought  to  &•  paid,  and 
the  question  w«iaIlowed  to  sleep  for  a 


time  until  further  pxeMnie  was  biought 
to  bear  showing  toe  nooiemAty  txa  aome 
means  of  communication,  becaiueasthe 
House  is  aware,  there  is  a  very  large 
naval  and  military  establishment  at  Ber- 
muda, and  in  cases  of  emergency  and 
indeed,  even  in  times  of  peace,  the 
necessity  is  obvious,  for  Burmuda  is  the 
central  point  of  the  North  Amerioao  and 
West  India  stations.  The  ocoasion  often 
arises  for  rapid  communicatioii  between 
these  two  points.  I  have  no  desire  to 
detain  the  House  or  I  might  give  several 
instances.  In  one  case  a  ship  was 
leaving  Burmuda  and  it  was  desired  to 
order  her  to  Venezuela,  but  she  could 
not  be  communicated  with  until  die 
arrived  at  Halifax  and  then  there  was 
all  the  delay  of  die  voyage  baok.  It  is 
not  necessaxy  for  me  to  insist  on  the 
point  of  necessity,  it  is  admitted  by  all 
authorities  concerned.  Tenders  were 
called  for  in  1885,  and  those  received 
are  set  forth  in  the  Treasury  minutes 
before  the  House.  The  question  has 
been  considered  by  successive  Qovem- 
ments, and  all  have  agreed  in  the  neces- 
sity of  est  ablishing  telegraphic  communi- 
cation between  Halifax  and  Bermada. 
The  subject  has  received  the  most  careful 
consideration,  not  only  of  the  Treasoxy 
but  of  the  Post  Office  and  Telagraph 
Department,  the  War  Office,  the  Ad- 
miralty, aud  the  Oolonial  Office.  After 
considerable  discussion,  they  all  agreed 
it  was  desirable  this  cable  ■K^fflild  be 
laid,  and  that  it  should  be  offered  to 
public  competition.  It  may  be  that 
some  hon.  Members  will  hold  the  ofMnioa 
that  the  GK>vemment  might  have  laid 
the  cable  and  worked  it  themselves,  but 
I  think  that  anyone  who  carefully  eosi- 
siders  this  question  will  see  that  there 
are  very  strong  financial  objeetEonB  to 
that  course.  It  is  tme^  no  doubt,  that 
the  Qovemment  could  probably  bonow 
money  on  better  terms  than  a  eompaay 
could  obtain  it,  but  at  the  same  *»ini^  it 
must  be  obvious  the  cost  of  »-^i-»i^nfBf 
and  working  a  cable  which  aaly  fonns  a 
link  in  a  complete  service  moat  be  very 
much  greater  than  the  cost  of  working 
a  cable  by  a  company  i^.  cooBeetiaii.  with 
other  services ;  and  I  believe  that  it  m 
proposed  to  cany  this  cable  en  to  the 
West  Indies  for  the  pozpoae  of  eBhaae* 
ing  its  coxnmerdal  vdae,  and  "**%TTig 
available  for  reveaue  fiena 
The  final 
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set  forth  in  the  Treasury  Minutee,  and  I 
thiak  the  House  will  a^ee  that  after 
tenders  have  been  invited  by  public 
competition,  unless  there  are  very  strong 
reasons  against  it,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  accept  the  lowest  tender. 
In  this  case  the  Government  have  taken, 
I  think  I  may  say,  unusual  precautions  in 
endeavouring  to  provide  ample  and  com- 
plete security,  not  only  for  the  construc- 
tion and  laying  of  the  cable,  but  also  for 
its  maintenance  in  good  working  order. 
The  subsidy  of  £8,100  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  pay  will  only  be  payable  from 
the  time  when  the  cable  is  first  in  work- 
ing order,  and  only  as  long  as  it  is  so 
maintained.  I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
expected  that  this  particular  link  of  cable 
will  produce  any  very  large  commercial 
revenue,  and  I  believe  after  having  had 
a  great  deal  to  do  in  the  negotiations, 
that  the  terms  which  were  offered, 
and  which  were  accepted  by  the 
Government  are  as  satisfactory  as 
the  Qt>vemment  could  have  hoped  to 
obtain.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need  say 
more  on  the  subject,  it  has  been  most 
fully  and  carefully  considered.  I  may 
point  out  also  that  we  have  taken  care 
after  specifications  were  made  of  re- 
quiring to  have  a  sample  of  the  pro- 
posed cable  submitted,  and  this  being 
submitted  to  the  experts  of  the  Tele- 
graph Department,  has  been  pronounced 
satisfactory  for  the  purpose.  I  believe 
the  subsidy  is  reasonable,  looking  at  the 
work  to  be  done.  The  cost  of  main- 
tenance will  be  considerable,  and  I 
believe  the  work  will  be  much  better 
done  by  a  Company  independent  of  the 
Government,  than  it  would  be  done  by 
a  Government  Department.  It  will  be 
necessary  to  provide  the  means  of 
repairing  accidents,  and  I  believe  it  will 
be  necessary  to  have  a  cable  ship  in 
that  part  of  the  world  available  at  all 
times  in  case  of  accident  to  the  cable. 
I  think  the  Oontraot  is  one  the  House 
may  accept  without  hesitation.  Every 
precaution  has  been  taken  to  make  the 
conditions  such  that  we  have  complete 
security,  not  only  for  sufficiency  of 
capital  to  lay  the  cable,  but  for  its 
maintenance   in    good  working  order. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Oontract,  dated  the  12th  day  of 
April,  I9S9,  lor  the  Ooaslractioii  of  a  Sob- 
mtrine  Telegraph  line  from  fislite,  Meni 


SooUa,  to  the  Island  of  Bennuda  be  approved." 
— {Mr,  Jaek$onJ) 

Dr.  CAMERON:  The  amendment 
I  have  to  propose  does  not  in 
the  smallest  degree  traverse  that 
position  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
laboured  to  establish.  I  am  perfectly 
aware  that  various  Committees  and 
other  bodies  have  pronounced  it  to 
be  of  great  strategic  importance  to 
establish  telegpraphic  communication  be- 
tween- Bermuda  and  Halifax,  and  that 
cable  communication  should  not  traverse 
the  dominions  of  any  Foreign  Power. 
I  admit  that,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
might  even  have  gone  further  and  have 
pointed  out  the  importance  of  this  means 
of  communication  to  the  shipping 
interest  I  am  prepared  to  admit  that| 
but  the  matter  is  not  of  such  pressing 
importance  that  it  should  be  brought  ooi 
the  day  after  the  papers  are  in  the  nanda 
of  members.  According  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  showing,  Estimates 
were  submitted  in  1885.  Among  the 
tenders  then  received  was  one  from  this 
verj  Company  to  lay  the  cable  for  £8,000. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
tenders  of  1885  were  considered  exces- 
sive, and  no  tender  was  accepted.  So 
that  in  1886  the  offer  of  this  Company 
to  do  the  work  for  £8,000  was  rejected 
as  an  excessive  demand,  but  in  1889  the 
hon.  Gentleman  recommends  us  to 
accept  a  still  higher  tender.  In  April, 
1888,  tenders  were  invited,  and  the  Sub- 
marine Company  offered  to  do  the  work 
for  an  annuid  subsidy  of  £6,925  instead 
of  the  £8,100  thev  are  now  asking  us  to 
pay.  Subsequently  they  applied  to  be 
allowed  to  modify  their  tender  in  con* 
sideration  of  rise  in  prices  since  they 
sent  it  in.  As  everybody  knows,  the 
copper  market  was  rigged  at  that  time, 
and  copper  went  up  to  an  enormous 
price,  and  there  was  good  reason  to  allow 
the  Company  to  wiwdraw  their  tender, 
which  they  did.  They  then  sent  in 
a  higher  tender — higher  than  that 
of  1886— this  tender  for  £8,100. 
This  offer  has  been  aocepted,although  the 
copper  ring  has  long  since  collapsed  and 
the  price  of  copper  has  considerably 
fallen.  The  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of 
the  great  precautions  taken,  and  it  is 
stipsUated  in  the  Oontraot  that  the 
capital  of  the  Company  shall  be  at  leaat 
£100y>00e,  and  that  ttie  anovat  espmded 
in  h^mg  theeiUfli  shaDbe  Mt  iMihaa 
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hope  that  now  hoa.  Members  wiU  allow  ,  ^J^  S'"«  "i  EjMtment    mmJ  Writ. 

'  for  Beoovery  of  Laoda, — Ordered, 


a  ^vision  to  be  taken. 
«Ua.  M'LAREN  (Cheshire,  Orewe): 
I  think  it  is  obvious  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  reslly  answered  the 
speeoh  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Uember 
for  Glasgow,  especially-on  the  important 

eist  of  the  prioe  to  be  paid. 
y  hon.  Friend  stated  that  the  oontraot 
is  higher  than  before,  althotwh  the 
prioe  of  copper  has  faUen.  Bo  many 
pmnts  have  oeen  raised  by  my  hon. 
biend  and  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oanterbury  that  I  do  not  think  the 
Bouse  is  in  a  fit  state  to  ooma  to  a 
decision,  especially  as  I  oan  can  count  at 
least  25  Members  fast  asleep.  Itwonld 
be  a  great  advantage  if  we  could  further 
disouss  the  matter,  and  I  beg  therefore  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made  and  question  proposed ; 
"  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  "— 
{Ifr.  WaUtrtt'Larm). 

Hb.  OOSOHEN:  I  trust  the  hou. 
member  will  not  insist  on  pressing  his 
motion.  I  think  it  is  the  general  sense 
of  the  House  that  the  Division  should 
be  taken.  I  think  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  answered  all  the  points 
raised. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  I 
think  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has 
completely  failed  to  answer  me.  I  think, 
too,  we  ought  to  have  some  expression 
of  opinonfrom  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
on  the  Opposition  side,  who  refused  to 
enter  into  the  oontraot  on  a  previous 
occasion. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  2y ;  Noes 
152.— (Division  List,  No.  108). 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 

SDsed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
lUestiou." 

The  House  divided :— Ayea  148 ;  Noes 
aa^Division  lost^  No.  104). 
Ur.  Jackton 
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Order  for  second  reading  read  aad 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 
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COMMITTEE  OF  RELECTION  FOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Report  from,  That  the  Committee 
have  added  the  Lord  Revelstoke  and 
the  Lord  Hillingdon  to  the  Standing 
Oommittee  for  ^ills  relating  to  Law, 
&c.,  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Factors  Bill  rH-^*]*  ^ead,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

▲SSIZBS  &RLIBF  BILL  (nO.  60). 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*;  to  be 
printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Thunday  next— 
(Th^  Lord  HerteMi). 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE,  1889. 

♦The  Archbishop  op  OANTEBBURT, 
in  rising  to  call  attention  to  the  Code  of 
Regulations,  with  schedoles,  by  the 
Oommittee  of  the  Oouncil  of  Education, 
1889,  said :  My  Lords,  in  calling  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  new  Oode,  it 
is  in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to  that  Code 
that  I  am  acting,  but  at  die  request  of  a 
▼ery  large  number  of  volunteury  school 
managers  and  others  interested  in  educa- 
tion, who  are  in  considerable  doubt  as  to 
the  effect  upon  voluntary  schools  of 
several  provisions  in  the  Code,  which, 
without  more  time  for  consideration,  it 
is  not  very  easy  to  fully  understand. 
The  object  of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  it  in  this  maimer  is  to  suggest 
that  further  time  should  be  given  for 
consideration.  Others  who  will  very 
probably  follow  me  may  say  what  sort  of 
time  they  think  would  be  sufficient,  or 
otherwise  it  may  be  left  to  the  discretion 


of  those  to  whom  we  are  so  much 
indebted.  The  Code,  like  other  measures, 
lies  upon  the  table  for  the  purpose  of  its 
being  considered,  and  in  this  instance  the 
period  is  extended  to  two  months  to  give 
more  time  for  consideration.  But  it  is  a 
very  important  documeut.  The  changes 
recommended  in  it  are  very  com  plicated^ 
and  the  managers  over  the  whole 
country  feel  that  they  really  have  not 
time  to  take  them  in  or  see  what  their 
working  will  be.  It  would  be  easy 
for  the  Lord  President  and  the  officers 
of  his  Department  to  say  almost  at  a 
glance,  with  the  great  experience  and 
gpreat  knowledge  that  they  have  what 
they  conceive  that  the  working  would 
be,  but  it  is  not  so  easy  for  managers 
with  their  more  limited  range ;  and 
there  is  a  real  cry  over  the  whole 
country  from  those  managers — not  an 
unfriendly  cry  at  all,  but  just  an 
anxious  request  for  more  time.  It  is 
the  voice,  not  merely  from  what  we 
should  naturally  call  struggling  schools, 
but  it  comes  also  from  very  large  bodies 
of  important  schools,  which  cannot  be 
said  to  be  struggling,  but  which  are 
properly  anxious  to  give  cool  review 
to  the  circumstances,  and  especially 
the  financial  circumstances,  in  which 
they  will  be  placed.  Thus  I  hold  ist^ 
my  hand  a  very  important  document 
from  the  Birkenhead  School  Attend- 
ance Committee,  which  has  worked 
in  this  matter  with  all  the  School 
Managers  of  Birkenhead.  Then  I  have- 
another  documennt  from  the  Church. 
Day   Schools   Association,   a  very  im- 

Sortant  Association  in  Manchester  and 
dford.  The  Salisbury  Diocesan  Board 
of  Education  has  just  telegraphed  to- 
me that  they  unanimously  beg  for 
some  delay.  The  Teachers  Ouud  of 
Ghreat  Britain  and  Ireland,  whose  list  of 
Presidents,  Yice  Presidents,  and  Oouncil 
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contaia  a  very  Xnjt^e  namber  of  the  beat 
teachers  of  all  ranks,  from  public  school 
masters    down     to    elementary    school 
teachers,  have  also  sent  in  an  important 
criticism  which  certainly  provec  ooncem. 
Besides  these  bodies  a  number  of  the 
most  experienced  educationalists — per- 
haps that  is  a  bad  word — but  I  mean 
persons  versed  in  all  subjects  connected 
with  education,  are  of  the  same  opinion 
that  this  Code  requires  more  time  to  con- 
sider.     1    might    mention,   lastly,   the 
great  National  Society  which  has  held 
two    meetings,   presided    over  by   the 
Bishop  of  London,  who  has  perhaps  had 
a  wider  experience  of  education  of  (dl 
kinds  than  any  person  in  England,  and 
certainly  would  not  be  unfavourable  to 
the  Code  as  the  product  of  the  Commis- 
£icx)in.  which  he  took  so  much  interest. 
Then,   my    l»rds,   I   will    quickly  en- 
deavour to  state  what  are  the  grounds 
of  anxiety  which  seem  to  me  to  make  it 
reasonable  to  ask  for  time.     I  will  ask 
your  Lordships'    attention  first  of  all 
to   Clause   72.     That  clause   estimates 
what  is  the  minimum  school  staff  that 
will  be  required,  and  according  to  that 
estimate  a  smaller  number  of  children 
are   allowed  a  teacher  of  every  kind, 
from     the     provisionally     certificated 
teacher  down  to  the  pupil  teacher.    At 
first  sight  it  would  appear  that  there 
must  everywhere  be  a  great  increase 
of  staff,  but  a  great   many  schools  at 
present    are    staffed   above    their    re- 
quirements.    Those  that  are  not  staffed 
above   their    requirements,    or    up    to 
their  requirements,    would   oonsiaer  it 
abstractedly  a  good  suggestion,  \)ut  they 
are,  many    of  them,  not  clear  how  it 
would  work  out,  nor  how  thsy  are  to 
pay  for  it.     It  is  true  enough  that  many 
schools  h  ive  more  than  the  number  of 
teachers  that  are    required,    but    the 
question     for     us    at     this    moment 
is,     what    hope    have     those    schools 
which   are    not    properly    staffed    of 
getting    assistance    to    enable     them 
to  increase  their  staff  up  to  the  right 
number.     How  is  the  additional  staff  to 
be  provided  if  no  relief  at  all  is  given  ? 
If  these  schools  cannot  meet  the  require- 
ment, are  they  to  be  left  to  perish  ?  That 
is  the  first  ground  upon  which  t  feel  it 
is  not  unreasonable  to  ask  for  time.  The 
next  point  to  which  I  will  call  your 
Lordships'  attention  is  in  Clause  100, 
by  which  the  grants  made  to  schools  are 
128.,  14s.,  or  15s.  6d.     Now,  as  I  said. 

The  Archbuhop  of  Canterhwy. 


it  is  a  very  simple  matter   for  the  De- 
partment to  run  through  the  necesaaiy 
calculations,  but  I  venture  to  say  that  it 
is  almost  impossible  for  a  school  which 
is  only  aoquainted  with  its  own  work- 
ing to  see  in  a  moment  how  this  new 
mode  of  assessing  the  grant  will  aff90 
it.      School  managers  are    really  in  a 
stats  of  perpLezity  at  this  moment  as  t» 
what  their  finance  is    under    the  new 
C<ide,  and  as  to  what  means  they  will 
have  for  carrying  on  their  schools.  The 
point  is  this ;  That  all  the  difiEerent  items 
being  merged  together,  it  is  not  dear 
what  schools  will  get  the  128.,  or  the  I4a, 
or  the  15s.  fid.    The  school  managers  do 
not  see  how  they  themselves  are  to  be 
quite  sure  on  which  scale  of  grant  they 
are  likely  to  receive  help*  and,  of  course, 
where  every  pound  is  of  importance,  this 
makes  a  very  great  difference  to  them. 
Then,  if  your  Lordships  would  look  at 
paragraph  4,  under  Clause  100,  it  will 
be  seen  that, 

"  If  any  general  grant  has  once  been  mada^ 
it  may  be  reduced  to  lis.,  hot  abali  not  be 
wholly  withdrawn  on  the  ground  of  ineffioienoy 
until  after  warning  that  it  may  be  withdrawn 
at  the  next  annoal  inspection  if  the  repoft 
then  made  ie  not  satisfactory. " 

Now  what  does  that  mean  ?  It  means 
that  there  is  positively  nothing  between 
12s.  and  no  shillings  at  alL  If  they  are 
unfortunate  enough  to  fall  below  thelSa, 
they  are  then  left  without  any  resources 
from  this  general  grant  at  ail ;  there  is 
nothing  between  mat  and  starvation  ex- 
cept a  year's  warning.  That  is  a  very 
great  change  indeed.  But  there  is 
another  point;  the  conditions^  as 
I  have  said,  are  not  laid  down 
upon  which  the  12e,  the  I4s.»  or 
the  15s.  6d.  grant  may  be  made, 
and  it  is  impossible  for  managers  to 
foresee  what  the  conditions  will  he.  On 
the  contrary,  there  is  a  new  element  of 
uncertainity  introduced.  Under  psra- 
gpraph  A 1  of  Clause  100  we  read  this:— 

<'  Whether  the  school  should  receive  any  ol 
these  sums  is  determined  by  the  Department 
after  considering  the  report  and  reoommenda- 
tion  of  the  Inspector." 

Hitherto  the  schools  have  felt  safe  in 
looking  to  the  Inspector,  and  Uie  In* 
spector  could  give  them  advice;  they 
might  act  upon  the  recommendation  qf 
the  Inspector,  and  bring  their  flchoQl  or 
their  teaching  up  to  the  point.  Biit 
now,  after  all,  when  th^  have  done  their 
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otmoflt,  and  the  Beport  of  the  Inspector  ning  and  fitting  up  public  elementary  echooU 
has  gone  into  the  Department,  it  still  '^'^^^  ^7  the  Department.  This  ahall  be  the 
may  be  revised  upon  they  do  not  know  ^"^  ^^'  ""^^  there  are  ipedal  drcum- 
^  11  u  V  ^^  •  I  T  ^  ^  •"""  gtances.  In  every  case  the  Department  will 
at  all  what  pnnoiples.  In  the  mysteries  endeavour  to  tecure  at  least  100  cubic  feet  of 
of  the  Department  there  may  be  a  view  internal  space,  and  10  square  feet  of  internal 
taken  of  the  school  and  of  the  Inspeo-  ^^'^^  for  each  unit  of  average  attendance.*' 
tor's  Report,  and  the  edict  may  go  forth  ^,  ».  i.  i_  i_  i.-xi.  _x 
that  after  a  year's  time  they  are  not  to  ^^®  ^^f^  ^^^^'^  '^^  ^een  hitherto  re- 
receive  even  the  12s.  a  year.  This  pro-  ^^'®^  ^«  ®  f?^^®  feet,  and  the  internal 
duces  a  very  important  element  of  un-  space  80  cubic  feet.  The  Question  that 
certainty,  and  the  managers  ask  time  to  *"s®*  ^P^*^  ^^^^  paragraph  which  m- 
learn.  in  some  way  or  other,  what  the  ^"^^^  ^^L*^*"  *?  ^V®?*  ^^^  the  cubic 
conditions  are  on  which  they  are  to  space  to  100  feet  is  whether  this  is  to  be 
proceed.  I  will  not  detain  your  Lord-  retrospective  or  prospective  onlv;  if  it 
ships  further  upon  that  point.  The  were  retrospective,  or  if  it  were  left  pos- 
third  point  is  the  creation  by  a  stroke  of  ^^^}^  ^^^\  ^™?  ^*y  ^^/  "^^''^^  mterpre- 
the  pen  of  day  training  ooUeges.  Clause  **^><>^  "i^g^^  ^®  *c'®d  ^P^"^'  ^<>'  *°^ 
108  says- upon   with   a    short   notice,   then   that 

ti  A  J^'  •      ^11^ •        1    «.•*  *.-        -^v  would  be  absolute  ruin  and  destruction 

**  A  training  college  is  an  institution   either  .  •  ^       « i  u        ^     i.     i 

for   boarding;    lod^ff,  and   instructing,    or  to  a  very  considerable  number  of  sohooUj. 

merely  instructing  students  who  are  preparing  It  is  quite  true  that  many  schools  have 

to  become  certificated  teachers  in  elementary  a  great  deal  more  area  than  is  required 

schools.     TTie  former  are  called  '  residential/  for  their  average  attendance ;  but  on  the 

X^^t^both "le^te  «rar;    ?^^  ^and  ^re  are  a  great  many  that 
college."  have  not,  and  we  do  not  know  what 

Sofaraslcan  see.  the  day  training  consideration  is  to  be  shown  them,  if  any. 
colleges  are  called  into  existence  by  %  Lord  President  was  good  enough  to 
that  definition.  I  thoroughly  approve  of  f?^''!'  the  question  when  it  was  put  to 
the  creation  of  day  training  c^Ueges,  ^°^  the  other  day  in  the  very  plainest 
butldo  notatallapprove-forreasons  ^^'^''^  but  I  regret  to  say  that  hw 
which  I  need  not  detain  your  Lordships  answer,  which  wasall  that  anyoneoould 
^ith  now.  because  that  is  not  the  point  ®^P®<^^  has  not  circulated  through  the 
before  us— of  training  colleges  being  country.  For  some  reason  it  was  not 
made  mixed-partly  residential  and  P'operly  reported.  Perhaps  the  fuU 
partly  day.  I  think  there  are  very  importance  of  it  was  not  perceived,  and 
ierious  objections  to  that,  but  of  the  it  was  put  so  shorUy  and  so  obscurely 
creation  of  day  training  coUeges  I  that  I  flunk  the  great  maionty  of  school 
thoroughly  approve.  I  think  it  will  be  managers  are  not  much  the  wiser  for  it. 
a  great  advance  in  aU  education.  But  ^  ^*^®  «»^  doubt  the  Lord  President  wiU 
the  question  arises,  how  are  the  day  flP^^  ^?«;  the  question,  and  then  I 
training  colleges  to  be  provided  ?  How  ^^P«  V**®  information  may  be  diffused 
are  the  funds  for  them  to  be  raised?  »?  such  a  manner  as  to  give  satasfac- 
when  it  is  under  the  direction  of  School  *'on.  If  the  rule  were  m  any  degr^ 
Boards,  are  they  immediately  to  create  [etrc^pective,  great  injustice  would  stiU 
What  they  want  in  the  way  of  day  train-  ^e  done,  because  there  have  been 
ing  colleges  out  of  the  rates,  and  wiU  the  ^^"^^  ^^^  ^n  nlans  sanctioned  by  the 
voluntary  day  training  colleges  be  left  -Department,  and  which  have  oomphed 
without  any  such  assistance  ?  If  so,  of  with  all  the  requirements  of  the  Depart- 
course  the  oompetition  will  be  sufficient  "^^^  There,  are,  indeed,  instances  where 
absolutely  to  destroy  them.    That  is  how    »^  the  Ume  the  school  was  built,  the 

managers  were  wilhng  to  give  10  square 
feet  of  internal  area,  and  100  cubic 
feet  of  internal  space,  and  the  Depart- 
ment declined  to  grant  permission  on 
the  ground  that  8  feet  and  80  feet  were 
sufficient.  Of  course,  it  would  be  a 
gross  injustice  if  any  of  those  schools 
wero  now  interfered  with.  We  know 
Uiat  thero  is  not  the  slightest  intention 
on  the  part  of  the  Department  that  any- 

3  P  2 


it  appears,  and  if  it  is  not  so,  then  here, 
too,  both  time  and  information  aro 
wanted.  The  fourth  point  is  on  Clause 
85,  and  that  is  the  last.  It  is  the 
ambiguity  which  attends  the  definitions 
of  what  may  be  required  as  area  and 
cubic  space.  By  the  definition  in 
paragraph  A« 

"The  school  prmisM  ihsU  be  coottracted 
in  general  ooofennity  with  ths  rules  for  plan- 
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thiDg  of  that  kind  should  be  done,  but 
as  the  words  stand  they  oould  at  any 
future  time  be  interpreted,  and  must  be 
interpreted  if  taken  literally,  so  as  to 
effect  that  injustice.  Therefore  it  is 
hoped  by  those  who  have  commissioned 
me  to  speak  to  your  lordships  that  an 
assurance  on  this  head  will  be  g^ven  in 
very  clear  and  definite  form.  Then 
besides  that  there  is  the  very  earnest 
request  on  the  part  of  school  managers 
that  they  may  be  allowed  time  to  ascer- 
tain their  condition  and  their  own  pros- 
pects. The  Manchester  and  Salford 
Committee,  which  is  a  very  important 
one  indeed,  have  sent  a  table  showing 
what  would  happen  to  them.  It  appears 
by  that  table  that  a  very  larg^  number 
of  their  schools,  which  are  not  likely  to 
be  inadequate  in  instruction  or  anything 
else,  would  have  a  reduction  made  in  the 
number  of  children  allowed  to  attend 
them,  which  would  have  very  unhappy 
consequences  in  the  carrying  on  of  the 
schools.  My  Lords,  I  shall  not  detain 
the  House  further  by  entering  into 
details,  but  I  ask  your  lordships  whether 
I  have  made  out  a  case  for  g^nting  the 
request  that  there  may  be  more  time 
given  for  consideration  of  the  Code. 
There  are  only  nine  days  now  left. 
♦The  bishop  o;f  LONDON:  My 
Lords,  I  join  very  heartily  with  the 
most  reverend  Primate  in  expressing 
a  very  strong  hope  that  nothing  that 
I  should  say  should  be  considered 
disloyal  to  the  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil or  to  the  Department  over  which  he 
presides,  because  I  am  most  heartily 
convinced  that  the  President  is  desirous 
of  improving  education  and  of  main- 
taining the  voluntary  schools  in  the 
position  they  hold  as  supplying  a 
most  important  part  of  the  education 
system  of  the  country ;  and  in  what  I 
have  to  say  about  this  Code,  I  desire 
very  much  to  follow  in  the  lines  which 
the  ri&;ht  reverend  Archbishop  has 
marked  out,  and  simply  support  his 
contention  that  sufficient  time  should 
be  allowed  thoroughly  to  apprehend 
how  the  working  of  this  Code  will  affect 
the  schools.  The  Code  is  founded  upon 
what  seems,  at  first  sight,  to  be  a  most 
reasonable  principle.  After  a  large 
Commission  had  been  appointed  and 
worked  for  some  years,  and  had  made 
their  Beport  or  Keports,  it  appeared 
that  on  certain  points  they  were  unan- 
mous  and  on  ce     in  points  they  were 
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divided.    Nothing  seems  more  natnral 
than  to  say,  ''  Let  us  adopt  the  recom- 
mendations  in  which  the  Oommisaioit 
were    unanimous,  and  let  the  recom- 
mendations   upon    which    they    were- 
divided  wait  for  further  consideratioii."' 
But  the  state  of  the  ease  makes  that 
principle  work  out  very  hardly  to  one 
of  the  two  parties,  because  tibe  Oom- 
mission  were  thoroughly  unanimous  in 
one  thing — they  were  unanimoiu  (and 
every  member  of  the  Commission  felt 
this  very  strongly)  in  the  desire  to  im- 
prove education,  and  everything  that 
seemed  to  them  likely  to  make  ednoa- 
tion  more  thorough  and  more  complete 
and  more  suited  to    the   purpose   for 
which  it  was  intended,  received  very- 
warm  support  from  both  the  majority 
and  the  minority.  Further,  there  was  in 
a  certain  sense  a  unanimous  desire  that 
the    education    should    be  a  religious- 
education.     I  say  ''  in  a  certain  sense," 
because  there  stepped  in  of  necessity  a 
considerable  difference  of  opinion  as 
to    the    proper   means    of    providing- 
that    religious    education ;    and    when 
you  go  a  step    further    and  look   to- 
see    what    the    Commission    had    i» 
say  about  the  supply  of  the  necessary 
funds  for  the  carrying  out  of  all  these 
improvements,  then  you  see  that   the 
Commission  were  altogether  at  variance, 
because  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  one 
side  was  very  anxious  indeed  that  the 
voluntary  schools  should  still  maintain 
their   place,  and  the  other  side  while 
tolerating  the  voluntary  schools  and  not 
desiring  altogether  to  sweep  them  away, 
indicated    plainlv    enough    that    they 
would  on  the  whole  prefer  that  they 
should  gradually  die  out.    All  the  re- 
commendations, therefore,  that  touched 
upon  this  question  of  how  the  schools 
were  to  be  maintained  fell  under  the 
head    of  not    being    unanimously    re- 
commended  by  the    Commission,   and 
therefore  the  very  principle  on  which  the 
Code  is  drawn,  has  a  natural  tendency 
to  lean  towards  the  views  of  the  minor- 
ity rather  than  the  views  of  the  majority 
with  regard  to  this  part  of  it.    Now 
I  have  premised  this  as  pointing  out 
where  it  is,  as  it  seems  to  me,  that  the 
very  principle  upon  which   the  Bill  is 
based   cannot   be  entirely    trusted    to 
represent  the  aim  of  the  Commissioners. 
It    is    not    quite    the    case   that   the 
Commissioners  made  those  recommenda- 
tions in   which  they  were  unanimous 
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absolutely  without  any  relation  to  those 
Teoommendations  in  which  they  were 
divided.  On  the  oontrary,  it  was  stated 
that  the  recommendations  in  which  they 
were  unanimous  were  made  in  the  hope 
that  the  other  recommendations  would 
be  adopted  with  them.  It  was  intended 
that  they  should  all  go  together  as  a 
whole,  and  that  as  a  whole  the  propo- 
sitions should  be  worked.  This  has  a 
▼ery  important  bearing  upon  the  rela- 
tion of  the  Oode  to  voluntary  schools. 
Now,  my  Lords,  when  I  first  read  this 
Oode  I  thought  it  embodied  a  very 
great  advance,  and  that  there  would  be 
very  considerable  advantages  from  it, 
but  I  confess  that  even  at  first  I  was 
rather  startled  at  many  of  the  details 
of  it,  which  seemed  to  me  to  be 
eomewhat  dangerous.  To  come  at  once 
to  the  detail  Uiat  is  perhaps  the  most 
important  of  all,  I  wUl  refer  to  Article 
100  which  effects  a  change  in  the  nature 
of  the  grant.  The  grant  is  to  be  128., 
14s.,  or  15s.  6d.  per  child,  and  whether 
the  school  is  to  have  12s.,  14s.,  or 
15s.  6d  is  to  be  determined  by  the  De- 
partment after  considering  the  Beport 
and  the  recommendation  of  the  Inspector. 
No  definition  is  here  given — I  do  not 
«uppose  a  definition  could  be  very  easily 
given — of  the  standard  which  would  be 
required  in  order  to  t  ring  the  schools 
fip  to  14s.  or  15s.  6d.  Here  I  want  to 
call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  what, 
in  my  opinion,  is  the  most  important 
point.  I  desire  to  point  out  what,  un- 
consciously perhaps,  but  very  really  is 
constantly  influencing  ail  the  officials  of 
the  Department,  namely,  the  feeling  that 
they  are  the  guardians  of  the  public 
purse  in  a  certain  degree,  and  they 
must  look  to  economy  and  see  that  no 
more  money  is  spent  than  is  really 
wanted  to  do  the  thing  that  is  to  be 
done.  With  that  feeling  in  mind  there 
is  the  tendency  to  make  this  amount  of 
128.,  148.,  or  15s.  6d.  a  matter  of  com- 
petition, and  you  will  observe  it  makes 
a  very  considerable  difference.  Here  is 
A  school  which  hopes  to  get  148.,  and 
perhaps  just  succeeds  in  getting  14s., 
and  another  school  which  is  a  little  way 
below  it  only  gets  the  12s.  The  12s. 
school  is  immediately  stirred  up  very 
much  to  a  race  with  the  14s.  school  and 
tries  to  raise  itself  up  to  earn  14s.  also. 
There  is  nothing  objectionable  m  that, 
and  if  the  result  were  that  when  the 
12s.  school  got  ap  to  the  14s.  level  it 


got  the  148.  that  would  be  a  very  good 
thing ;  but  if  the  result  is  that  it  gets 
the  14s.,  and  the  school  which  had  the 
14s.  in  order  to  make  room  for  it  is 
lowered  down  to  12s.,  then,  I  say,  that 
such  a  course  of  proceeding  must 
seriously  impair  the  working  of  thd 
schools.  Yet  the  temptation  to  this 
will  be  Tery  strong.  There  will  be 
certainly  a  strong  temptation  to  pull  up 
the  standard  a  little  higher  in  order  that 
the  Department  may  not  be  obliged  to 
give  so  many  schools  the  14  s.  grant  for 
fear  that  there  will  be  largely  increased 
demands  upon  the  Revenue  of  the 
country.  It  is  a  most  natural  thing, 
and  it  will  certainly  work  in  the  way 
that  I  have  described  unless  you  are 
constantly  on  the  watch  against  it.  It 
is  very  easy  to  raise  the  standard 
without  in  any  degree  whatever  seeming 
to  do  anything  unfair,  and  sometimes 
the  standard  may  be  raised  for  the 
express  purpose  of  not  having  to  spend 
so  much  money.  It  would  be  very  easy, 
for  instance,  to  put  harder  questions  in 
the  arithmetic  paper  on  the  ground  that 
so  very  many  schools  answered  the 
questions  that  they  really  could  not  be 
hard  enough,  and  that  the  fact  that 
there  were  so  few  failures  was 
sufficient  to  prove  that  the  questions 
were  a  great  deal  too  easy.  I  confess 
that  1  myself  have  always  felt  that  the 
tendency  is  to  make  the  questions  too 
hard,  and  I  think  so  still.  I  still  think 
that  the  tendency  is  to  ask  questions 
rather  for  the  purpose  of  finding  out 
what  the  children  do  not  know  than 
of  seeing  that  the  children  do  know 
what  they  ought  to  know.  And  I  think 
that  this  tendency  is  secretly  but  steadily 
encouraged  by  the  desire  to  prevent 
anything  like  extravagance.  In  my 
view  the  Inspector  should  put  his 
questions  in  such  a  way  that  if  the 
school  has  been  well  taught  the  children 
will  feel  that  the  questions  are  such 
that  they  are  able  to  handle — a  good 
many  of  them  would  still  make  mis- 
takes, but  the  questions  should  be  such 
as  to  test  the  knowledge  of  the  children. 
I  am  confident  that  the  tendency  of  any 
Department  which  is  honestly  trying  to 
serve  the  country  by  preventing  ex- 
travagance will  be  in  the  direction  I 
have  indicated.  I  do  not  object  to  any 
attempt  to  save  money  by  the  Depart- 
ment, provided  you  do  not  save  money 
in  such  a  way  as  to  damage  the  teach- 
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ing.  What  I  myself  should  very  muoh 
prefer,  instead  of  these  128.,  148.,  and 
15s.  6d.  grants,  would  he  that  the 
Department  should  fix  a  certain  gprant, 
and  say  that  is  the  normal  grant ;  and, 
having  fixed  that  as  the  normal  grant, 
go  on  to  say  that  there  may  be  a  shilling 
struck  off  from  it,  or  even  2s.  in  cases 
where  there  is  some  grievous  deficiency, 
as  a  warning,  and  if  the  warning  be  not 
taken,  the  time  may  come  when  no  grant 
will  be  g^ven  at  all ;  and  in  the  same 
way  I  should  not  object  to  the  Depart- 
ment having  power  to  say  to  a  school — 
''This  is  really  a  very  remarkable  and 
exceptional  school,  and  it  shall  have,  on 
that  account,  an  extra  gprant,  to  be  spent 
in  whatever  way  the  school  managers 
think  fit  for  the  improvement  of  the 
school."  But  I  should  limit  both  the 
diminution  on  the  one  side  and  the 
merit  grant  on  the  other  side  to  such 
clear  circumstances  as  to  leave  the 
school,  as  a  whole,  in  no  doubt  at  all 
about  the  money  they  would  get.  A 
system  of  that  kind,  it  is  obvious,  would 
work  quite  in  another  way  from  a  system 
such  as  we  have  here,  where  there  is — 
under  the  idea  of  improving  education 
and  raising  the  standard — a  perpetual 
tendency  to  make  the  work  of  what  is 
called  **  earning  the  money  "  more  difiQ.- 
oult.  I  do  not  at  all  mean  to  say  that  I 
do  not  think,  as  it  stands,  this  is  not  a 

feat  improvement  on  the  former  system, 
think  it  is  a  very  considerable  im- 
provement. I  only  desire  to  point  out, 
for  the  House  and  for  the  Government, 
a  danger  which  I  think  of  very  grave 
importance.  I  do  not  desire  to  dwell 
further  upon  this,  because  I  do  not  think 
it  is  necessary  for  the  House  or  for  the 
Department  that  it  should  go  into 
minute  details.  There  is,  however, 
another  point  which  has  been  impressed 
upon  me  a  good  deal,  on  which  I  have 
been  asked  a  great  many  questions 
which  I  have  not  been  able  to  answer, 
and  that  is  with  regard  to  the  day  train- 
ing colleges.  I  have  been  asked  over 
and  over  again  who  is  to  supply  these 
day  training  colleges  ?  Are  they  to  be 
paid  for  out  of  the  rates  ?  Is  there  any- 
thing which  would  enable  a  School 
Board— say  the  School  Board  for  Lon- 
don— to  set  up  a  day  training  college 
here  in  London?  That  would  be  a 
completely  new  departure.  There  is 
nothing  said  of  that  sort  here,  neither  is 
there  anything  said  as  to  when  or  where 
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these  training  ooUeges  are  to  be  set  up* 
It  is  left  entirdy  in  the  air»  and  tSe 
authorities  of  training  oollegee  and  the 
members  of  volontaiy  sohoola  ejre  under 
a  good  deal  of  anxiety  on  this  auhrjeet.  li 
the  matter  is  left  as  hitherti),  and  theae 
day  training  colleges  are  to  be  eet  npbjr 
the  efforts  of  private  individuala,  the 
Education  Department  merely  reoog^ 
nixing  them  and  giving  them  graats  en 
this  footing,  I  think  it  would  be  better 
that  that  should  be  distiDCtly  stated; 
but  I  cannot  find  anything  that  deal* 
up  the  point.  For  myself,  I  oonfess  Z 
do  not  consider  that  we  ought  to  fear 
the  competition  of  any  of  theee  day  train- 
ing colleges.  I  think  they  ought 
to  be  set  up,  and  I  thukk  they 
will  be  a  very  useful  addition  to 
our  educational  system  when  thejr  are 
set  up ;  but  it  is  another  thing  entirely 
if  they  are  to  be  set  up  at  the  cost 
of  the  country  to  enter  into  oompetitioa 
with  all  those  which  have  been  set  up 
at  very  great  cost  to  private  supporten» 
and  to  put  them  to  considerable  diffi- 
culties in  maintaining  their  position. 
It  is  possible  of  course  on  these  pointe 
there  may  be  muoh  dearer  ex]^ana» 
tions  given  than  I  am  able  to  g^ve.  t 
am  only  speaking  as  the  mouth-pieoe  of 
a  very  great  many  besides  myself,  and 
though  I  have  said  what  I  have  saidf 
about  Artide  100  more  fully  on  aooount 
of  my  own  acquaintance  with  the 
matter,  yet  I  think  that  is  the  only  point 
upon  which  I,  myself,  very  strongly 
feel  the  alarm  which  has  been  expressed 
all  over  the  country.  With  regard  to 
the  other  points,  there  are  a  great  many 
criticisms  which  I  might  make  on  the 
Code,  which  I  do  not  think  I  could  urge 
upon  the  Government  as  grounds  for 
delay ;  but  I  do  feel  very  strongly,  that; 
in  as  far  as  this  requires  the  schools 
to  incur  additional  expense,*  it  wouUb 
be  right  that  those  measures  of  relieC 
which  were  recommended  for  the  schools- 
should  go  pari  passu  with  the  damande 
that  will  be  made  upon  them.  We  did 
very  earnestly  recommend  that  the* 
schools  should  be  exempted  from  the- 
payment  of  rates,  and  we  did  recom- 
mend that  the  1 7s.  fid.  limit  should  be 
raised  to  at  least  20s.;  and  I  think 
those  recommendations  are  of  a  nature- 
that  might  very  well  go  side  by  side 
with  the  recommendations  which  the' 
new  Code  has  adopted  and  embodied.  L 
will  conclude  by  saying  for  mysd^— r 
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speaking  only  for  myself— that  I  do 
look  upon  the  Oode  as  a  real  advance ; 
I  look  upon  it  as  a  real  gain ;  and  if 
the  choice  be  between  having  this  Code 
now  at  once,  and  not  having  this  Code 
at  ally  or  anything  in  the  nature  of  this 
Code,  I  for  one  would  rather  have  it  at 
otice,  I  confess.  But  I  cannot  say  that 
those  who  have  asked  me  to  take  this 
matter  up,  would  at  all  concur  in  this. 
They  rather  feel  they  would  prefer  that 
tiie  whole  thinff  should  wait,  at  what- 
ever cost  or  risk.  I  have  ventured  to 
put  my  criticisms  before  the  House  and 
the  Government.  There  are  other 
points  which  I  should  otherwise  and  in 
other  circumstances  have  noticed.  Par- 
ticularly, for  instance,  I  would  rather 
wish  that  the  provisions  for  evening 
schools  were  made  more  distinctly  to 
bear  upon  our  continuation  schools,  as 
we  calf  them  in  our  Report.  I  think 
that  continuation  schools  are  wanted  in 
many  cases  to  relieve  voluntary  schools 
from  doing  work  for  which  they  are 
not  properly  fitted,  and  on  the  other 
hand,  in  order  to  g^ve  boys  who  have 
left  the  elementary  schools  some  chance 
of  pushing  their  particular  steps  further 
on,  without  of  necessity  going  through 
what  would  amount,  if  properly  called, 
to  a  course  of  secondary  education. 
Again,  I  think  that  amongst  our  recom- 
mendations, was  one  for  the  employ- 
ment of  organizing  teachers  to  set  to 
work  upon  various  schools  at  once — to 
take  a  group,  and  to  organize  the 
teachers  now  at  work  among  tbem.  I 
do  not  see  any  distinct  provisions  for 
meeting  that  recommendation,  and  I 
think  that  is  of  very  grave  importance. 
On  all  grounds  however,  I  concur  with 
the  desire  of  the  members  throughout 
the  country,  that  there  should  be  some 
delay  before  a  Code  effecting  such  im- 
portant changes  as  does  this,  passes  into 
actual  law. 

Ths  £a&l  of  HAHHOWBY:  My 
Lords,  I  venture  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
this  subject  because  I  have  been  con- 
sulted by  people  in  different  parts  of  the 
country  a  good  deal — perhaps  naturally, 
having  regard  to  the  many  years  during 
which  I  was  Vice  President,  and  to  my 
connection  with  the  Boyal  Commission 
on  Education.  With  regard  to  the  Code 
itself,  it  is  impossible  not  to  see  that  the 
change,  as  I  have  said  before  in  this 
House,  is  by  far  the  largest  one  in  the 
whole  education  system  that  has  been 


proposed    since    Mr.    Forster's    time* 
£very    education  authority  will   agree 
with  that— that  the  change  is  of  the 
largest  character,   and  will  affect  for 
good  or    for  evil    the   schools  in  the 
strongest  possible  degree.    We  are  put 
at  a  certain  disadvantage  in  argumg 
this  matter,  because,'  unfortunately,  the 
usual  Beturns  from  the  Education  De- 
partment as  to  the  schools  for  the  last 
year  are  not  on  the  Table  of  Parliament* 
I    exceedingly   regret  that    my  noble 
Friend  did  not  take  that  step,  and,  before 
the  Code   was  discussed,  give  us  the 
latest  details  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
schools.    Anybody  who  has  to  do  with 
education  is  aware  that  we  discuss  the 
Code  under  a  great  disadvantage.     It  is 
exceedingly  difficult  to  estimate  what 
the  effect  of  the  Code  will  be.     At  first 
I  confess  I  was  'more  in  favour  of  the 
Code  than  I  must  acknowledge  I  am 
now.  I  see  a  marked  change  of  opinion 
all  over  the  country.     I  observe  that 
one  of  the  best  education  critics  that  we 
have — the  gentleman,  whoever  he  may 
be,  who  writes  for  the   Titnes,  and  who 
wrote  very  enthusiastically  at  first,  is 
beginning,  from  all  I  can  find,  to  be 
now  a  little  more  doubtful  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  Code  upon  the  future  of 
voluntary  schools.     I  see  that  his  esti- 
mate is  now  that  the  cost  of  voluntary 
schools   will    clearly   be    increased    by 
about  15  per  cent.     With  regard  to  this 
Code,  do  let  us   remember  that  when 
changes  such  as  are  proposed  by  my 
noble  Friend  are  made,  they  cannot  be 
reversed.     Certain  of  the  ehanffes  pro- 
posed are  absolutely  irreversible  wnen 
once  made,  so  that  we  should  be  strictly 
careful  to  accompany  them    with    aU 
attendant  safeguards  which  may  be  wise 
and  good  for  the  Education  cause.  Then  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  remember  one 
other  veryimportant  point  as  to  the  Bo^al 
Commission.    That  Koyal  Commission 
pressed    nothing    more    strongly  than 
this :  that  frequent  changes  in  the  Code 
and  in  the  Education  System  are  disas- 
trous to  education.     I  confess  I  was 
somewhat  guilty  as  to  that  very  point 
when  I  was  at  Uie  head  of  the  Depart* 
menty  but  the  years  that  have  passed 
have  convinced  me  more  and  more  that 
nothing  is  so  mischievous  for  the  chil- 
dren, as  well  as  to  the  teachers  and  mana- 
gers, as  constant  changes,  even  if  they 
are  good,  in  the  Educational  System.   I 
would  therefore  press  upon  your  Lord- 
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ships,  as  this  is  probably  the  last  word 
daring  the  term  of  the  present  Parlia- 
ment that  we  shall  hear  from  the 
Government  Benches  upon  the  Educa- 
tion question,  that  very  careful  study 
should  be  given  to  the  present  proposals. 
As  to  the  Boyal  Commission,  everybody 
who  knows  what  the  recommendations 
of  that  Gommission  were,  will  see  that 
a  number  of  the  most  important  ones 
have  not  been  taken  any  notice  of  at  all. 
I  think  it  is  a  very  significant  fact  that 
the  under-current  of  the  speeches  of  the 
two  right  reverend  Prelates  was  un- 
doubtedly one  of  very  considerable 
alarm ;  and  what  makes  the  ground  for 
alarm  still  greater,  to  my  mind,  is  the 
total  uncertainty  in  which  we  are  as  to 
the  e£Pect  of  the  new  provisions  on  the 
schools.  Neither  the  most  reverend 
Primate  nor  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
eouid  give  us  any  opinion,  experts  as 
they  are,  how  the  Oode  would  affect  the 
existing  schools.  We  have  heard  that 
instructions  are  to  be  issued  which  will 
explain  to  us  how  the  Code  will  be 
worked,  but  until  we  have  those  instruc- 
tions before  us  we  are  still  in  the  dark. 
I  would  entreat  noble  Lords  to  remem- 
ber that  no  assurances  of  a  Minister  are 
of  any  avail  whatever,  except  during 
his  own  tenure  of  office.  They  do  not 
bind  his  successor,  nor  do  the  instruc- 
tions that  he  issues  bind  his  successor ; 
and,  as  showing  the  extreme  uselessness 
of  this  sort  of  assurances,  I  would  call 
attention  to  what  the  right  rev.  Primate 
mentioned — that  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend,  which  was  supposed  to  assure 
yoluntary  school  managers  upon  a  most 
important  point,  was  hardly  reported  at 
all ;  so  that  if  anybody  in  future  years 
wishes  to  refer  to  it  they  will  look  in 
vain  for  any  Report  of  what  was  said — 

Viscount  CRANBROOK  :  Except  in 
MatiMard. 

Earl  of  HARROWBY  :  Still,  if  it 
was  in  Hansardy  everybody  knows 
these  assurances  are  absolutely  waste 
paper  when  the  Minister  leaves  his  De- 
partment. I,  therefore,  hope  that  no 
friends  of  education  will  give  too  much 
force  to  any  of  these  assurances.  Hearty 
and  absolutely  genuine  as  we  know  they 
will  be  coming  from  him  or  any  other 
Minister,  they  do  not  affect  in  any  way 
whatever  the  future  of  the  education 
system  as  soon  as  there  is  a  change  of 
Government.  I  own  I  regret  very  much 
that  the  very  excellent  precedent   that 
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was  set  by  Mr.  Mnndella  or  bj  my 
noble  Friend  oppositey  Lord  AbeidarB^ 
was  not  followed,  and  ihmt  a  Oode  in- 
volving such  enormona  ohmngm^  ahodd 
not  have  been  allowed  to  remain  befors 
Parliament  during  the  whole  of  one 
Session.  I  referred  the  other  daj  to  Mr. 
Mundella's  speech  upon  that  Oode.  He 
said — 

"  He  could  only  say  that  the  CSode  bRmcht 
out  categorically  all  the  mfnnte  changes  ttat 
he  propoiied  to  make  in  the  fdUowinar  year,  aad 
during  the  Reoess  he  would  be  very  glad  to 
receive  suggestionfl  on  the  subjeot,  wmoh  would 
receive  his  most  candid  and  n&ost   carefol  ooa* 
sideration  during  that  period.     His  own  object 
was  to  treat  this  thing  as  free  from  paityf  ^ 
order  that  the  best  possible  tyitem  of  Nafaoosl 
Education  should  be  arrived  at." 

Aa  I  said  before  in  this  House,  I  think 
nothing  gave  such  oonfidenoe  to  the 
administration  of  my  noble  Friend  as 
giving  that  entire  year  for  oonsideratiiMi 
of  the  large  changes  he  proposed; 
and  the  changes  proposed  in  tiiis 
Oode  are  tenfold  larger  than  those 
that  were  proposed  then.  It  was  with 
some    regret   that   I    heard    the    ez- 

?lanation  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
^resident  of  the  Oounoil^  which  he 
gave  to  the  House  the  other  day— 
that  the  reason  for  the  incompleteness  of 
the  Oode  was  that  its  aim  was  simply  to 
e£Pect  those  changes  which  the  Itoyal 
Oommission  were  unanimous  in  recom- 
mending. If  your  Lordships  will  re- 
member  that  all  the  most  conflicting 
opinions  were  represented  upon  that 
Oommission,  most  rightly  and  wisely,  I 
would  ask  whether  it  is  possible  to  con- 
fine the  changes  which  should  be  made 
in  the  Education  system  to  those  only 
which  were  agreed  upon  by  all  the  mem* 
bers  of  that  Oommission.  It  is  just  as  if 
you  said  that  you  would  never  legislats 
until  you  got  the  unai^imous  opinion  of 
every  Member  on  every  side  of  the 
House  of  Oommons.  I  would  also  ask 
your  Lordships  to  remember  that  in  the 
recommendatiouH  of  that  Oommission  a 
distinct  reservation  was  made  by  thoss 
who  drew  up  the  Report,  which  was 
signed  by  15  gentlemen  of  very  different 
opinions,  that  the  recomendatioos  should 
only  be  taken  as  a  whole  and  not 
separately.  That,  £  think,  is  a  very 
importemt  point  in  considering  this  Oode. 
If  I  were  asked  to  say  what  I  thought 
the  leading  features  of  this  Oude  were, 
after  carefully  considering  it  I  should 
say  that  I  see  first  of  ail  a  most  earnest 
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to  advanoe  education.    I    most  g^reat  importanoe,  not  as  to  the  educa- 

gladly  say  that,  because   I  cannot  so  tionai  effect,  for  it  does  not  bear  upon 

so  geuerally  approve  of  the  Code.    I  that ;  but  as  to  the  monetary  effect  of 

am    quite  sure  that  my  noble  Friend  the  new  provisions.     I  casually  saw  this 

below    me,    Viscount    Oranbrook,  was  in  the  newspapers  two  days  ago.     It  is 

most    anxious    to   do  the   very    best  from  the  annual  report  of  the  Home 

on    this    great    subject.    I  see    also  and  Colonial  School  Society,  one  of  the 

that  there  is    a    very    excellent   ob-  most   excellent   and    advanced    educa- 

ject  kept   in   view  —  namely,  to    give  tionai  bodies  that  there    are    in    the 

more  freedom  to  the  teachers,  which,  I  country. 

believe,  is  very  important  to  the  cause  "iii©  recently  issued  Education  Code  pro- 
of education.  But  after  saying  what  it  posed  changes  of  greater  importanoe  and  more 
seems  to  me  are  the  leading  features,  iweeping  operation  than  any  that  had  been 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  Code  wiU  lead  to  ift'od^iced  since  the  p^g  of  Mr  Forster's 
.  11  J  r  Act  in  1870.  .  .  .  By  the  new  uoae  .  .  . 
greater  expense  aU  round  for  every  in  no  case  whatever  would  the  cost  of  main- 
school.  It  is  impossible  not  to  see,  tenance  be  diminished.  In  all  thoroughly 
however  you  may  try  to  avoid  the  con-  well-staffed  schools  there  would  be  little  extra 
elusion,  that  it  does  mean  much  more  expense,  but  in  the  poorer  schools  the  ten^ 

"PT•v^*.^"    '^''''-    Tben.  I  do  ^^d^*fj.7na^faff^S^ 

not   think  that  you  can  say  generally  in  the  matter  of  staff  and  for  improved  premises 

that  the   education  in  our  schools  as  a  and  apparatus,  the  committee  ooncluaed  that 

whole  will  be  raised  by  it.     I  am  afraid  ^e  smaller  and  poorer  classes  of  voluntary 

that  the  effect  of  the  monetary  arrange-  <»hools  unable  to  bear  l^e  increased  pressure 

i.       *ii  V    4.U  A  At.     u     ▲      1.     1        Ml  upon  their  resources  would  soon  re  put  an  end 

ment  will  be  that  the  best  schools  wiU  toV  But  this  was  by  no  means  the  design  of  the 

be  heavily  fined,  and  will,  therefore,  be  Education  Department  nor  of   the  G-ovem- 

discouraged  from  pursuing  their  higher  ment.    .    .    ." 

-.^«-.  ««•«  ...«.:.>.,o  *^  ,..,4.  «       i.-  perfectly  impartial  testimony,    coming 

Kr3  Ztfn.  T  L!^f.L  T  L  w  !^  *"»""  a  body  which  is    not  "^connecte! 

Iw^i^„^?;h,m  Sn  J-^      IT  eapecially  with  the  Church,  but  is  con- 
that  the  curriculum  will  be  improved  in       '^^  j     •:.,     n  j  ..  fnu^«  t 

«,»«  «ro«      n,,*  ♦k^  1^.^:.^  ^^4^*  ^      t  nected  with  all  denominations.     Inen  1 
any  way.     JJut  tne  leading  features  of  ,j  i.     i.u  •  •        ^#    «   i«— i 

all  you  cannot  e^iape  obwrying  to  b«  ^""^i  q""**  the    opinion    of   a  legal 

the.^ :  that  the  Inspiotors  will  bf  more  ^•7*'?  *»'  the  Commission    whom  I 

powerful  than  ever  with  regard  to  the  'i"  °°*  name,  but  he  is  probably  one 

Schools-that  the  InspectoiTwiU  have  g  *^*  .l^«t  jiuthonties  on  this  subject, 
the  fate  of  schools  to  a  very  great  ex-        ®  ^" 

tent  in  their  hands :  and  more  than  that,  ,,  V  ^  »™  7^^  unhappy  about  the  new  CJode. 

the  Department,  which  has  hitherto  been  Sa^;^ri''^„1,:^"^h'oJ.7a"  TJf^ 

very  powerful,  will  now  become  the  ab-  will  be  the  result  of  it  even  in  the  present 

solute  masters  of  the  future  of  all  schools  hands.    I  am  afraid  that  the  noble  Lords  and 

under     the     clean     sweeping     clauses,  ^e  Vice  President  hardly  see  this.    It  cannot, 

whereby  so  much  is  left  to  the  discretion  tl  "f^'  be  their  aim  or  wUh,  but  I  am  afraid 

of    the    Inspector     and    the    Minister,  that  the  result  is  absolutely  certain.- 

That,  my  Lords,  is,  I  venture  to  say.  That  opinion  with  me  had  very  great 

against  the  whole  spirit  of  the  Educa-  weight.  I  confess.     I  will  now  ask  your 

tion  Gommission.     The  Education  Com-  Lordabips  to  observe  not  only  what  are 

mission   wished   rather  to  decentralize  the  dangers  of  the  working  of  the  Code, 

and  to  diminish  the  power  of  the  De-  but  what  to  many  is  quite  as  important 

partment,  rather  than  to  increase  it.    My  with  regard  to  this  Code — what  are  the 

own     impression    is    that    there   is   a  serious  omissions  it  makes  with  regard 

very    serious    peril    that    the    volun-  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 

taiy    system     will    be    unintentionally  Commission.  I  take  it  that  many  of  these 

but  certainly  injured  by  the  operation  recommendations  if  they  had  been  treated 

of    the   Code.       With  regard     to    the  would    have    made    the    whole   differ- 

notions  which  are  current  in  the  country  ence  in  the  present  Code  with  regard 

as  to  the  Code,  the  right  Be#.  Prelates  to  its  safety,  and  its  educational  advan- 

have  spoken  very  fully.  I  would  only  ask  tag^s.     The  first  serious  omission  which 

your   Lordships  just  to  listen   while  I  I   notice  is  that  with    regard    ^"0   the 

read  an  opinion  to  which  I  attach  very  pupil  teachers.     The  pupil  teachers,  as 
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everybody  knows,  are  the  very  basis 
and  foundation  of  the  teaching,  and  the 
Oommissioners  strongly  pressed  that 
every  encouragement  ahouid  be  given 
to  improve  their  teaching.  We  pressed 
strongly  that  some  extra  grant  should 
be  given  to  enable  pupil  teachers  to 
have  central  instruction  in  the  towns, 
and  in  the  country  to  have  certain 
groupings  arranged,  so  as  to  secure 
better  teaching  for  the  pupil  teachers. 
We  recommended  that  provisions  should 
be  made  to  diminish  their  own  labour 
in  the  schools,  so  that  they  might  have 
more  time  for  instruction.  With  regard 
to  this  most  important  point,  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  1  see  no  provision  in 
the  Code.  So  with  regard  to  the  curri- 
culum, we  strongly  ur^ed  that  the 
curriculum  of  all  schools  should  be 
raised.  I  am  afraid  I  miss  any  treat- 
ment of  that  very  important  subject. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  moral  training, 
I  do  not  see  any  fresh  provisions  to  en- 
force any  more  direct  attention  to  the 
moral  training  and  discipline  of  the 
schools,  which  the  Commission  were  so 
anxious  about.  Also  with  regard  to 
the  teaching  in   the  rural  schools,  we 

Sressed  strongly  that  more  should  be 
one  in  the  way  of  elementary  science, 
drawing,  and  cooking,  and  with  regard 
to  meeting  the  extreme  difficulties  in 
those  cases  in  the  country,  we  urged 
that  contributions  should  be  made  to 
itinerant  teachers.  That  is  a  point  on 
which,  I  believe,  the  Commission  were 
quite  unanimous,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  it  is  altogether  omitted  in  the 
Code.  Then  with  regard  to  the  orga- 
nizing masters,  I  believe  nothing  in  my 
experience  has  proved  to  be  more  ad- 
vantageous than  an  organizing  master 
having  charge  of  a  large  number  of 
schools,  and  looking  in  upon  them  once 
or  twice  in  a  year,  recommending  im- 
provements of  every  kind,  educational 
and  otherwise.  In  parts  of  Yorkshire, 
in  South  London,  and  in  various  other 
places,  the  benefit  has  been  very  great. 
We  recommended  a  small  grant  for  that 
purpose,  and  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  that 
recommendation  has  not  been  acted 
upon.  Then  with  regard  to  the  question 
of  enlargement,  the  Department  takes 
large  powers  of  enforcing  an  increased 
size  of  schools.  Well,  there  is  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  on  both  sides  oi  that 
matter,  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  in  all  our  recommendations  with 
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regard  to  that  we  aaid  tluat  thaie  ov^ 
to  be  some  subvention  to  meet  the  m* 
creased  expenses.    Then,    we  etranf^ 
urged  that  the  preeeiire  upon  the  poor 
town  schools  shonld  be  met  in  mne 
way.    It  is  extremely  diffioolt  in  nine 
towns   to  get  looal    aaeietance.      Bu 
17s.  6d.  Imiit  hits  them  Teiy  omelly 
if  they  do   well,  and  yet   these    poor 
towns  schools  are  of  the  greatest  po«i- 
ble  advantage.     If  we  are  to  floooM 
between    giving    up     the     yoluntaiy 
schools  in  the  oountry  and  the  voloac 
tary  schools  in  the  towns,  I  should  aajr 
looking  at  the  matter  from  a  broad  sooiil 
point  of  view,  it  is  more  important  to 
have  these  centres  of  friendlr  oommnni* 
cation  between  class  and  cdasB  in  the 
towns  than  it  is  in  the  country.    Ths 
Commission  were  unanimous  in  saying 
the  poor  towns  schools  require  further 
aid.    I  have  looked  carefully  throogh 
the  whole  Oode  and  I  can  find  nothing 
that  will  help  the  poor  towns  sohoQl% 
but  on  the  contrary,  a  good  deal  that,  I 
am  afraid,   will  tend  to    harm  them. 
There  is,  no  doubt,   a  good  intention 
pervading  the  Oode  throughout.    There 
is  the  good  intention  to  hdp  the  aohods 
by  extra  grants,  but  when  you  look  into 
the  question  you  will  see  that  by  raising 
the  educational  demands  all  round,  those 
extra  grants  will  not  only  be  no  gain  to 
them,  but  they  will  be  worse  off  under 
them  than  they   were  before.       Then 
with  regard  to  evening  schools,  I  can* 
not  express  how  deeply  I  regret  that 
that  great  subject  has  not  been  taken 
up.    The  Commission,  of  all  shades  of 
opinion,  urged  **  the  complete  reorgani- 
zation"  (that  was  the  phrase)  of  the 
evening  school  system,  which  has  been 
spoken  of  as  the  *'  Evening  oontinuatiott 
school    system."       Why  did  they  do 
that?     If  there   was  one  point  upon 
which   they   were  unanimous,   it    was 
in   expressing  the  opinion    that    chil- 
dren   in    all    parts    of    the    oountrj 
forget  all  they  learn  after  leaving  school  ^ 
so  that  really,  after  spending  all  these 
millions  upon  education,   the  country 
does  not   get  a    quid  pro   q%9   for  its 
money.      We    urged,    therefore,    that 
there  should  be  a  bold  and  comprehen- 
sive treatment  of  the    evening  sohool 
system.     I  am  quite  sure  that  the  ad* 
vantages    educationally,    Bodally,   and 
morally  of  the  effective  working  of  the 
evening    continuation    school    system 
would  be  perfectly  untold;  and  upon 
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that  point  I  think  the  Ooouniaaion  were 
perfectly  unanimous.  I  veiy  much 
resret  that  that  point  has  not  been 
taken  up.  Now,  with  regard  to  day 
training  colleges,  I  am  one  of  those 
who  are  in  favour  of  trying  the  experi- 
ment, but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
all  the  conditions  which  the  Gommission 
recommended  in  the  carrying  out  of  the 
experiment  are  left  out  of  the  Oode. 
This  is,  after  all,  an  experiment,  but  it  is 
of  infinite  importance  that  the  teachers 
should  not  only  be  well  trained  intel- 
lectually but  should  be  moral  and  well- 
conditioned  people.  With  regard  to 
the  day  training  colleges,  we  said  that 
if  the  experiment  is  made  the  serious 
attention  of  Parliament  would  hare  to 
be  directed  to  theee  points — '^  To  getting 
some  security  for  the  religious  and 
moral  instruction  of  the  day  scholars 
who  were  to  be  teachers.''  I  see 
nothing  of  that.  "That  the  constitu- 
tion of  a  governing  body  like  the  man- 
aging committee  of  a  training  college 
should  be  responsible  for  the  efficiency 
of  education,  and  should  also  provide 
model  schools  for  the  teachers  to  teach 
in."  I  see  no  provision  for  that.  '^  Some 
security  that  the  students  trained  at  the 
public  cost  should  devote  themselves  to 
educational  pursuits  afterwards  in  ele- 
mentary schools."  That  is  a  most  im- 
portant point,  because  otherwise,  at  the 
public  cost,  you  will  train  a  number  of 
young  people  for  ordinary  commercial 
Ufe.  I  see  nothing  about  that  in  the 
Oode.  **  Security  that  the  supply  of 
day  training  college  teachers  shall 
not  exceed  the  demand " — in  other 
words,  that  you  do  not  artificially 
swell  and  swamp  the  teaching  pro- 
fession. I  am  afraid  I  cannot  dis- 
cover any  security  in  the  Code  for  that. 
Those  are  some  of  the  important  matters 
which  do  not  find  any  place  in  the 
present  Oode.  The  answer  may  be  that 
they  will  be  embodied  in  a  future  Oode. 
I  say  then  you  disturb  asain  the  Educa- 
tional arrangements  oi  the  country. 
And  remember  that  many  of  the  fears 
and  oppositions  which  are  now  raised 
regarding  the  present  Oode  would  not 
exist  if  the  schools  had  got  the  advan- 
tages which  are  asked  for  in  the  Beport 
of  the  Oommissioners,  particularly  if  the 
178.  fid.  limit  were  removed,  and  if  there 
were  the  exemption  from  rates,  which  is 
certainly  very  much  called  for.  Those 
points  require  freeh  legislation,  but  the 


I  other  points  that  I  have  referred  to  in- 
volve only  the  Amendment  of  the  new 
Oode.  As  far  as  I  see  at  the  present 
moment,  I  am  afraid  that  the  Oode  will 
not  secure  the  willing  assent  of  any  one 
of  the  parties  interested  in  Education. 
Ihave  Deen  watching  the  subject  very 
carefully,  and  I  only  find  great  alanzL 
amongst  those  who  are  connected  with 
voluntary  schools,  Oburch  schools,  and 
other  schools.  I  do  not  see  any  warm 
reception  on  the  part  of  those  who  werO' 
represented  by  the  minority  on  the 
Boyal  Oommission.  I  have  looked  at 
their  latest  utterances,  and  they  say  that 
the  Oode  now  proposed  will  be  held  in 
no  way  to  settle  the  Education  Question. 
I  see,  therefore,  nothing  but  unsettle* 
ment  before  me.  I  know  the  Code  is  pro- 
duced with  the  best  possible  intentions,, 
and  I  exceedingly  regret,  at  any  time,, 
to  be  in  opposition  to  my  noble  Friend, 
or  to  the  Government ;  but  I  feel  certain, 
that  if  my  noble  Friend  will  only  con- 
sent to  follow  the  precedent  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  and  Mr.  Mundella,  and 
will  meet  the  wishes  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  schools  and  let 
the  dode  be  before  the  countrj 
for  such  a  period  that  it  may  be 
thoroughly  considered,  that  next  yeur 
he  will  be  able  to  take  up  the  omitted 
recommendations  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission ;  he  will  be  able  to  get  rid  of 
the  evils  which  I  am  afraid  do  attach  ta 
the  proposed  Oode,  and  he  will  then, 
with  the  willing  consent,  with  the  hearty 
approbation  of  all  who  are  concerned 
in  education,  be  able  to  carry  a  Oode 
efiPecdng  a  great  educational  change 
which  will  do  infinite  credit  to  himself 
and  the  Qovernment,  and  put  the  whole 
educational  system  upon  a  permanent^ 
satisfactory,  and  enlightened  position* 
I  trust  my  noble  Friend  will  forgive  me 
for  criticising  the  Code  so  freely,  but  we 
have  the  same  great  objects  in  view,, 
and  in  what  I  have  said  I  have  been 
actuated  by  the  desire  that  my  noble 
Friend  and  the  Gk>vernment  should  hav» 
the  credit  of  effecting  an  educational 
improvement  of  great  national  im- 
portance. 

•Eabl  FORTESCUE:  My  Lords. 
I  have  no  prejudice  against  Board 
Schools  at  ail.  I  have  only  lamented 
that  so  many  managers  of  schools,  in 
London  especially,  thought  it  their  dutj 
to  carry  on  a  continual  struggle  to  main* 
tain  voluntary  schools  under  desperata 
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-and  hopeless  ciroumstanoes,  instead   of 
acquiescing  in  what  was  found  to  be  in- 
evitable aiter  i^  great  expenditure  of 
energy   and  money,   and  doing    their 
best  to  turn  the  Board  Schools  to  the 
best  account.    I  will  not  continue  the 
protest  that  has  been  so  ably  already 
made,  against  the  hardship  that  would 
be  inflicted  upon  the  Managers  of  the 
voluntary   schools,   if  the  S)undations 
upon  which  they  were  originally  en- 
couraged to  build  and  to  carry  on  those 
schools,  were  to  be  superseded  by  any 
ruinously  onerous  new  conditions  and 
requirements.      It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  many  of  these  Managers,  at 
very  heavy  sacrifice  and  in  the  most 
generous  manner,  provided,  to  a  great 
extent,  for  the  education  of  the  country 
before  there   was  a  question   of  Par- 
liament enacting  that  education  should 
be  compulsory  and  universal,  and  made 
provision  for  the  consequent  expense, 
partly  out  of  grants  from  the  Treasury, 
and  partly,  where  so  found  necessary, 
by  imposing  an  entirely  new  rate  upon 
the  rate- payers  of  the  country,  that  is, 
upon  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  real 
property  only.     I  would   only  remind 
-your   Lordships    that    the     hardships 
would  be  much  the  greater,  because,  as 
the  right  rev.   Primate  so   truly  said, 
the  Department    at  one  time  besides 
insisting  as  it  always  has  done,  upon 
certain   requirements    as  to   accommo- 
dation and  other  points,   actually  re- 
iused  gprants,  if  it  was  proposed  that 
schools  should   be  built  with  (in  their 
•opinion),    excessive  accommodations  or 
at  an  excessive  expense.  I  remember  well 
that  to  two  schools  that  I  was  building 
I   proposed  to   add  a   porch,   quite  as 
much    for    shelter    as    for    ornament; 
but  simply  because  the  porches  would 
have  involved  such  additional  expense 
as  to  forfeit  the  grant,  they  had  to  be 
abandoned.     Whatever  may  be  said  of 
Board  Schools,  it  is  not  denied  either  by 
their  friends  or  opponents  that  they  are 
carried  on  at  a  gpreater  expense  than 
voluntary  schools,   and   these   are  not 
times  when,  whether   in  the  shape  of 
extra  subscriptions  or  in  the  shape  of 
«xtra  rates,  any  sudden   extra  require- 
ments can    immediately   be  met  with- 
out considerable  hardship.     It  seems  to 
me  to  be  a  reasonable  case   for  some- 
thing like  a  compromise — not   on   the 
one   hand   disregarding  the  conditions 
jrequired   by   an  improved  standard  of 

Earl  ForUsouB 


education,    nor    on    the    oOier   hand 
insisting  almost  saddenl j  on  ohanm 
and  improvements  which  maj  invmve 
almost  ruinous  expense.     Witii  regaid 
to    new    requirements    snggesfeed    on 
sanitary  grounds,  my  labours  for  more 
than  40  years,  and  I  may  add  some 
differing,  on  behalf  of  that  good  oanae 
should  prevent  my  being  snspeoled  of 
indifference  to  sanitary  oonsidemtiona. 
But  I  think  common  sense  will  tell  vs 
that  requirements  which    may  be   not 
only  reasonable  but  almost  essential  Ibr 
schools  situated  with  their  playgroands 
in  the  centre  of  dense  populations,  and 
which  children  arrive    at   and    retam 
from    through    crowded    streets    and 
narrow  alleys.    Many  of  them  to  single 
rooms  lived  in  by  day  and  slept  in  at 
night  by  the  whole  family,  as  is  too 
often  the  case  in  our  large  towns  are  not 
equally  essential  in  the  ease  of  schools 
situate  in  open  villages  and  attended  1^ 
children  coming  to  or  returning  thxongn 
country  lanes  or  paths  from  cottages,  all 
with  one  separate  day-room  at  least  In 
addition  to  generally  two  or  three  bed* 
rooms.    My  Lords,  I  will  say  that  I  do 
not  regret  a  word  of  what  I  addressed  to 
your  Lordships  the  other  davin  speaking 
of  the  very  real  and  valuable  improve- 
ments which  are  to  be  found  in  this 
Oode.    I  mentioned  one  that  struck  me 
very  particularly,  and  with  regard  to 
which    the    Department    has    shown 
a  practical  good    sense,    which  it  has 
not    always  shown.      For    years  and 
years  the  successive  Oodes  insisted  that 
if  a  child    failed  in,    say,   arithmetie 
one  year  it  was  not  to  be  presented  in 
the  standard  which  it  had  been  unable 
to  pass  last  year,  but  it  was  to  oateh 
up  its  arrears  and  be  examined  in  as 
high  a  standard  as    those    who  with 
facility  and  success  passed  the  former 
standard  in  the  year  before.   One  of  the 
great  improvements  of  the  Oode  is  that 
return  to  common  sense  which  enacts 
that  children  are  to  be  examined  in  the 
classes  which    the  teachers  select  for 
them.  Up  to  the  present  time  there  had 
been  a  want  of   recognition  of  child 
nature  in  the  provisions  of  the  Oode, 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  that 
respect  this  Oode  has  made  valuable 
improvements.  The  hereditary  principle 
applies  to  mental  qualities  as  well  as 
bodily  qualities.     A  number  of    your 
Lordships,   like  myself,  count    among 
your    ancestors    distinguished   lawyers 
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aooimtoiiied  to  abstract  reasoning ;  as  a 
rule,  the  higher  and  more  cmt^vated 
olaasee,  for  generation  after  generation, 
have  been  aocustomed  to  abstract  reason- 
ing and  to  the  study  of  abstract  princi- 
ples. But  it  should  be  remembered  that 
in  the  case  of  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  children  who  are  now  educated  in 
our  elementary  schools,  no  one  of  their 
ancestors,  perhaps  for  a  thousand  years, 
ever  grappled  with  the  difficulties  of, 
say,  grrammar.  Therefore,  it  is  not  sur- 
prising that  we  should  find  a  good  deal 
of  over-pressure  amonff  children  who 
have  inherited  from  tneir  parents  a 
natural  difficulty  and  disability  in  deal- 
ing with  abstract  principlee  and  abstract 
reasoning.  I  observe,  myself,  a  great 
improvement  in  the  Oode  in  several 
respects;  but  as  the  noble  Iiord  has 
truly  said,  the  changes  made  by  it  are 
indeed  vast.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  when  a  certain  period  has  elapsed 
it  obtains  the  force  of  Statute  Law,  and 
in  the  event  of  any  change  of  President, 
still  more  of  Qovemment,  it  is  still  bind- 
ing and  imperative.  Moreover,  we  have 
very  good  reason  to  deprecate  frequent 
changes  in  the  Code,  so  I  do  earnestly 
hope  that  the  Government  will  consent 
to  postpone  the  operation  of  the  Oode  at 
a  sacrifice,  it  may  be,  of  the  improve- 
ments in  it  for  a  while,  and  allow  more 
time  for  its  consideration  and  under- 
standing by  the  country,  and  more  time 
for  the  adoption  of  suggestions  which  I 
am  quite  sure  the  noble  Lord  E^sident 
would  not  be  at  all  above  receiving 
from  experts  and  friends  of  education 
throughout  the  country. 

*LoRD  HERRIES :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  propose  to  detain  the  House  very 
long,  but  I  wish  to  take  this  oppor- 
tumty  of  saying  that  I  have  haa  the 
means  of  learning  what  are  the  opinions 
of  the  Boman  Catholic  Bishops  of  Eng- 
land on  the  subject  of  this  Code,  and  I  am 
able  to  say  that  they  are  unanimous  in 
the  wish  that  it  should  be  withdrawn 
this  year.  A  short  time  ago  I  attended 
a  meeting  of  the  poor  schools  Com- 
mittee, wnich  is  a  Committee  repre- 
sentative of  every  Boman  Catholic 
Diocese  in  England  and  Scotland,  oon- 
sistingjof  two  lay  to  one  clerical  member. 
This  Committee  came  to  a  resolution 
almost  unanimously  to  the  same  effect, 
that  in  their  opinion  the  beet  course 
would  be  for  the  Qovemment  to  with- 
draw the  Code.   My  Lorde,  I  cannot  help 


saying  that  I  am  of  opinion  that  these- 
Codes  coming  so  frequently  and  making 
such  great  alterations,  and  requiring 
often  a  great  expenditure  of  money 
on  the  part  of  the  managers,  unsettle 
the  conditions  of  our  schools,  and  make 
the  position  of  voluntary  schools  more 
difficult.  I  will  quote  to  you  an  answer 
which  was  made  by  a  great  authority, 
the  greatest  authority  perhaps  in  re- 
gard to  this  question.  In  Answer 
No.  608  made  befora  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission, with  regard  to  the  difference 
between  the  voluntary  schools  and  the^ 
Board  Schools,  and  the  expenditure  re- 
quired upon  them,  Mr.  Cumin  said — 

**  Inaamach  as  the  rates  are  an  inexhaustible 
resouroe  to  go  apon  as  compared  with  voluntary 
contributions,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  re- 
quirements of  voluntary  schools  mighty  b* 
much  more  severely  felt  than  thd  same  require- 
ments by  the  Board  Schools." 

After  which  he  assented  to  the  proposi- 
tion that — 

'*  A  continuance  of  minutes  of  that  character 
might  entirely  exhaust  the  help  of  the  voluntary 
schools." 

The  question  is  whether  the  result  of 
Codes  of  this  sort  making  greater 
demands  upon  the  voluntary  sub- 
scriptions of  the  people  may  not  in 
the  end  make  it  impossible  for  the 
small  voluntary  schools  to  exist  at  all. 
That  is  a  question  which  will  come 
before  us  before  very  long.  Now,  in 
criticising  the  Code  which  has  been 
brought  before  us  to-night,  I  should  like^ 
to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of  the 
criticism  of  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
of  Clause  72,  which  refers  to  the  in* 
crease  of  staff.  Additional  certificated 
teachers  are  required  in  future  for  an 
average  attendance  of  60  instead  of  70» 
That  in  some  cases  may  necessitate' 
a  great  expenditure — so  g^at  that 
it  may  be  the  means  of  shutting  up 
some  of  the  smaller  schools  altogether* 
Then  there  are  other  questions.  There 
is  the  question  of  school  accommodation 
which  is  a  very  serious  matter.  It 
affects  not  only  the  denominational 
schools  but  all  the  smaller  schools 
throughout  the  country.  The  differ- 
ence between  100  cubic  feet  of  internal 
apace  to  each  unit  of  average  atten- 
dance and  80  feet  is  very  great.  It  ia 
all  very  well  in  large  towns,  where  yoa 
require  the  extra  space,  but  in  the  rural 
districts  where  the  air  is  good  it  ia 
not   necessary  to  have   such  a  large 
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tart.  Now.  tiiAt  hatt  b«Mi  MttiToLj  Uft  . 
oat  f,i  <Hninil<tTttu>A  by  1117  luihle  Phmid 
who  b«ji  npokiHt,  and  by  chn  ri^iic  tvw. 
ProlAM.  Anil  vhen  I  am  vAA  Uuit  cii«  . 
nenmmiA'lati^tiiA    of    tht    ComaLuMion.  I 

ihonW  bet«kisiiru»whfile.  lMiMm*k«  net  so  do  wliAi  mj  right 
tbiA  ohawTTUiria.  The  mAJcincj  4f  th« 
0')ittiniiMi''>ii  r«>»mm«Bd  that  mloatkry 
•dtooU  iihniilrl  bft  lappofted  by  tlu 
ratiM ;  but  •»  »»d  an  ch*  tittiiigi  of  the 
C'vmmiiM)'>D  vera  finuhed,  Aodthe  Cool' 

isiiiiri''>SM«   b««ui   b>   set  into   eonflicc  .„ 

with 'm*  another,  thej  tbreir  that  (msr.  ^^  *„™T  ^  ?^?*  T?^'  "^ 
rih*  E*»l  Hamowbt:  No,]  I  do  not  p«cOc«nj  eh^t  the  be^  adiaok  ^ 
i»TmyBf.bl*PriMiddid,biitth«.«weM,  P"  tte  anallert  ffranta  tlwyeMi.  I«t 
'     '  what  th«  Dvfwrtmant  la  Ukdy 


'lim'iiT*',  bat  "  to  •(upmd  the  paymeat 
to  it  of  any  gnaC"  Gnat  slann  i» 
mppiMd  U>  exiot  on  tha  gnmnd  that 
if  yoa  aUoT  theae  gnats  of  12a, 
Ite..    aad    lAa.    6d.    than   ia    fiitf   of 


••y  my 

nadoabtMlly,   th»   ¥ii»«i   expraaicd   by    "^ 

▼aru/iu  bodJM  of  imc'naoc*  eooneeted    J;*._™.^?jJ'^ 
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with  denomiDaticoaJ  achoola  liiiM  the  l^"  proTided  by  Uua  Code  thmt  O* 
B«[^.rt  »u  iMa«d  ;  and  a  greM  number  I^perton  Bap<wt  >haU  b»  pablie.  m 
Of  pwaon.,  an  pennadad  that,  if  yoa    Ii"peetor  himaaH  will  have  to  give  th* 


onu   admit   ■upport    by    the   ratea. 


s  for  whidi  h«  invitea  cenaure,  or 


.u!d   mMQ   deatruction   to    volontary    recommenda  a  partictdar  gnnt 


will  have  to  ^ra  toll  aeeounta  of  tha 
■choola  he  haa  examinad.  Hy  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Harrowby)  aays  ha  ■ 

nothing  aboat  the  moral 


•ctaools.  \aA  me  alAo  »ay,  with  reepecC 

volantary  achools.  what  the  BayalCom- 

miauon  did.  TheBoyalCoauiiaMonsaa 

the  importaoce  of  volantary  achoola  iik  <■ 

enlisting    enthuaiaam,   rigoar,   and  re-    reported  on  by  the  Injector. 

ligtoiM  feeling.     That  haa  beentheforco    however,  in  the  Code  a  gonmaldirectooa, 

and  meaning  of  the  volantary  achooU,  I  ""der   9.100,    which   u   modi  m   no- 

and  therefore  tliey  called  upon  theireup-    'o™"*?    ^""^    ""    reoonun«ndat«m  of 


train  I"  g  1>dng 
star.   l£ereia. 


■>  ahow  by  their  "nibKriptiona '  »«»  Soyal  Commiarion  ■*  P-  231 
that  they  meant  to  anpport  voluntary    ^^^^_^%}^^^,^^ 
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education.  And,  deeply  ooncemed  aa 
we  all  are  for  the  intereata  of  volantary 
■choola,  they  cannot  help  the  obaerva- 
tion  that  they  cannot  expect  that  every- 
thing ahbuld  be  done  for  them  and 
nothmg  by  thenuelvea.  The  Seport 
•aya— 

"  It  ii  jnit,  that  the  mpportfln  of  volantary 
•chooU  inouid  retain  the  management  on  tha 
oonditiun  of  b«uuig  lome  labaUotial  ahare  of 
the  coat  io  tubactiptiom." 

It  wae  no  doubt  with  a  view  to 
aMist  the  voluntary  gchoola  that  a 
fixed  grant  of  10a.  waa  recommended. 
My  right  rev.  Friend  the  Bishop  of 
London  made  some  very  ourioua  re- 
marka  about  the  way  in  which  the 
Inapectors  and  the  Depaitmmt  might 
play  fast  aud  looae  with  the  mone- 
tary poeition  of  these  aohools.  Yet 
it  should  be  remembered  that  my 
right  rev.  Friend  himself  signed  this 
Buport,  in  which  the  10s.  grant  waa 
leoommended.  Just  let  me  read  what 
the  reoommeDdatioD  waa : — 

"W«  oai 


VitootuU  Cranhroei 


(l}lCoral  Tiaiomg;  (8)  CleaalinaM 
of  school  and  scholars;  (3)  Qoietaesa; 
(4)  Attention;  (SJ  Ohedienoa;  (6)  Ac- 
curacy ;  (7)  General  iateUigenoe ;  {i} 
daaufcation  ;  (S)  Instruction  of  Pu^ 
Teachers.  The  general  oonditiona  of  thia 
hind  under  the  new  Oode  become  real 
objects  of  inspection  and  reward.  I  hav* 
been  asked  as  to  day-traioing  ooUegea. 
These  day-training  colleges  will  be  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  reaidenlaal 
tr^ning  colleges — that  is  to  say,  those 
who  wish  for  them  will  have  to  go  to  the 
expense  of  getting  them,  and  £ere  will 
ba  just  the  same  oontroL  over  them  bj 
the  Department,  and  there  wiUbejOSt 
the  same  examination  by  the  Inspeotor 
as  there  is  in  the  rendential  ooUegea. 
Therefore  you  havs  the  same  guaran- 
tees for  morality  and  for  propw  teaidi- 
f;  that  you  have  in  the  reudential 
leges.     I  am   rather  sorpiised   tiiat 


got  day  training  college* 
should  be  supposed  to  have  instttntiooa 
in  which  there  is  no  guarantee  for  thd 
moral  training.  At  all  events,  I  m^ 
say,  with  regard  to  these  day  training 
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ooUeges  that  we  have  adopted  that  which 
has  the  unanimous  reoommendationof  the 
Boyal  Oommission,  and  I  do  not  think 
we  have  run  a  very  g^at  risk  in  doing 
so,  inasmuch  as  it  is  only  by  voluntary 
efforts  that  these  colleges  can  be  brought 
into  existence.    School  Boards  are  pro- 
hibited by  Statute  from  founding  them. 
My  noble  Friends  are  very  maoh  alarmed 
at  the  provisions  as  to  staff  which  are 
contained  in  Article  72   of  the  Code. 
Now,  how  much  staff  have  the  different 
denominations  in  their  vol  untary  schools  ? 
The  Church  of  England  has  an  excess 
of  46   per  cent;   the  Roman  Catholic, 
45   per  cent;    the  Wesley ans,   37  per 
cent ;  the  British  Schools,  44  per  cent ; 
and  the  Board   Schools,   57  per  cent. 
The    Minority  Report   asks    a    larger 
addition  than  we  have  called  for.     The 
Majority  for  a  ''considerable  "  increase.' 
Considerable  is  a  dubious  word,   and 
for    that    reason    was    odious    to    the 
great    Duke    of    Wellington.       Now, 
now  have  we  interpreted  it  in  this  new 
regulation  which  is  to  *'ruin  thousands 
of  schools"?      We  add    12  per  cent. 
My  noble  Friend  (Lord  Herries)  called 
attention    to    the  case    of  very    small 
schools  in  rural  districts,  but  there  will 
be  no  sort  of  pressure  on  those  schools. 
And  no  notice  appears  to  be  taken  of  the 
very  excellent  aid  which  those  smaller 
schools  will  get  under  Clauses  101,  102, 
and  1 03  of  the  Code.  They  will  all  of  them 
be  able  to  earn   at   least  the  17b.  6d. 
which    they    did    not    many  of   them 
attain    before.      Surely    it   cannot   be 
said  that  we  are  neglecting  the  interests 
of  the  smaller  schools  when  we  make 
that  provision.    Then  my  noble  Friend 
says,  '*Yes,  but  you  take  away  some- 
thing from  the  pupil  teachers."     It  is 
quite  true  we  do,  partly  with  a  view  to 
economy,  and  piffUy  because  those  parti- 
cular grants  of  40s.  and  £3  really  never 
went  into  the    pockets    of   the    pupil 
teachers  at  all.      Altogether  there    is 
about  £37,760  given  under  that  grant, 
but  in  the   schools  under  an  average 
attendance  of  100  where  the  pressure 
really  is,  the  whole  deduction  is  only 
about  £2,000,  and  therefore  it  will  be 
seen  that  whereas  in  large  schools  this 
sum  is  of  really  no  importance  or  advan- 
tage, we  are  enabled  to  give  to   the 
smaller  schools   oonsideraMe  relief  in 
order  to  better  their  condition,  and  if 
they  want  an  increase  of  staff,  they  will 
be  provided  with  the  means  of  getting 

VOL.  COOXXXV.  [thibd  aiRiis.] 


it.      I    am    astounded    that  anybody, 
whether  with  regard  to   the  matter  ol 
space  or  to  the  increase  of  staff,  should 
hold  so  lightly  the  power  and  strength 
of  the  voluntary  schools  as  to  suppose 
that  they  will  go  to  pieces  under  these 
small,  infinitesimal  touches  which  w» 
give  them   by  the  Code.     The  Royal 
Commission    itself    made    the    recom* 
mendations     on     those     two     subjects 
which   we  have  followed.     My  Lords,. 
I  do  not  believe  that  anything  in  the 
Code  will  damage  voluntary  schools ;  on 
the   contrary,    taking   the    Code    as    a 
whole,  it  will  be  found  that  the  volun* 
tary  schools  will  gain  considerably,  and 
the  certainty  is  in   itself  a   boon.      I 
may  just  remark,   with  regard  to  the 
alteration  we  have  made  in  the  grant  to 
rural  schools,  that  the  recommendation 
will  be  found  in  the  Report  of   the 
Royal  Commission  at  page  27 1 .     Now 
I  will  add  one  or  two  words  upon  the 
question  of  economy.     What  is  it  that 
the  Royal  Commission  say  on  this  sub- 
ject ?    They  say  that  the  outlay  which 
is  already  made  is   too  great  for  the 
results — that  ''  the  results  are  not  com- 
mensurate with  the  outlay  " — and  they 
say,  as  I  understand  it,  that  there  should 
be,  not  an  increase,  but  a  redistribution. 
That  I  think  justifies  the  course  we  have 
adopted  in  taking  something  from  the 
pupil  teachers  which  is  not  really  of  ser- 
vice to  them,  and  giving  it  to  the  smaller 
schools  in  order  that  Uiey  may  be  in  a 
better  position.     It  has  been  supposed 
that  the  merit  gprants  given  in  Mr.  Mun- 
della's  Code  were  decided  entirely  by 
individual  passes.    That  is  not  the  case.. 
They  were  decided  also  upon  the  condi* 
tion  of  the  schools,  and  you  will  find- 
instances  of   schools   which   have   got 
a  great  number   of  passes,  but  whioh> 
did  not  receive  the  merit  grants.    We 
have  acted  upon  the  recommendation  of 
the  Royal  Commission  that  the  grant 
should  depend  on  the  good  character  of 
the  school  as  a  whole,  and  on  the  quality 
of    the     acquirements    of    the    great 
majority  of  the  scholars,  rather  than 
on  the  exact  number  of  children  who 
obtain  the  minimum  standard  required. 
I  am  afraid  I  am  taking  up  too  much  of 
your  Lordship's  time,  but  I  must  of 
course  endeavour  to  show  that  this  action 
which  we  have  taken  both  in  regard  ta 
economy  and  in  reg^d  to  efficiency  is 
baaed  upon  the  reoommendationB  of  the 
Royal  dommiBsion.    Nothing  has  been 
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expended.     I    do  not    say    that    Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  ought  to  have  em- 
bodied all  the  recommendations  of  the 
majority  of  the  Commission  in  a  Bill 
under  existing  Parliamentary  difficul- 
ties, but  I  do  say  that  if  they  desire 
to  take  to  themselves  credit  for  anything 
done  by  means  of  their  Oode,   a  BiU 
would     have     been    some    earnest    of 
their    desire    to    consider    the     moral 
difficulties   of  giving  efiPect    to  it,  and 
we    might   have   treated   their   policy 
as   a    consistent    whole.      My    Lords, 
the  point  to  which  I  desire  to  call  your 
Loraships'   attention  is  a  very  simple 
one.     Tne  noble  Lord,  in  reply  to  the 
appeal  from  my  noble  Friend  who  sits 
behind  me,  in  reference  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mission, that  questions  of  moral  train- 
ing and  discipline  and  matters  of  that 
sort  ought  to  be  attended  to,  thought  he 
gave  a  satisfactory  answer  by  reading  out 
certain  paragraphs  which,  as  it  happens, 
had  appeared  in  the  Code  for  a  consider- 
able number  of  years.     My  Lords,  those 
words  attracted  my  attention,  and  (luring 
the  whole  progress  of  the  Commission. 
I   asked    almost    every   witness   about 
them.     The  almost  unanimous  opinion 
of  every  one  of  them,  whether  school- 
masters or  school-managers,  or  autho- 
rities of  the  Department,  was  that  if 
those  provisions  were  dropped  out   of 
the  Code  no  difference  would  be  felt,  for 
those  provisions  were  absolutely  useless 
and  not   worth    the  paper  they   were 
written  upon.     If  they  are  leaning  on 
those  provisions,  I  say  they  are  trusting 
to  a  broken  reed ;  therefore  I  decline  to 
accept  the  position  of  the  noble  Viscount 
when  he  relies  upon  those  words,  which 
have   been  made    ridiculous    by  their 
non-application.    My  Lords,  the  Inspect 
tors  not  having  been  called  upon   to 
report  upon  these  matters  passed  them 
over;    they   did    not  appear  to  know 
of  the  existence  of  those   words,   and 
no  Inspector  attached  the  slightest  value 
to  them  whatever.     For  these  reasons 
the  Fiducation  Commission  recommended 
that  a  formal  Eeport  should  be  made, 
and  this  at  least  is  a  matter  of  adminis- 
tration and  not  of  legislation.     There- 
fore I  say  it  is  idle  to  try  to  induce 
your    Lordships   to    believe    that    the 
retention   of  those  paragraphs  in   the 
Code  which  the  noble  Viscount  referred 
to,  is  any  adequate  security  or  guarantee 
for  the  teaching  of  moral  training  and 
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relieious  discipline  in  the  schools.     Mj 
Lords,'  I  think  it  is  rather  strange  that 
the  noble  Viscount  in   expressing  an 
optimistic  view  of   the  effect  of   this 
Code,  has  been  unable  to  produce  any' 
educational      authority    whatever     in 
defence  of  the  Code.    It  is  very  easy  to 
draw  rosy  pictures  of  the  future,   but 
all  those  who  are  practically  conversant 
with  the   work  of  education,  whether 
schoolmasters     or     voluntary     school 
managers,   look  upon   these  proposals 
with    dismay;    even    managers    under 
School  Boards  look   upon  them  with 
no  approach  to  enthusiasm.    My  Lords,. 
I    do    not    know    that    anybody    has 
found  occasion  to  express  satisfaction 
on  behalf  of  those  provisions  in  the 
Code.      So    far  as  I  understand   the 
noble  Lord,   it    does  nothing    for  the 
voluntary    schools   in  the  poor  urban 
districts,  which  have  been  carried    on 
under  circumstances  of  very  great  diffi- 
culty and  very  great  strain,  and  which 
deserve  attention.    When  we  know  that 
the  voluntary  system  has  done  so  much 
within  the  last  few  years,  your  Lordships 
will  not,  I  think,  impose  still  further 
burdens  upon  the  financial  managers  of 
those  voluntary  schools.     The  opinion  of 
the  majority  of   Her  Majesty's  Oom- 
missioners  was  in  favour  of    the  im- 
provement of  education,  coupled  with 
the  adoption  of  adequate  means  to  carry 
out  that  improvement  of  education.  The 
Code  imposes  new  burdens  on  education ; 
it  enforces  requirements  greater  than 
are    necessary   for    meeting    the    con- 
tingency,   but    it    does    not    provide 
adequate  resources  to  meet  the  further 
demands  made  on  the  managers  of  these 
schools.     I  do  not  want,  my  Lords,  to 
make  any  comparison  between  voluntaxy 
schools  and  Board  Schools,  but  I  think 
that   if   nc    better    argument   can   be 
adduced  than  the  argument  on  behaU 
of   the  moral    and    religious   training 
which  is  to  be  given  under  this  system 
which   I    have    shown   to    be    wholly 
illusory  and  not  of  the  slightest  value, 
I,    for  one,    must  decline  to    believe 
in  the   predictions   which    have    been 
made  on  such  inadequate  materials.     A 
further  examination  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Code  will  show  that  it  is  fraught 
with  the  most  serious  consequences  to 
this  country.     The  noble  Viscount,  as 
far  as  I  understand,  notwithstanding 
his  claim  to  have  considered  with  the 
utmost  care  the  interests  of  voluntary 
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Bohools  in  framing  his  Code,  admits 
that  his  reoommendatioDS  regarding 
space  require  alteration  of  a  more  or 
less  material  character.  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  quite  understand  where  we  are 
at  this  moment  or  how  the  question 
stands  now.  Is  the  Code  to  be  with- 
drawn and  another  embodying  the 
alterations  substituted?  Does  he  in- 
tend to  propose  it  with  the  words  stand- 
ing as  part  of  the  original  Code,  or  is  it 
to  oe  amended  upon  the  new  documents 
which  now  lie  upon  your  Lordship's 
Table?  I  really  do  not  know  how 
the  question  stands  before  us  now. 
Are  we  to  have  further  time  for  the  con- 
sideration of  a  new  document?  If  a 
new  Code  is  introduced  we  shall  have 
all  the  time  allowed  by  Parliament.  If 
a  merely  verbal  change  is  to  be  made  in 
the  Code  laid  on  the  Table,  the  position 
is  a  different  one,  and  we  should  have 
only  a  few  days.  My  Lords,  I  earnestly 
hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will,  notwithstanding  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord,  attend  to  the  representations 
which  have  been  made  to  him  from 
all  parts  of  the  kingdom  in  behalf  of 
delay.  If  this  measure  is  a  ^ood  one, 
he  will  have  no  difficulty;  if  on  the 
other  hand  it  is  found  to  be  necessary 
to  modify  it,  I  think  your  Lordships  will 
consider  that  those  who  have  studied  the 
matter  have  a  full  right  to  insist  upon 
the  demands  which  have  been  made 
being  listened  to. 

♦Eabl  SPENCER:  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  intend  to  enlarge  upon  this  very 
important  subject  which  has  given  rise 
to  the  debate  to  which  we  have  listened ; 
but  I  should  like  to  allude  to  one 
matter  to  which  the  noble  Lord  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  referred,  and  that  is 
what  the  intention  is  with  regard  to  this 
Code.  I  think  it  has  been  stated  by  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  that  it  is 
not  desirable  to  change  the  Code.  I 
quite  endorse  the  statement  that  it  is 
necessary  to  be  most  careful  that  the 
•Code  should  not  be  too  often 
<2hanged,  but  at  the  same  time 
it  is  necessary,  as  the  country 
is  prepared  for  it  and  requires,  it  that  the 
^standard  of  education  should  be  raised. 
I  think  after  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission it  is  necessary  that  a  standard 
of  higher  education  should  be  adopted 
and  mtroduced  into  the  Code,  and  I 
therefore  entirely  approve  of  a  change 
in  the  Code   with   that    object.     But 


as  that  change  can  only  be  made  after 
the  very  fullest  consideration,  it  is  neces- 
sary that  discussion  should  take  place 
on  the  subject.    The  discussion  of  this 
evening  has  been  very  useful,  and  the 
criticisms  of  the  noble  Lords  who  are 
authorities  on  this  subject  will  be  very 
valuable.    I  am  glad,  tiierefore,  to  hear 
that  the  noble  Viscount  intends  to  g^ve 
more  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
new  Code.    If  I  understand  rightly  the 
discussion  which  has  taken  place,   the 
new  Code  will    come  into  effect  some 
time    in    the    autumn.     The    subject 
requires  every    consideration,    and     I 
should  welcome  other  changes  in  the 
Code  besides  that  which  has  been  fore- 
shadowed, the  changes  intended  to  carry 
out  some  of  the  other  important  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commissioners. 
My  Lords,    I  should  like   to   make  a 
further  reference  to  this  subject.     Allu- 
sion has  been  made  to  the  method  in 
which  the  Code  which  so  appropriately 
is   connected  with  the  name    of   Mr. 
Mundella,  who  was  Vice-President  when 
I  filled  the  post  now  held  by  the  noble 
Viscount,  was  carried  out.    The  noble 
Viscount  correctly  stated  how  the  altera- 
tions   then    made  were    brought   into 
operation.     I  do  not  desire  him  now  to 
follow  exactly  that  course,  for  that  will 
put    off    too    long    improvements    in 
education    which    I    think    this    new 
Code  will  effect.     But,    My    Lords,   I 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  would 
not    be     possible    for    the    new   Code 
amended  after  discussion  as  it  probably 
may  be,  and  the  old  Code  to  run  to- 
gether for  a  time.   If  that  were  possible 
it  would  be  a  much  better  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  the  question.     It  would   dis- 
place illusions,  and  it  would  be  prefer- 
able   to    withdrawing    the    new   Code 
altogether.     I  merely  throw  out  that 
suggestion,  and  I  hope  the  noble  Vis- 
count will  consider  what  I  press  upon 
him,  and  that  he  will  not  postpone  al- 
together for  a  year  the  consideration  of  a 
new    Code     embodying    improvements 
founded  in  great  part  on  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commission. 

REMOVAL  OF  WRECKS  ACT  (1877) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.     (No.  46.) 

Read  3*  (according  to    order),    and 
passed. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven 

o*  clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  qnarter 

before  Eleven  o  dock. 
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•examinations,  he  will  direct  that  each  sub- 
ject  may  be  taken  up  8eparately,80  that, 
for  example,  an  Officer  may  pass  in  tactics 
in  May  1889,  in  law  in  December  1889, 
in  fortification  in  May  1890,  and  in 
topography  in  December  1 890. 

♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  The  answer  to 
the  first  two  questions  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive,    line  officers  are  allowed  if  they 
^sh  it  to  have  a  two  months'  course  of 
garrison  instruction,  as  their  promotion 
depends    upon    their    passing.       line 
officers  are  not  allowed  to  take  up  the 
subjects  separately.       The  reason  why 
an  exception  has  been  made  in  favour 
of  Volunteer  officers  as  regards  tactics  is 
because  a  special  capitation  allowance 
is  granted  for  each  officer  of  Volunteers 
ifho    has    passed    his   examination    in 
tactics.    It  is  not  desirable  that  the  ex- 
aminations should  be  further  subdivided. 


EMIGRATION  TO  THE  ARGENTINE 
REPUBLIC. 
Me.   BROADHURST  (Nottingham) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  his   attention 
has    been  called    to   circulars,     issued 
by    the    authority    of  the   Argentine 
Republic,     inviting     working     people 
to     emigrate    to    that    country:    and 
whether,    seeing    that   the    statements 
made  in  such  circulars  with  regard  to 
the  rates  of  wages,    the    demand   for 
labour,  and  the  cost  of  living,  are  mis- 
leading, and  that  great  misery  has  been 
<;aused     to    those    who    have  thereby 
been     induced      to      emigrate,       the 
Oovernmont   will  issue   a    warning  to 
intending  emigrants  on  the  subject. 
*The     under    secretary     of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.): 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  received  from 
the  Argentine  Legation  copies  of  the 
circulars  referred  to ;  but  the  reports  of 
Her    Majesty's    Oharge    d'Affaires   at 
Buenos  Ayres  give  a  very  fair  prospect 
for  suitable  emigrants,  and  would  not 
appear  to  justify   the  issue  of  such   a 
notice   as  that  indicated  by  the    hon. 
Member.    We  are  not  aware  of   any 
misery  resulting  to  emigrants,  but  only 
of  a  case  of  some  temporary  discomfort, 
caused  by  the  simultaneous  arrival  of  a 
great  number  of  emigrants,  who  were 
soon  after  settled.       Steps   have   been 
taken  so  that  adequate  notice  is  given  to 
Her  Majesty's  Representatives   of  the 
arrival  of  emigrants  from  this  country. 

Mr.  Radeliffe  Cooh 


COCHIN  CHINA— BRITISH  CXXTTON 

CLOTHS. 
Mb.    BRISTOWB    (Lambeth,   Nor- 
wood)  asked   the  Under   Seoretazy  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  whether  it  baa 
been  brought  to  his  notice  that  BritiBh 
cotton  cloths  when  imported  into  Cochin 
Ohina,  which  for  about  two  years  have 
been  subject  to  the  Tariff  GeneraU  and 
under  it  have  been  taxed  at  rates  vary- 
ing from  20  per  cent  to  40  per  cent  on 
their  respective  values,  are  now,  under 
a  resolution  adopted  recently   by  the 
Oonseil  d'Etat  at  Paris,  to  be  charged 
an  additional    duty  of   60  per   cent; 
whether  remonstrances  have  been  made 
as  to  this  impost,  on  the  ground  that  it 
will  be  prohibitory  as  regards  British 
cloths ;  and,  whether,  if  enforced,  sueh 
cloths  now  en  route  vid  Hong  Kong  and 
Singapore,  or  actually  contracted  for  in 
Lancashire,  wiQ  be  subject  to  the  said 

impost  ? 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  statement 
contained  in  the  first  paragraph  of  this 
question  is  substantially  correct.     As 
regards  the  second  paragraph  no  re- 
monstrance   has    been    made    because 
there  is  no  treaty  ground  for  remon- 
strance, and  because  this  measure  is  in 
accordance  with  a  settled  policy,   de- 
liberately   adopted.       Whether    goods 
now  en  route  will  be  subjected  to  the 
increased  duties   must  depend  on  tiie 
regulations  under  which  these  duties 
will  be  applied.     On  this  point  inquiry 
will  be  made  at  Paris,  and  I  will  inform 
my  hon.  Friend  of  the  reply. 


MR.  MONTAGU  WILLIAMS. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  his  attention  has  been  draiwn 
to  Report  in  the  DaiUf  News  of  the  7th 
instant  of  a  case  tried  before  Mr. 
Montagu  Williams,  in  which  the  follow- 
ing words  appeeur : — 

<<The  magistrate  said  that  not  half  the 
evidence  was  before  him,  but  he  had  no  doabt 
that  the  child  of  Mrs.  Cohen  was  lent  for  the 
purpose  of  this  conspiracy,  and  that  the 
prisoners,  like  their  nation  and  reliffioniste 
always  did,  lied  as  deep  as  they  could  lie  to 
back  up  that  conspiracy.  Whether  it  woald 
be  proved  was  another  matter." 
And,  if  such  expressions  were  reaDy 
uttered,  will  any  notice  be  taken  of  the 
use  by  a  Magistrate  on  the  Bench  of 
words  reflecting  on  all  persons  of  a  par- 
ticular faith  ? 
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Thb  SEORETAET  of   STATE  fob  Tuesday  evening  from  the  effects  of 

THB     HOME    DEPABTMENT    (Mr.  privation  and  exposure;  whether  the 

Matthews,  Birmingham,    E.) :    I    am  Government    intend    to    institute    any 

informed  by  the  Magistrate  that  he  did  inqury  into  the  circumstances  of  her 

not  use  the  exact  words  as  reported,  death ;    whether  any  precautions  will 

What  he  said  was  that —  be  taken  for  the  preservation  of  the 

**The  prisoners  had  lied  as  deeply  as  they  lives  of   destitute  women  and  children 

could,  and  that  the  perjury  which  was  com-  on     the     Glasheroo     portion     of     Mr. 

mitted  at  his   Coort  by  many  of  their  co-  Qlphert's  estate,  who  are  to  be  evicted 

rehgionisto  was  perfeotiy  appaUmg.  ^^     Monday    next ;  and,    whether  the 

Although  these  words  have    a    much  report  is  true  that  directions  have  been 

narrower  application  than  the  expres-  given  to  burn  the  houses,  from  which 

sions   given   in  the  Beport,   I  cannot  the  people  of  Glasheroo  are  about  to  be 

conceal  my  opinion  that  the  practice  of  evicted,  with  paraffin  oil ;  and,  if  so,  by 

making  general    comments    from    the  whom   will    tne    cost    of   the  paraffin 

Bench   in  particular  cases  is  open  to  oil  be  defrayed  ? 

considerable  objection.  Mb.    MADDEN:    I  must    ask    the 

mrriii  -^r^xwr      tv  ^^^*     Gentleman      to    postpone      the 

THE  NEW  CX)DE.  question.     A  Report  has  been  called  foar 

M*.        FRANCIS        STEVENSON  which  has  not  yet  been  received. 
(Suffolk,  Eye)  asked  the  Vice  President 

of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa-  ^^  ^   O'BRIEN  AND  MR.  E. 

tion  whether  persons  at  present  recog-  HARRINGTON, 

mzed      as      provisionally     certificated  ^,       r^  * -r^«F«^^-r    ^«     ..        ,      -«» v 

teachers,  not  having  sat  for  the  Queen's  ^'    CAUSTON    (Southwark,    W.) 

Scholarship  Examination,  wiU  cease  to  ^^^  *f®   Secretary  of  State  for  the 

be  so  reoogniaed  when  the  New  Code  Home  Department  whether,  dur^g  the 

comes  into  operation ;  whether,  if  they  J^®^"^^*^  *^  If^^?   ^^^  ^'  W lUiam 

are  still  so  recognized,  it  wiU  be  neces-  OBnen  and  Mr.  Edward  Hamnjton, 

sary  for    them  to    pass    the    Queen's  *W  ^^^  ^°<^®',  ^»«  ^^^^  J  a?^»  */  ?P» 

Scholarship  Examination  before  taking  ^»^®'®  are  they  lodged,  and  what  is  the 

the  certificate  papers  of  the  first  year  °^^"?®  />^   ^^^    P"80°  ^  treatment    to 

students;    and    whether    provisionally  ^*l^f '^  *°^^^^                                   „.„. 

certificated   teachers,   after  being    em-  ^,^?-    MATTHEWS:     Mr     Wilham 

ployed  for  one  year  in  that  capacity,  ?^^"??   ".  ^^^«^    at    Holloway  and 

may  sit  for  first  year  papers  ?  ^'-    Harrington    at     PentonviUe,     m 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT    of    thb  cna^'Sr®   oi  y^^h  pnson   officers.     The 

COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  governors  of  these  prisons  have  been 

Hart  Dyke,  Kent.  Dartford) :  Nothing  instructed  to  allow  their  treatment  to 

in  the  Code  will  aflfect  the  position  of  ^^  regulated  according  to   the    mfor- 

teachers  now  holding  provisional  certi-  n^ation    they    receive    from    the  Insh 

ficates,  nor  will  they  have  to  pass  the  o^c®"  ^»°  «^arg®,    m  order  that  they 

Queen'sScholarship  Examination  before  may  be  treated  here  as  they  are  in  the 

taking  the  certificate  papers  of  the  first  ^^^^  prisons  from  which  they  come, 
year;  but  they  will  not  be  allowed  to 

take  these  papers  after  being  employed  THE  SUGAR  BOUNTY  CONVENTION, 

only  one  year   as  provisionally  certifi-  Sib  WILLI  AM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 

cated  teachers.  asked  the   President  of  the  Board  of 

Trade     whether,     under      the     Sugar 

IRELAND-THE  OLPHERT  EVICTIONS.  Bounty  Convention,  Great  Britain  could 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  asked  the  Solicitor  be  called  upon  to  exclude  sugar  being 

General     for     Ireland     whether      his  the   produce  of  a  Nation  (not  in  any 

attention   had  been  called  to  the   fact  way  a  party  to  the  Convention),  on  the 

that  a   woman   named  Bessie  Doolan,  ground  of  its  giving  a  Bounty,  although 

upwards  of  eighty  years  of  age,  one  of  such  Nation  may  be  entitled  by  Treaty 

the    tenants    on    the    Olphert    estate,  to  the  "  most  favoured  Nation "  treat- 

whose  eviction  was  stayed  about  three  ment,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Treaty  of 

weeks  ago  on  account   of  her  illness,  Commerce  between  Great  Britain   and 

was  evicted  from   her  holding   within  the    United     (States,    in    which    it    is 

the  last  few  days,  and  that  she  died  on  stipulated  as  follows — 
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'*  Nor  shall  any  prohibition  be  impoaed  by 
Oreat  Britain  upon  the  Exportation  of  any 
any  article  the  growth,  produce,  or  numnfac« 
tnre  of  the  United  States,  to  the  territories  of 
Her  Britannic  Majesty,  which  shall  not  equally 
extend  to  all  other  N  itions ;" 

And,  whether,  in  a  case  where  such  a 
Treaty  exists,  Rer  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment claim  the  right,  without  the 
consent  of  the  other  contracting  party, 
to  exclude  sugar,  the  produce  of  such 
country,  whilst  they  admit  the  sugar  of 
other  nations  ? 

♦The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bsaoh, 
Bristol,  W.) :  It  rests  rather  with  the 
Foreign  Office  than  with  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  give  an  authoritative  interpre- 
tation of  our  treaty  engagements,  but  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to  have 
my  opinion  I  shall  be  happy  to  g^ve  it. 
This  question,  though  apparently 
general,  is  really  limited  to  the  case  of 
our  treaty  with  the  United  States.  I 
think  all  other  nations  that  are  at  all 
likely  to  send  us  sugar  or  give  bounties 
are  either  in  some  way  parties  to  the 
Convention  or  do  not  possess  the  Clause 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  quotes 
in  their  treaties  with  us.  In  the  case  of 
the  United  States  I  would  refer  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  correspondence 
which  took  place  in  1884  between  Lord 
Ghranville  and  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. There  he  will  find  that  Lord 
GhranviUe  then  complained  that  by  the 
treaties  then  made,  or  about  to  be  made, 
by  the  United  States  with  the  Sandwich 
Islands  and  some  of  the  South  American 
States,  the  latter  countries  were  placed 
in  a  more  favourable  position  than  our 
West  Indian  Colonies,  and  asked  that 
this  might  be  remedied  by  extending 
the  most  .favoured  nation  clause  in 
our  treaties  with  the  United  States  to 
our  West  Indian  Colonies.  The  United 
States  Government  declined  to  do  this, 
offering  to  consider  a  reciprocity  treaty 
securing  special  favour  for  our  West 
Indian  Colonies,  and  saying — and  this 
is  the  important  point — that 

"  The  most  favoured  nation  clause  in  the 
Treaty  of  1816  has  not  authorised,  and  could 
not  authorise,  Great  Britain  to  ask  for  the 
products  or  ships  of  the  United  Kingdom 
(or  our  West  Indian  Colonies  if  extended  to 
them)  favours  identical  with,  or  equivalent 
to,  those  which  Spanish  American  or  West 
Indian  Colonial  products  might  receive  in 
treaties  with  the  United  States  by  reason  of 
special  reciprocity  treatment." 

In  my  opinion  the  United  States  would 
Sir  William  Bareourt 
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be  absolutely  barred  hy  the  inteirpreta- 
tion  they  thus  themselFes  placed  on  the 
most  favoured    nation   oiaafle^  and  bj 
arrangements  made  with  oiherooontries 
in  aooordanoe  with  that  interpretation, 
from  pleading  the  most  fiavoarad  nation 
clause  in  bar  of  the  operation  of  the 
Sugar  Bounties  Convention  as  againat 
themselves.    I  am  rather  sorpriaed  that 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  shonld  hare 
been    ignorant  of   the  ooireepondenee 
which  I  have  quoted,  and  whieh  took 
place  when  he  was  himself  Home  Secxre-* 
tary.  Perhaps  he  has  forgotten  it,  as  lie 
must  have  n>rgotten,  when  he  made  hit 
speech  the  other  day  that  the  Qavem* 
ment  of  whish  he  was  a  Member  at- 
tempted by  negotiation  to  abolish  thooe- 
very  Sugar  Bounties  whioh  he  now  de-^ 
clares  to  be  beneficial  to  this  eoontiy. 

Sib  W.  HABOOUBT  :  I  cannot  now 
answer  the  rather  irregular  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  the  subjeot. 
I  will  take  another  opportunity  of  deal* 
ing  with  it.  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
Qovernment  ever  proposed  oiansea  ot 
the  character  contained  in  the  Sngar 
Bounties  Convention.  The  late  Ghrrem* 
ment  never  proposed  to  limit  themadvae 
in  that  respect.  I  will  not  follow  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  into  that  matter, 
but  I  will  ask  him  this  question,  which 
is  important  as  arising  out  of  his  answer, 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade  have  satis* 
fied  themselves  that  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  acquiesce  in  the  inter- 
pretation he  has  placed  on  the  most 
favoured  nation  clause  in  respect  of  the 
Sugar  Bounties  Oonvention?  I  will 
further  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  has  satisfied  himself  that  the 
French  Government,  though  not  acting- 
under  treaty,  but  acting  praoticallj 
under  the  most  favoured  nation  treat* 
ment,  also  acquiesce  in  the  interpreta* 
tion  he  has  placed  on  the  most  favoured 
:  nation  clause  ? 
:   «SiB  M.  HIOES  BEAOQ :  In  answer 


I  to  that  question,  I  mav  say  that  the 
I  Representative  of  the  United  States, 
though  not  taking  part  in  the  Oon- 
ference,  was  present  at  the  deliberations^ 
and  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  have  in  no  way  sigpiified  that 
they  have  changed  the  opinion  whioh  I 
have  already  read  to  the  House.  The 
Representatives  of  France  took  part  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  Convention,  and 
themselves  proposed  the  clause  barrinflr 
the  operation  of    the    most    favourea 
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nation  olaaBe  with  regard  to  the  Sugar 
BountieB  Convention. 
.  Sib  W.  HABCOUBT :  Then  I  under- 
stand  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  states  upon  his  authority  that 
the  Government  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Government  of  France  hold  the 
most  favoured  nation  clause  as  having 
no  operation  whatever  against  the  stipu- 
lations of  the  Sugar  Bounties  Conven- 
tion. 

♦Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH :  It  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  add  to  the  answer  I 
have  already  given. 

WRONGFUL  CONVICTION. 

Mb.     CUNINGHAME     GRAHAM 

(Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  any  compensfttion  is  to  be  given 
to  the  man  Travis  who  was  wrongly 
convicted  of  the  murder  of  a  woman. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  There  is  no  in- 
tention  to  grant  this  man  any  compen- 
sation. He  has  not  received  a  free 
pardon,  and  it  must  not  be  assumed 
that  he  was  wrongfully  convicted.  It 
appeared,  on  a  careful  review  of  all  the 
circumstances,  that  there  was  sufficient 
doubt  in  the  case  to  make  it  expedient 
that  his  term  of  imprisonment  should  be 
abridged. 

RAILWAY  PASSENGER  DUTY  ACT. 

Mb.  WALTER  JAMES  (Gateshead) 
asked  the  Solicitor  General  to  be  so  good 
as  to  explain  by  what  words  the  Bailway 
Passeuger  Duty  Act,  5  and  6  Vic.  c.  7  J, 
confines  the  charge  to  receipts  for  pas- 
sengers on  a  railway  which  is  the  pro- 
perty of  some  company  or  person,  and 
does  not  cover  the  case  of  a  tramway 
laid  down  on  land  which  is  the  property 
not  of  some  company  or  person  but  of 
the  public,  as  stated  by  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
E.  Clarkb,  Plymouth) :  The  Statutes 
under  which  the  Railway  Passenger 
Duty  is  levied,  and  particularly  5  and 
6  Vict.,  c.  7»,  apply  only  to  railways. 
No  other  explanation  can  be  given. 
Tramways  do  not  fall  within  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Railways  Act. 

THE  SWISS  LABOUR  CONFERENCE. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if 


Her  Majesty's  Government  has  now 
finally  determined  to  send  representa^ 
tives  to  the  Swiss  Labour  Conference. 
♦Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand)  r 
Communications  are  still  passing  on  this 
question,  and  no  final  decision  has  yet 
been  arrived  at. 

IRELAND-CONDITION   OF  DONEGAL. 

Mb.  JOHN  KELLY,  Camberwell, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
there  has  lately  been  any  real  crime  ixt 
that  part  of  the  county  of  Donegal  in 
which  Mr.  Olphert's  estate  is  situate, 
except  such  as  has  been  the  result  of 
the  adoption  of  the  Plan  of  Cam-- 
paiffn  on  that  gentleman's  estate? 
And  whether  any  complaints  have 
reached  him  that  disturbances  have 
been  created  at  Falcarragh  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary Force  and  soldiers  of  the  Rifle 
Brigade  rolling  and  rioting  through 
through  the  streets  there,  or  that  the 
police  there  have  been  guilty  of  assaults- 
upon  women  and  children. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  asked  whether  the 
first  paragraph  was  in  order  considering 
that  it  related  to  a  mere  matter  ot 
opinion  and  not  of  fact. 
*Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  do  not  observe 
that  there  is  any  irregularity  in  the  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  MADDEN:  So  far  as  I  am 
aware,  there  has  been  no  real  crime 
in  the  district  of  the  county  Donegal  in 
which  Mr.  Olphert's  estate  is  situate 
except  such  as  has  been  the  result  of  the^ 
adoption  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  No 
complaints  have  reached  the  authoritiea 
of  disturbances  having  been  created 
by  the  constabulary  or  by  the  military, 
or  of  the  police  having  assaulted  women 
or  children  there  ;  and  I  do  not  believe- 
that  there  is  any  g^und  for  such  a  sug- 
g^tion. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  asked  if  it  was  not 
true  that  the  riflemen  had  killed  Sergeant 
Dueks. 

Mb.  MADDEN:  I  have  no  specifia 
information  on  the  point. 


ARMY  (COURTS  MARTIAL). 

Return  ordered, — 

*'For  1888  for  each  Regiment  of  Cavalry 
Battery  of  Artillery,  Company  of  Engineers, 
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have  the  least  fear  that  there  will  be  any 
considerable  demand  for  other  medical 
notices,  and  that  I  take  it,  is  one  of  the 
'Objections  of  the  Registrar  General. 
Unfortunately  this  is  a  disease,  the 
gpravity  of  which  the  people  do  not 
understand,  and  it  is  one  which  is 
attended  with  the  most  serious  conse- 
quences. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  approached  me  with  a  certain 
amount  of  fair-mindedness,  and  I  hope 
that  next  year  something  will  be  done 
to  prevent  what  I  cannot  help  regarding 
as  a  national  calamity. 
«Mb.  GEAT  (Essex,   Maldon),  com- 


man  the  other  day,  the  doetor  of  the  St 
GKles's  Workhouse,  in  replying  to  a 
medical  paper  whidi  somewhat  sharply 
criticized  his  conduct,  stated  that-* 

"  The  immediate  oaose  of  death  was  oonvol- 
rions,  probably  brought  on  by  Intefltiiud  ini- 
Ution.^' 

But  I  would  like  to  point  out  that 
Dr.  Ballard,  a  very  strong  friend 
of  vaccination,  in  an  essay  published  in 
1868,  stated  that  a  Frenon  aothority, 
Bousquet,  held — 

"  That  the  cataneons  ezdtatUm  [from  vaod- 
nation]  was  apt  to  show  itself  in  the  fona  of 
erysipelas  and  roseola,  and  in  infaots  wt 
youn^  indeed,  the  uitestines  sympathised,  aai 


plained  that  in  some  of  the  workhouse  yonng  .«««««<}.  «"  uwewuMt  mn 

Infirmaries  imbeciles,  whose  habits  were  *"*«"*"  "  ^""^^  ""«"  '""^ 

repulsive  or  disgusting,  were  placed  in  The  Botpital   QautU^  commenting  on 

the    same    wards    with    the  ordinary  this  case,  says : — 

patients.  "  Whatever  one's  opinion  may  be  as  to  the 

♦Mr.  oh  ANNINO  (Northamptonshire,  merits  of  vaccination,  no  one  can  say  that  the 

E.) :  I  wish  on  this  voto  to  draw  atten-  ™^,^'  *°  outbreak  of  smallpox  m^OTes's 

xj.y.   *.  wxox*  ^  \Z      *"''.  •••'*7  Workhouse  were  so  urgent  as  to  jostifv  the 

tion  to  the  question  or  the  vaccination  doctor  in  vaccinating  l£e  chQd  belon  it  was 

of  children  in  workhouses  within  two  or  a  week  old,  and  that,  too,  without  the  mother's 

three  days  after  birth.     I  regret  that  consent.    Such  indiscretions  as  this  are  caloa- 

the  President  of  the  Local  Government  ^^  ^,  ,|>™«  vaccination  mto    nnmeritsd 

Board  should  decline  to  interfere  with  ^°*«°P^- 

the    system   which   has    been  adopted  Of    course    the   justification   of    eariv 

Tery  largely  in  the  Metropolis.    That  vaccination  is  that  poedbW  the  omall- 

theLocalGovemment  Board  are  respon-  pox  may  get  into  a  workhoase,  where 

sible  for  the  system  and  could  put  an  there  are  always  many  young  ohildnn, 

end  to  it  is  shown  by  the  circular  they  and     may    produce     a    very    lerioiii 

addressed  to  Boards  of  Guardians  in  epidemic.     But  there  are  other  dangers. 

1881,  advising  this  early  vaccination.  Dr.  Orichton,  in  his  article  on  this  aub- 

I  have  received  a  letter  from  a  former  ject,  draws  attention  to  the  fact  that— 
Vaccination  Officer  of  one  of  the  larg^t       « in   Foundling  Hospitals,  notably  at  8L 

iowns  outside  London,  who  stated  that  Petersburgb,  the  er^pelaB  of  vaccination  has 

formerly heem.  the  starting-point  of  disastrous  epidemios 

«,«,,.    ^  , affecting  the  inmates  generally.^ 

"  The  PubUc  Vaccinator  had  the  ohUdren  «      .     ,       .     -  . 

brought  to  him  from  the  workhouse  from  four  Erysipelas  is  far  more  likely  to   ooonr 

to    SIX    years   old.      Afterwards   a    Resident  after    vaccination     than    small-pox    is 

Medical  Officer  was  appointed  who  doiUned  to  Hkely  to    occur    in    a    workhouse   not 

vaccinate  the  workhouse  children   till   three  o«^*.;«ii«  K'^ki^    ^^    i^^^^^i^^      xsr^  -.11 

months  old.    I  took  the  RegUtrar-s  returns  for  8P«cially^  liable    to    mfeofaon.     We  aU 

two  periods—one  month  after  vaccination— and  *Qoy  what  great  care  is  taken  by  OUT 

found  the  deaths  to  be  'nearly  60  per  cent  in-  medical  men  in  regard  to  the  TaooiAa- 

favour  of  the  Resident  Doctor's  plan,  clearly  tion  of  our  own  children.      They  wait 

showing  that  many  deaths  must  have  occurred  ^  see  what  the  constitution  of  the  child 

consequent  upon  too  early  vaccination.'  .  j        ,  ..n    .%  ., 

^         ^  ^  IS,  and  not  till  they  are  sure  the  oon- 

The  other  day  I  called   attention  by  stitution  is  strong  enough  do  they  vae- 

means  of  a  question  to  the  case  of  a  cinate.     There  is  a  very  strong 'opinion 

child    described    as   extremely   feeble,  among  the  highest  medioid  authorities 

which  was  vaccinated  three  days  after  that  a  child  is  best  fit  for  vaodnation  at 

birth,   and   died    a  month  afterwards,  a  period  of  about  half  way  between  the 

The  doctor  who  carried  out  the  opera-  birth  and  the  time  of  dentition.     Moet 

tion  stated  on  oath  at  the  inquest  that  of  the  children  bom  in  workhousee  are 

the  mother  of  the  child  consented,  but  not    legitimate.    A   poor  woman  goes 

the  mother  distinctiy  stated  on  oath  that  into  one  of  these  places  and  gives  Krth 

her  consent  was  not  obtained.  In  regard  to  a  child,  and  she  is,  a  few  hours  after, 

to  this  particular  case  to  which  I  drew  utterly  incapable  of  forming  an  opinioK 

the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentie-  as  to  the  period  when  vaooination  should 

Sir  JF.  Fost&r 
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take  place.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
lor  the  Ilkeston  Division,  has  just  been 
dwelling  on  the  notices  carefully  served 
on  parents  to  vaccinate.  But  in  such 
oases  as  this  there  is  no  notice  what- 
'Over.  To  say  that  her  consent  is 
obtained  is  a  mere  farce,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  very  great  hard- 
ship is  caused  both  to  the  parent 
ana  the  child.  It  is  obvious  that 
in  many  cases  some  serious  malady  may 
be  breeding  in  the  body  of  the  child, 
and  it  is  difficult  to  say  whether  any 
doctor  on  earth  can  discover  it  wlien  the 
child  is  only  two  or  three  days  old. 
Undue  risk  is  inflicted  on  the  child  by 
such  early  vaccination,  which  really  sets 
aside  the  principle  of  the  Vaccination 
Act,  fixing  three  months  as  the  period 
after  which  the  penalty  for  non- 
vaccination  shall  be  enforced.  I  must, 
therefore,  condemn  the  practice,  and 
unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  indicates  an  intention  of  issuing 
some  order  discouraging  it,  I  shall  be 
compelled  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  and  take  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  question. 
♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  do  not  think 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  any 
power  to  issue  such  an  order  as  that. 
The  matter  is  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Guardians,  on  whom  lie  the  respon- 
sibility of  carrying  out  the  law,  and  the 
Local  Government  Board  has  no  power 
of  interference.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
says  it  is  owing  somewhat  to  the  advice 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  that 
this  practice  has  been  adopted.  Cer- 
tainly the  Local  Government  Board  has 
never  g^ven  any  advice  which  would 
justify  the  Ghiardians  in  doing  either  of 
the  things  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
complains.  He  says  that  young  children 
are  frequently  vaccinated  without  the 
consent  of  the  mother.  That,  I  distinctly 
assert,  ought  not  to  be  done,  and  cer- 
tainly it  is  not  done  under  the  advice  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  In  my 
opinion,  no  child  ought  to  be  vaccinated 
within  the  period  of  three  months  al- 
lowed by  law  without  the  consent  of  the 
parents.  At  the  same  time,  I  think  it 
extremely  desirable  that  the  child  should 
be  vaccinated  at  such  a  period  as  will 
enable  the  sore  caused  bv  vaccination  to 
be  healed  before  the  child  leaves  the 
workhouse.    In  a  large  number  of  oases 


the  children  bom  in  workhouses  are 
illegitimate,  and  when  the  mother  goes 
out  it  is  extremely  doubtful  whether 
any  trace  can  be  found  to  enable  the 
authorities  to  see  that  the  law  is  com- 
plied with.  We  have  frequently  had 
investigations  by  Inspectors  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  which  show  that  the 
ill-health,  and  sometimes  the  death  of 
the  child  is  caused  by  the  neglect  on  the 
part  of  the  parents  to  see  that  the  arm 
IS  properly  looked  after.  A  certain  per- 
centage of  children  do,  no  doubt,  suffer 
from  erysipelas  after  vaccination,  but  in 
nine  cases  out  of  ten  that  is  owing  to 
the  child's  being  brought  into  an  erv- 
sipelatic  atmosphere.  Vaccination  ought 
not  to  be  performed  at  such  an  early 
period  without  the  consent  of  the  parent, 
and  in  no  case  where  there  is  danger  to 
the  child.  The  doctor  ought  to  satisfy 
himself  that  the  child  is  in  a  condition 
of  bodily  health  which  renders  it  per- 
fectly safe  to  perform  the  operation.  In 
the  case  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Board  was  informed  that  the 
consent  of  the  mother  had  been  obtained 
before  the  vaccination  of  the  child,  and 
the  statement  that  there  was  any  unfor- 
tunate result  from  the  vaccination  has  not 
been  substantiated.  There  is  no  power 
vested  in  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  issue  instructions  to  the  Guardians, 
though  we  have  given  advice  that  the 
children  should  be  vaccinated  before 
they  leave  the  workhouse.  With  respect 
to  the  case  referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  C.  Gray),  I  sent  down  an  In- 
spector, who  reported  that  there  were 
five  imbeciles  m  the  infirmary,  but 
that  there  was  no  pregnant  woman  with 
the  imbeciles.  I  quite  agree  that  the 
association  of  women  in  Uiat  condition 
with  imbeciles  is  most  undesirable, 
and  I  will  take  steps  to  put  a  stop  to 
such  a  state  of  things  if  it  be  brought 
to  my  notice.  The  Inspector  reported 
that  the  i  m  beciies  were  of  an  unobj  ection- 
able  character,  and  the  other  inmates 
of  the  infirmary  said  thev  had  no  ob- 
jection to  m€Jke.  It  should  not  be  for- 
gotten that  the  Lunacy  Commissioners 
have  jurisdiction  over  such  imbeciles  as 
well  as  the  Local  Govern  men  t  Board, 
and  it  would  be  the  dutv  of  the  Lunacy 
Commissioners,  if  they  found  any  abuse 
of  the  kind  existing,  to  at  once  order 
the  removal  of  the  patients  from  the 
workhouse  infirmary.  It  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
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In  mure  than  one  oue  in  mj  own 
ezperieoce,  the  vaccination  haa  bem 
put  off  for  a  year  or  more  after  birth. 
Our  own  children  are  dealt  with  in  a 
very  different  way  from  those  of  poor 
pareatB,  and  I  maintain  that  a  rery 
great  hardship  is  inSioted  on  the  poOT 
parents.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
eajB  that  in  all  cases  the  oonsent  of  the 
mother  mast  be  obtained.  But  in  this 
instance  evidence  was  given  at  the 
Ooroner'a  inquest,  by  the  mother  her- 
self, that  she  did  not  know  her  child 
was  to  be  vocdaated.  It  is,  of  course, 
opea  to  the  Medical  Officer  to  interpret 
the  silence  of  the  mother  in  sach  oiroam- 
stances  as  giving  oonsent,  bat  it  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  very  illegitimate  mode  of 
interpreting  such  silence.  It  has  often 
been  said  that  the  proper  way  of  en- 
forcing vaccination  is  to  take  uie  child 
out  of  the  reoaloitrant  mother's  arms 
and  put  it  into  the  arms  of  the  doctor. 
The  reply  made  is,  that  public  opinion 
in  this  country  will  not  stand  uiat— 
that  public  opinion  will  stand  the  inflio- 
tion  of  fines  again  and  again,  bat  will 
not  stand  recourse  to  sooh  vicdent 
measures  as  that.  I  maintain,  however, 
that  incidents  like  that  which  has  been 
referred  to  are  simply  the  thin  end  of 
the  wedge.  You  begin  with  violently 
taking  away  the  child  from  the  mother 
in  the  workhouse,  and  if  that  is  not 
protested  against  perhaps  some  plan 
will  be  proposed  of  taking  away 
the  children  of  other  mothers 
in  the  same  way.  I  therefore 
think  it  is  only  the  right  thing  to  pro- 
test earnestly  agiunst  iniat  took  place  in 
this  case,  and  as  I  do  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  has  sufBcientlyindioated 
appreciation  of  the  gravity  cf  the  pooi- 
tion,  I  am  rather  disappointed  that  my 
hon.  Friend  has  not  moved  the  redac- 
tion of  the  Yote.  I  desire  to  protest 
against  what  I  call  the  cruel  and  onoon- 
stitutional  arbitrariness  of  taking  away 
a  delicate  child  from  the  mower  in 
order  that  it  may  undergo  on  operation 
of  this  kind  which  bfw  the  effect  of 
causing  its  death. 
«Mn.  BITCHIE:  I  wish  to  protest 
against  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  (Ur.  Ficton),  that  the 
death  of  the  child  referred  to  was  due  to 
vacduation ;    because  that  ie  not  the 


Inspector  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Lunacy  Oommiesi oners  to  any  such 
abuses  as  the  hon.  Uember  has  re- 
ferred to. 
*Ma.  0.  W.  GRAY  (Essex,  Maldon) : 
I  have  had  a  long-standing  experience 
of  the  very  ward  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  refers,  and  I  know  that  many 
of  the  imbeciles  had  the  most  objection- 
able habits.  However,  after  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  I  trust 
Guardians  will  be  more  careful  in  the 
future. 

Mb.  FICTON  (Leicester):  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  whilst  show- 
ing the  most  kindly  feeling  and  the  best 
intentions,  has  not,  I  think,  sufficiently 
answered  the  cose  as  presented  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  no 
power.  But,  Sir,  the  Board  exercises 
power  continually,  or  exercises  a  de- 
scription of  pressure  which  amounts  to 
very  much  the  same  thing.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  printed  copy  of  a  letter 
signed  by  the  Secretary  and  dated 
&oui  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whitehall,  January  7th,  1881,  and 
sent  apparently  to  the  clerks  of 
all  Guardians  throughout  the  coun- 
try. In  this  letter  the  greatest 
pressure  appears  to  be  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  Guardians  to  see  that  newly- 
born  children  are  vaccinated  before  the; 
leave  the  workhouse  at  the  end  of  the 
fortnight.  The  letter  states  that  some 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  passed  a  reso- 
lution requiring  the  Medical  Officer, 
subject  to  the  exercise  of  his  judgment, 
and  making  exceptions  in  particular 
cases,  to  secure  the  vaccination  of  all 
children  bom  in  the  workhouse,  as  soon 
as  practicable  after  birth,  and  further 
that  it  bad  been  found  practicable  as  a 
rule  to  vaccinate  the  children  when  six 
days  old.  I  hold,  therefore,  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  is  responsible 
for  the  initiation  and  continuation  of 
this  practice.  Oftentimes,  as  we  all 
know,  the  most  unexpected  ohangee 
take  place  in  the  health  of  young 
children,  and  some  who  are  apparently 
strong  to  begin  with  are  taken  with 
some  serious  illness.    Nothing  is  more 


a  youi  _ 

-  baby,  especially  when  bom  in  the  cir- 1   *Mb.  OHAHNING  ;    At  any  rate  it 
oumstances  which  have  been  referred  to.    was  an  improper  thing  to  vaooinate  • 
Mr.  Ritehi* 
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child  in  the  state  of  health  in  which  it 
then  was* 
♦Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire) :  I  desire 
for   a  few  moments  to  call    attention 
to  the  Question  of  the  emigration  of 
pauper  children,  and  I  have  to  complain 
that  the  intentions  of  Parliament  and 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  regard 
to  the  emigration  of  pauper  children  are 
continually  heing  frustrated.    For  years 
past  there  has  been  a  general  opinion  in 
this  country  that  there  is  no  better  way 
of  dealing    with  •  that  portion  of  the 
population  than  by  emigration,  and  yet 
year  after  year  next  to  nothing  is  being 
done  in  that  direction.     I  am  informed 
that  last  year  out  of  a  total  of  60,000 
pauperchildren  only  600  wereemig^ted, 
or  at  the  rate  of  1  per  cent.     I  am  quite 
aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  sympathises  with  my  view  that 
the  best   way  uf    dealing   with    those 
pauper  children  who  are  left  as  orphans 
IS  to  send  them  out  to  places  where  they 
may  find  comfortable  homes,  and  I  wish 
to  ask  why  it  is  that  the  intentions  of 
Parliament  and  the  Local  Government 
Board   in  this  matter  are  so  constantly 
frustrated  ?    Compare  the  children  who 
are  sent  out  with  those  who  are  kept  at 
home.      Pauper  children    are   kept   in 
this  country  at  an  average  cost  to  the 
ratepayers  of  £20  a  year,  whereas  they 
might   be  sent  out  to  the  Colonies  and 
placed  with  farmers  to  their  own  very 
g^eat  advantage  and  also  to  the  benefit 
of  the  community  at  an  average  cost  of 
from  £10  to  £15  per  head  all  told.  Why 
should  the  ratepayers  be  put  to  the  ad- 
ditional expense  involved  in  keeping  the 
children  in  this  country?  Our  Colonies  are 
calling  out  for  this  class  of  emigrants. 
A  society  with  which  I  am  connected 
sends  out   poor   children    to    Canada, 
where  they  are  placed  under  all  kinds  of 
ffuarantoes  for  their  proper  care  and 
future  welfare,  and  the  system  works 
most  satisfactorily.    But  in  this  country 
we   have    still    tiiose   60,000    children 
brought  up  in  pauper  schools,  whence 
they  are  sent  oat  into  our  larg^  cities, 
where  they  are  exposed  to  great  tempta- 
tion and  where  their  future  chances  of 
earning  an  honest  liyelihood  are  not  to 
be  compared  with  the  prospecte  they 
would  have  in  the  Colonies.  I  therefore 
hope  that  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board    will    bring   more 
pressure    to    bear    upon    Boturds    of 
Guardians  in  order  to  iaduoe  them  to  use 
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that  safety-valve  of  emigration  which, 
they  now  so  much  neglect. 

Mb.  long  (Devizes) :  There  has  been 
a  steady  increase  in  the  number  of 
pauper  children  seat  out  to  the  Colonies, 
and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flintshire  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  not  only  throws  no  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  such  emigration,  but  encourages 
it  by  Poor  Law  Guardians  as  far  as  they 
can,  subject  to  the  regulations.  I  can 
endorse  every  word  that  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  advantages^ 
which  awaits  the  children  when  they  get 
out  to  Canada.  A  vast  number  of 
residents  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
are  only  too  glad  to  receive  children  who- 
are  reasonably  prepared  to  work  in 
either  in-door  or  out-door  occupations.  It 
would  be  unfair  to  compare  the  methods 
of  private  associations  in  promoting 
such  emigration  with  those  of  the  C^ntrfiui 
Board  in  London,  which  could  not  adopt 
similar  methods.  But  the  Department 
offers  every  facility  in  its  power  for  the 
emigration  of  those  children  in  such  a 
way  as  will  secure  their  being  properly 
placed  when  they  arrive  on  the  other 
side  of  the  water.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  are  as  anxious  as  the  hon. 
Member  himself  to  promote  that  object ; 
but  when  the  hon.  Member  asks  us  to  eo 
still  further  and  put  pressure  on  Boards 
of  Guardians  for  that  purpose,  he  asks 
us  to  do  that  which  it  is  impossible  for 
us  to  accomplish. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Brightside,  Shef- 
field): It  is  only  on  such  occasions  as* 
the  present  that   we  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  calling  the  attention  of  non. 
Members  and  of  the  President  of  the- 
Local  Government  Board  to  cases  such 
as  that  to  which  I  referred  a  week  ago- 
in  regard  to  the  condition  of  the  blind 
in  this  country.    I  allude  to  the  preva- 
lence of  a  disease  known  as  granular 
ophthalmia,  as  to  which  there  is  an  abun- 
dance of  evidence  showing  that  that 
disease  is  largely  existent  in  our  work- 
house   schools.     A    few    days    ago    I 
brought  before  my  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  a  case  which  it  could  hardly 
have  been  supposed  would  have  occurred 
in  this  country,  so  bad  is  it  in  point  of 
neglect  and  so  scandalous  to  the  Local 
Authorities  concerned.    What  are  the^ 
oiroumstances  of  that  case  ?    It  is  one^ 
which  is  under  the  immediate  control  of 
the  GKiardians  of  the  richest  union  of 
the  richeet  dty  in  the  world — the  City 
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of  London.  The  school  is  situated  at 
Han  well,  and  there  are  1,100  children 
there  at  St.  Saviour's  School.  In  that 
school  ophthalmia  has  been  chronic  for 
over  20  years ;  and  in  the  course  of  the 
ten  yeeurs,  from  1875  to  1886,  no  fewer 
than  2,420  children  have  suffered  from 
ophthalmic  disease.  There  is  another 
school  at  Anerley  where  there  was  a 
similar  outbreak  three  years  ago.  They 
called  in  an  eminent  oculist,  and  he 
advised  them  as  to  the  course  they 
ou^ht  to  take  to  stamp  out  the  disease, 
and  I  am  told  that  in  that  school  there 
lias  only  been  one  case  of  ophthalmia. 
In  the  Han  well  school  at  the  present 
time  there  are  quite  as  many  children 
suffering  from  ophthalmia  as  there  were 
ten  years  ago.  They  called  in  the  same 
eminent  man,  who  gave  them  the  same 
advice,  supported  by  the  Inspector  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  but  in 
spite  of  this  pressure  the  Guardians,  by 
a  small  majority,  refused  to  make  the 
necessary  outlay  to  stamp  out  the  disease. 
I  do  not  complain  of  the  action  of  the 
Local  Government  Boeurd,  but  I  hope 
the  time  has  come  when  some  additional 
pressure  may  be  exerted,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  this  disease  is  one  of 
the  most  fruitful  sources  of  blindness, 
and  of  misery  and  pauperism  in  later 
Hfe. 
«Mb.  EITCHIE  :  I  am  not  at  all  sorry 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
mentioned  this  matter,  and  I  hope  that 
what  he  has  said  will  have  an  effect 
upon  the  managers  of  the  schools  in 
inducing  them  to  carry  out  the  works 
which  are  in  the  opinion  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  absolutely  necessary 
for  stamping  out  the  disease.  It  is  only 
fair  to  say,  however,  that  the  managers 
of  the  schools  have  taken  some  steps, 
with  the  result  that,  while  there  stiU  exists 
a  regrettable  number  of  oases  of  oph- 
thalmia, the  prevalence  of  the  disease  is 
enormously  lessened,  and  the  cases  are 
not  so  severe.  But  the  managers  are 
incurring  a  grave  responsibility  in  not 
carrying  out  still  further  the  suggestions 
of  the  Local  Government  Bofurd.  A 
new  infant  school  is  absolutely  necessary. 
The  Local  Government  Board  have 
strenuously  advocated  this  course,  but 
its  powers  are  limited  to  remonstrance 
and  the  exertion  of  pressure.  I  cannot, 
however,  believe  that  the  managers 
-will  continue  to  resist  the  pressure  which 
lias  been,  and  which  will  continue  to  be, 

Mr,  MundeUa 


put  upon  them,  and  the  effect  of  which 
will  be  considerably  enhanoed  by  the 
expression  of  opinion  which  has  &Ileii 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
member  for  Sheffield. 

Mb.  EATHBONE  (Arfon,  Carnar- 
vonshire) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  is  not  possible 
that  in  oases  where  the  Guardians  do 
not  do  their  duty,  the  Local  Gk>¥emment 
Board  should  supersede  the  Guardians^ 
as  has  been  done  in  Ireland  ?  At  any 
rate,  could  not  the  Local  Go¥emment 
Board  give  the  names  of  the  people  who 
so  discredited  themselves? 

♦Mr.  EITOHIE  :  Whatever  the  powers 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  may  be, 
the  circumstances  would  h/ive  to  be  ex- 
tremely g^ave  to  justify  them  in  taking 
such  serious  action  as  tiiat  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  oannot  con- 
template that,  after  what  has  been  said 
in  the  House,  and  done  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  the  managers  will 
fail  to  do  what  is  necessary. 

*SiB  TINDAL  E0BEET80N  (Brigh- 
ton) :  I  desire  to  endorse  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tlie  Member  for 
Sheffield.  If  two  things  are  dearly 
demoubtrated  by  the  inquiries  of  the 
Eoyal  Commission  on  the  Blind,  thej 
are  that  ophthalmia  is  one  of  the  most 
contagious  diseases,  and  that,  if  pro- 
perly treated,  it  can  be  stamped  ont. 
Under  these  circumstances  it  is  most 
criminal  on  the  part  of  Guardians 
not  to  take  steps  immediately.  I 
believe  that  the  forthcoming  Report 
of  the  Oommission,  on  whidi  I 
have  lately  served,  will  strongly  recom- 
mend that  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  should  have  furthsr 

rwers.  If  these  powers  are  not  enough, 
hope  that  the  pressure  of  puUic 
opinion  will  be  brought  to  bear  on 
the  managers,  and  that  there  will  be  no 
longer  a  possibility  of  a  large  number 
of  poor  children  being  afflicted  with 
such  a  terrible  disease. 

Mb.  J.  NOLAN  (Louth,  North) :  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  that  I  have  had  oppor- 
tunities of  watching  the  inception  and 
growth  of  this  disease,  and  I  am  sure 
that  there  is  scarcely  a  reformatory, 
industrial,  or  workhouse  school  in  the 
country  where  it  is  not  known  in  some 
degree.  With  regard  tQ  the  emigratigQ 
of  pauper  children,  I  think  that  the 
Government  oo^htto  act  with  yerv  gre^ 
caution.  I  havenad  reports  from  Canada 
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with  reference  to  these  children  which 
•cause  me  to  doubt  whether  they  do  benefit 
in  all  cases  by  exportation ,  and  I  will  ask 
the  Goyernment,  before  consenting  to 
bring  pressure  upon  Poor  Law  Guardians 
to  send  children  out  to  Canada  in  large 
cumbers,  to  take  time  for  reflection  and 
allow  the  scheme,  which  has  been  at 
work  for  some  time  under  the  auspices 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  to 
«how  its  fruits  in  an  unmistakable  way, 
«o  that  there  shall  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
real  tendencies  of  the  plan.  For  my  own 
oart  I  hold  that  the  rescue  of  children 
from  lives  of  phame,  and  suffering,  and 
sorrow  is  well  worth  the  ambition  of  any 
man,  whomsoever  he  mav  be,  but  from 
what  I  have  seen  and  heard  I  know  that  it 
is  possible  for  people  with  the  best  inten- 
tions in  the  world  to  make  very  g^ave 
mistakes  indeed  in  dealing  with  this 
delicate  subject. 

Mr.  W.  H.  long  (Wilts,  Devizes) : 
I  only  want  to  say  in  reference  to  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  who 
last  spoke,  that  the  Government  recoe- 
jiize  the  importance  of  very  carefully 
safeguarding  the  interests  of  the  children 
when  they  are  sent  out,  but  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  we  receive  reports 
which  are  the  results,  not  of  flying  visits, 
but  of  annual  inspections  made  by  com- 
petent and  painstaking  officers  of  the 
-Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
on  the  subject.  We  find  from  these 
reports  that  the  children  like  their 
places,  and  would,  on  no  account, 
return  home.  The  experience  gathered 
irom  these  reports  coincides  with  the 
experience  on  the  subject  which  I  gained 
when  I  interviewed  some  of  the  inspec- 
tors, and  also  witnessed  the  arrival  of  a 
number  of  these  poor  children  and  their 
conveyance  to  their  respective  homes. 

Mr.  J.  NOLAN :  I  have  seen  some 
of  the  children,  who,  under  great  disad- 
vantage and  after  great  trouble,  have 
made  their  way  back  to  this  country. 

Mr.  LONG:  Yes,  Sir.  Of  course 
there  are  a  few  oases  where  the  good  in- 
tentions of  the  promoters  fail,  but  surely 
the  whole  system  of  emigration  is  not 
consequently  to  be  condemned.  It  is 
•manifest,  looking  at  the  material  with 
which  we  have  to  deal,  there  will  be 
some  cases  of  failure,  but  nobody  who 
has  seen  the  homes  provided  for  the 
ohildren,  and  who  knows  the  excellent 
future  which  is  before  the  muority  of 
.them,  can  deny  that  it  is  oompletelj  to 


their  advantage    that   they  should   be 
emigrated,  provided  that  the  Local  GFo- 
vernment  Board  exercises  proper  control 
as  to  the  destination  to  which  they  are 
sent.    It  is  impossible  to  expect  that 
there  will  be  success  in  every  case,  but 
in  the  vast  majority  of  cases,  complete 
success  has  so  far  attended  the  emigra- 
tion. 
«Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH:     I  merely 
want,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  to 
explain  that  our  scheme  of  emigration 
has  now  been  carried  on  for  nearly  twenty 
years,  and  that  after  the  most  thorough 
and    searching     examinations    of    the 
results  we  have  found  that  95  per  cent 
of    the    children    we     have    sent    oit 
have  gon<)  on    happily  and   well,   and 
will  grow  up,  or  have  g^wn  up,  good, 
prosperous  citizens  of  Canada.     I  must 
say  that  the  result  is  one   which  no 
system  of  workhouse  management  could 
possibly  produce.     I  do  not  blame  tke 
managers  of  workhouses  for  that  at  all ; 
but  when  you  get  hundreds,  or  even 
thousands,  of  children  herded  together 
in  pauper  schools,  you  find  from  experi- 
ence that  the  result  in  after  life  is  very 
disappointing.      In    these    workhouse 
schools  it  is  hardly  possible  to  touok  the 
hearts  of  these  children ;  and,  after  all, 
it  is  through  the  heart  that  you  can  best 
train  a  child.     Now,  with  regard  to  the 
precautions  which  are  taken  to  secure 
that  the  children   in  Canada  are  well 
treated,  I  may  say  that  if  any  child  makes 
a  complaint  we  immediately  send  an  In- 
spector to  inquire,   and  should    thero 
prove  to  be  a  good  foundation  for  the 
complaint,  the  child  is  removed.  My  kon. 
Friend  has  suggested  that  we  are  send- 
ing these  children  into  the  baokwoods  of 
Canada.     Sir,  that  is  not  so.     We  send 
them  to  the  settled  parts  of  Canada, 
where  the  land  is  in  a  fair  state  of  oul- 
tivation  and   covered  with  homesteads, 
and  the  children  are  planted  out  in  the 
most  comfortable  farms.     I  hope,  there- 
fore, the  hon.  Member  will  see  that  what 
we  do  is  for  the  real  good  of  the  chil- 
dren.    It  is  a  purely  benevolent  enter- 
prise   to  save  the   children    from  the 
misery  of  the  streets  of  Liverpool,  and  I 
hope  he  will  admit  that  our  work  has  not 
altogether  failed. 

Mr.  J.  NOLAN  :  I  only  wish  to  add, 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  nint- 
shire,  that  I  never  thought  for  one 
moment  to  doubt  his  intentions.  I  have 
been  for  a  long  time  familiar  with  the 
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underpaid  and  the  English  exceedingly 
overpaid.     While  in  Eneland  you  have 
four  Inspeotors  with  a  salary  of  £1,000, 
1 3  others  with  salaries  ranging  from  £600 
to  £900,  and  four  Assistants  at  £500 
a  year,  you  have  only,  in  Scotland,  two 
with  a  maximum  salary  of  £500,  begin- 
ning with  a  minimum  of  £300.     And 
in  the  case  of  the  clerical  stafi^  you  find 
precisely  the  same  thing.     In  England 
there  are  12  first  class  clerks  receiving 
from  £400  to  £600  a  year  each,  and  32 
second  class  clerks  receiving  from  £200 
to  £350  a  year  each.    In  Scotland  there 
are  three  first  class  clerks  who  receive 
from  £250  to  £400  a  year  each.     The 
same  thing  occurs  in  the  case  of  the 
employes  of    the    lower   grades.      The 
English  messengers  get  salaries  ranging 
from   £70  to   £100  a  year,   while  the 
Scotch    messenger  has  to   be  satisfied 
with  something  between  £50  and  £60, 
and  we  find  that  the  English  charwoman 
receives  £36  a  year,  while  the  Scotch 
charwoman  is  only  paid  £16.     For  the 
Medical  Department  in  England  £  1 5, 000 
is  asked  in  these  Estimates.  What  does 
Scotland  get?     One- thirtieth  part,  or 
£500.     The  salaries  in  this  Department 
range  from  £500  to  £  1,200  in  England, 
the  total   salaries   paid   amounting  to 
£9.080.     Scotland,  however,  only  gets 
£300  in    salaries.     Again,   under    the 
Alkaline  Acts  £4,600  is  spent  in  salaries 
in  England  ;  but  Scotland  does  not  get 
a  penny.     Who  is  to  blame  for  the  in- 
flated state  of  the  English  Estimates  as 
compared    with   the   starved   condition 
of   the    Scotch   Estimates?     I   cannot 
find   it   in    my  heart  or  conscience    to 
blame  the  Government.     They  are  pro- 
viding for  their  own  people.     But  I  do 
think   that  the  blame  rests  upon  the 
Scotch  Members  who,  year  after  year, 
have  had  all  these  figures  before  them, 
in  duty  to  their  constituents  they  ought 
to  have  investigated  these  things.     It 
seems  rather  an  odd  thing  that  it  should 
be  left  to  Irish  Members  to  point  out  to 
Scotchmen  the  way  in  which  Scotland  is 
treated.     Having  said  this,  I  feel  that 
perhaps  I  had  better  leave  it  to  some 
Scotch  Member  to  move  whatever  reduc- 
tion is  necessary.     I  have  only  risen  for 
the  purpose  of  illustrating  what  inequali- 
ties are  found  in  the  Estimates  by  any- 
one who  takes  the  trouble  to  examine 
the  figures. 

*Me.    RITCHIE:    I    think    it    may 
appear  strange  to  the  Committee  that 

Mr.  A.  0^  Connor 


when  the  hon.  Gentleman  desires  to 
institute  a  comparison  of  the  exp^idi* 
ture  of  certain  public  offices  he  shonld 
not  have  done  so  as  between  England 
and  Ireland.  The  hon.  G^entleflUtt 
exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  comparuig 
England  and  Scotland ;  had  he  taken  the 
course  which  might  seem  a  natural  one 
for  him,  and  drawn  a  comparison  between 
England  and  Ireland,  the  deduction  te 
be  derived  might  not  have  been  qnitein 
the  direction  he  desired  it.  Now  it  is 
perfectly  impossible  for  the  Oommittee 
to  arrive  at  any  correct  oondusion  on 
the  matter  without  knowing  the  whcde 
of  the  duties  devolving  upon  one  Boaid 
and  another.  The  J^n.  Member  has 
not  given  any  such  information^  and 
therefore  he  omitted  to  furnish  the 
necessary  guidance.  The  hon.  GFentle- 
man  started  by  saying  that  one  Chief 
Inspector  and  Assistant  Secretary 
receives  a  salary  of  £4,100  a  year* 
Anybody  who  looks  at  page  138  will  see 
that  that  is  the  amount  for  three  Assis- 
tant Secretaries  and  one  Chief  Qeneral 
Inspector. 

Mr.    A.    OWNNOR:   Yes;    I  am 
wrong.     I  give  in. 

«Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  am  not  at  all  sonj 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  drawn  the  atten« 
tion  of  the  Committee  to  this  Yote^ 
because  he  has  afforded  me  an  oppor<» 
tunity  of  saying — and  I  must  know  more 
about    the    work    of    the    particular 
gentlemen  referred  to  than  any  Member 
of  the  Committee  can  possibly  know— • 
that  not  only  do  these  genUemen  da 
most  valuable  and  efficient  work,  but 
that  there  are  no  public  servants  wha 
work  longer  hours  or  mure  continuously. 
There   is  hardly  a  day  on  which  the 
Secretary    of  the    Local    Gbvemmsnt 
Board  and  his  assistants  do  not  work  for 
10  and  sometimes  11  hours  and  more. 
The  pressure  brought  to  bear  on  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  consequence 
of  the   alterations    connected  with  the- 
Local  Government  Act  have  been  of  a 
very  great  and  onerous  character,  and 
the  country  owes  these  gentlemen  a  debt- 
of  gratitude  for  the  most  valuable  and 
efficient    services     which    they    have 
rendered  in  the  matter.     I  am  glad  the 
hon.  Member  has  g^ven  me  an  oppor- 
tunity   of   saying    how    much    1    am» 
personally  sensible  of  the  value  of  the 
services  rendered  to  the   country^  the 
Department,  and  myself  by  the  gentle- 
men to  whom  the  hon.   Member  has- 
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referred.  Now  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  enter  into  a  comparison  of  English  and 
Scottish  expenditure.  But  if  the  expen- 
diture of  the  Local  Government  Board 
now  is  to  be  compared  with  the  expendi- 
ture of  previous  years,  it  will  be  found 
in  the  nifi'hest  degree  satisfactory  and 
economiceu.  Tear  by  year  additional 
responsibilities  are  constantly  being 
placed  on  the  Local  Government  Board. 
Nevertheless,  the  expenditure  upon 
salaries  has  certainly  not  increased  in 

Sroportion.  Indeed,  it  has  positively 
ecreased  as  compared  with  many 
previous  years.  In  1879-80,  putting 
aside  grants  in  aid,  the  expenditure  was 
£127,904  ;  in  1884-85  it  was  £126,196  ; 
and  in  the  present  year  it  is  £126,317. 
I  am  sure  the  Committee,  looking  to 
the  immense  increase  of  work  thrown 
on  the  Local  Government  Board,  will 
regard  that  as  extremely  satisfactory. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow  College 
Division) :  I  should  not  have  intervened 
in  this  discussion  but  for  the  observations 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor).  The  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  it  very  wonderful 
that  he  had  discovered  a  mare's  nest 
that  no  Scotch  Member  had  been  able 
to  find.  He  discovered  one  mare's  nest 
which  has  been  pointed  out  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  I  think  he  discovered  another 
mare's  nest  when  he  instituted  a  com- 
parison between  the  expenditure  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  England 
and  the  Board  of  Supervision  in  Scot- 
land. We  have  repeatedly  called  atten- 
tion to  some  of  the  inequalities,  but 
those  inequalities  were  in  the  form  of 
grants  in  aid.  There  is  nu  use  in  talk- 
ing of  them  now,  because  national  grants 
in  aid  are  to  be  given  to  the  different 
countries  and  are  to  be  distributed  by 
them.  We  have  had  the  worst  of  it  in 
many  cases.  In  respect  to  vaccination 
the  English  got  excessive  grants  in  aid. 
This  was  also  so  in  the  case  of  grants  in 
aid  of  the  sick  poor,  but  in  the  matter 
of  grants  in  aid  in  respect  to  lunatics 
Scotland  had  the  best  of  it.  So  far  as 
the  Board  of  Supervision  is  concerned  we 
do  not  want  to  increase  the  emoluments, 
but  want  to  sweep  it  off  the  face  of  the 
earth.  The  Local  Government  Board 
has  in  it  the  germs  of  the  most  impor- 
tant Ministry  that  can  possibly  be  repre- 
sented on  those  Benches — the  Ministry 
of  Health.   The  Board  of  Supervision  is 


a  non-representative  body,  altogether 
out  of  accord  with  the  spirit  of  the  age. 
It  is  composed  of  a  paid  secretary, 
sundry  Sheriffs,  and  a  couple  of  Law 
Provosts  who  have  no  official  acquain- 
tance with  Poor  Law  administration. 
We  think  that  the  duties  of  the  Board 
might  be  better  performed  by  an 
Inspector  elected  to  the  Scotch  office.  I 
know  there  are  some  who  think  that 
the  Local  Government  Board  itself 
might  be  dispensed  i^ith.  Sir  Charles 
Dilke  thought  so.  But  I  am  of  opinion 
that  the  Ministry  of  Health  is  as  im> 
portant  as  a  Ministry  of  Agriculture, 
and  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  cripple  it 
in  any  way.  Of  course  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  the  Department  is  administered 
with  a  single  eye  to  economy,  but  I  am 
not  aware  that  there  is  any  eross  or  ex- 
traordinary extravagance  in  its  adminis- 
tration as  compared  with  that  of  other 
Departments.  I  am  inclined  to  think 
there  is  less,  and  what  inequality  we 
have  had  tq  complain  of  in  the  treatment 
of  Scotland,  as  compared  with  England^ 
has  been  in  respect  of  grants  in  aid» 
Those  inequalities  will  by  the  new 
arrangements  be  entirely  redressed. 
♦Sib  H.  ROSCOE  (Manchester,  S) : 
I  wish  to  call' attention  to  a  matter 
of  some  consequence  as  affecting  the 
health  of  the  people,  viz.,  the  working^ 
of  the  Alkali  Acts,  which  however  in  my 
opinion  ought  to  be  called  the  Noxioua^ 
Vapours  Acts.  We  all  know  how  im* 
portant  is  the  question  of  air  pollution^ 
and  these  Acts  have  in  this  respect  been 
of  the  greatest  value  in  the  manufactur- 
ing districts  both  to  the  manufacturer 
and  to  the  public.  Whilst,  however,  I 
say  this,  and  will  bear  testimony  to  the 
knowledge  and  ability  of  The  Inspectors 
who  carry  out  the  Acts,  I  think  that 
much  still  remains  to  be  done.  The 
subject  is  a  somewhat  complex  one,  but 
I  may  explain  that  the  Acts  applj 
to  certain  manufactures  in  which 
noxious  gases  are  evolved,  but  they 
apply  to  manufactories  alone  and  not 
to  any  other  place  in  which  such  noxious 
gases  are  evolved   by   the  use    of   the 

froducts  made  in  those  manufacturies. 
desire,  therefore,  to  suggest  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  consider  whether  the 
provisions  of  the  Acts  may  not  be 
extended  so  as  to  include  places  where 
chemical  substances  are  employed 
which,  during  that  employment,  give  off 
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practical  use  in  detecting  persons  im- 
properly confined  in  asylums. 

*Mb.H.  H.  fowler  :  My  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  has  assumed  that  the  Goyem- 
ment  have  no  real  intention  of  proceed- 
ing with  the  Lunacy  Amendment  Act 
this  session.  If  I  thought  so,  I  should 
reffret  that  decision  very  greatly.  The 
Bill  has  been  introduced  by  successive 
Governments  year  after  year,  and  I 
understand  that  having  been  passed 
through  the  House  of  Lords,  it  is  now 
awaiting  a  Second  Reading  in  this  House. 
I  would  appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  say  whether  arrangements 
can  not  be  made  for  reading  the  Bill  a 
second  time  in  the  House  of  Commons 
and  sending  it  up  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee on  Law,  which  has  at  present 
nothing  before  it.  The  country  is 
anxious  for  legislation,  and  the  Bill 
will  arouse  no  Party  feeling  whatever. 
So  far  as  1  am  concerned,  I  am  ready 
to  give  it  all  the  support  in  my  power. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  1  think  I  had 
better  reply  at  once  to  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Go- 
vernment have  every  hope  of  being  able 
to  pass  the  Bill  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent Session.  With  such  a  Bill,  touch- 
ing a  great  many  interests  and  pre- 
judices, it  is  desirable  before  reading  it 
that  communications  should  pass 
between  those  who  have  fair  reason  to 
object  to  any  of  the  provisions  in  order 
to  smooth  down  any  opposition.  Those 
communications  are  passing;  and  I 
trust  that  the  Second  Reading  will  not 
occasion  any  debate  in  the  House,  be- 
cause the  BUI  is  very  generally  approved 
and  it  is  most  denirable  that  it  should 
be  carefully  considered  in  Committee 
upstairs,  and  after  issuing  from  the 
Committee,  by  the  House,  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Guvern- 
ment  will  pass  the  Bill  unless  they  meet 
with  uncompromising  opposition. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  am  sure  that  the  Com- 
mittee have  heard  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  g^eat  satis- 
faction and  relief.  I  do  not  see  how  he 
can  expect  anything  like  factious  oppo 
sition  to  the  Bill  which  he  proposes  to 
bring  in.  I  presume  that  all  the  details 
will  be  settled  by  the  Committee  up- 
stairs. I  wish  now  to  join  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  initiated  the  debate  in 
urging  I  he  Home  Secretary  to  substitute 
medical  for  legal  Lunacy  Commissioners, 

Dr.  Farquhanon 


as  lunacy  is   pre-emineiitlj  a  subject 
for  doctors.      The   le^al    man    knows 
nothing  of  lunacy,  which  is  a  phydcal 
and  not  a    legsJ    questioBy    and  con- 
sequently under  the  present  arrange- 
ments two  men  are  emi^lojed  to  do  tiie 
work  of  one.     There   are  few  sobjecto 
on  whicli  the  public  mind  has  been  so 
disturbed,  and  several  recent  cases  have 
served  to  increase  the  anxiety.      The 
other  day  the  relatives  of  a  man  who 
had  been  missing  for  years  applied  for 
permission  to  administer  his  estate,  when 
the  man  was  suddenly  disooTcred  in  s 
lunatic  asylum.    There  must  be  some- 
thing wrong  in  a  system  which  could 
permit  this.    I  think  there  are  many 
persons  within  the   walls  of  a  lunatic 
asylum  who  ought  not  to  be  there  at  all, 
and  on  the  other  hand  there  a  good 
many  outside  who  might   be  confined 
with  great  advantage  to  the   wives  and 
children  who  have  to  live  with  them.    I 
believe  that  in  some  cases  both  lawyers 
and  doctors  have  mistaken  eccentnci^ 
for  lunacy.     In  former  days  it  was  much 
too  easy  to  have  a  man  shut  up  in  a 
lunatic  asylum,  and  now  we  are  con- 
fronted with  the  other  evil,  that  it  is  too 
hard. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  (Cavan,  W.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  from 
the  front  bench,  and  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor),  have  assumed  that  this 
Bill  will  be  a  great  improvement  of  the 
existing  law.  Now,  1  have  heard  on 
competent  authority  that  the  proposed 
Bill,  if  carried,  will  make  the  law  worse 
than  it  is  at  present.  My  belief  is 
that  at  tlie  present  moment  there  is 
not  a  proper  amount  of  supervision.  I 
think  that  the  present  system  of  puttinfl^ 
people  into  asylums  on  the  certibcate  of 
two  doctors  is  a  most  objectionable  one. 
There  ought  to  be  no  private  asylums,, 
but  the  Executive  Government  should 
be  responsible  to  the  public  for  all  in- 
stitutions for  the  confinement  of  the  in- 
sane. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  ron  thi 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Stxtabt 
WoRTLEY,  Sheffield,  Hallam) :  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  (Dr.  Farquharson)  is  aware 
that  the  arrangement  by  which  the 
Commission  is  composed  of  members 
partly  legal  and  partly  medical  is  one 
that  cannot  be  altered  without  legisla- 
tion, so  that  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
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render  what  assistance  is  in  his  power 
for  bringing  on  the  Lonaoy  Bill  which 
has  come  down  to  us  from  the  other 
House,  he  will  be  bringing  nearer  his 
opportunity    for    bringing    about    an 
alteration  in  the  law  in  the  direction  he 
desires.    On  the  merits  of  the  present 
system  there  are  some  impartial  judges 
who  ha?e  arrived  at  an  adverse  ooncuu- 
sion  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member.    The 
Medical    Members     of    the     Commis- 
sion   are    in    favour   of    the    present 
arrangement,  and  they  find  advantage 
in  the  presence  of  their  legal  brethren 
on  the  Commission.    It  was  the  opinion 
of  the  late  Lord  Shaftesbury,  who  was 
Chairman  of  the  Commission,  that  it 
was  an  advantageous  arrangement,  and 
an  examination  of  the  duties  of  the 
Commissioners  shows  why  that  should 
be  BO.    Those  duties  are  by  no  means 
exclusively  of  a  medical  character ;  they 
include  investigations  into  matters  of 
fact  and  other  matters  of  an  administra- 
tive nature  upon  which  legal  qualifica- 
tions are  required.     The  Commissioners 
have  to  inquire  into  not  only  the  physical 
and  moral  treatment  of  the  insane,  they 
have   to  consider  the  disposition   and 
arrangements  for  property ;  to  conduct 
prosecutions  for  neglect  or  ill  treatment ; 
they  have  to  enter  on  the  plans  for  the 
structure  and  accomodation  in  asylums ; 
and    deal    with    contracts   relating    to 
administration  and  general  rules.    They 
have  also  to   deal   with  the  licensing 
of  Metropolitan   Asylums  and    to   ex- 
amine the  forms  of  orders,  certificates, 
and  all  similar    documents   under  the 
Lunacy  Acts.     These  duties  cannot  be 
described    as    entirely    medical,     and 
there  is  no  doubt  it  was  with  a  view 
to      these    matters    that     Parliament 
decided  there  should  be  a  strong  legal 
element  on  the  Board.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Scotland  Division  (Mr.  T. 
O'Connor)  says  that  under  the  present 
law  lunatics  may  possibly  be  improperly 
confined,   and    the    hon.    Member    for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  complains  that  the 
Bill  we  have  laid  on  the  Table  would 
probably    make    matters    worse,     but 
without  infringing  on  the  rules  of  the 
House  that   forbid   me  to  discuss  the 
merits  of  the  Bill  not  now  before  us, 
I  may  point  out  that  the  Bill  alluded  to 
makes  only  two  proposals,   curtailing 
the  extension  of  private  asylums  and 
ensuring  that  iudieial  intervention  in 
reference  to  oraers  for  detention  which 


the  hon.   Member  thinks  would  check 

the  evils  of  which  he  complained. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  out  a  case  for 
having  a  certain  number  of  lawyers 
upon  the  Commission,  but  that  was  not 
exactly  the  point  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
that  to  which  I  also  alluded.  It  is  not 
that  lawyers  are  not  useful  for  the  legal 
work  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred, the  work  of  looking  after  the 
property  of  lunatics  and  that  sort  of 
thing.  Our  point  is  that  lawyers  go  with 
doctors  for  examination  into  the  state 
of  the  mind  of  the  lunatic,  and  that,  we 
say,  is  exclusively  medical  work,  with 
which  lawyers  should  have  nothing  to 
do.  We  say  that  medical  men  should 
do  this  medical  work. 

♦Dr.  FARQUH ARSON:  The  legal 
Members  of  the  Commission  might  sit 
to  adjudicate  on  points  of  law,  but  I 
object  to  the  dual  examinations  of 
asylums  by  the  two  sets  of  men,  lawyers 
and  doctors.  It  is  a  plan  which  limits 
the  number  of  medical  inspectors,  and 
unduly  contracts  their  innuence  and 
operations.  If  we  could  get  the  £1,500 
which  the  lawyers  have,  for  the  doctors, 
we  should  have  a  more  effective  supers 
vision.  There  should  he  in  Englana  an 
arrangement  such  aa  we  have  in  Scot- 
land, a  legal  Board  to  which  reference 
might  be  made  by  the  doctors  in  case  of 
doubt  or  difficulty. 

♦Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY:  The 
visits  of  the  Legal  Commissioners  are  in- 
cumbent on  them  by  Acts  of  Parliament 
that  require  that  there  shall  be  twa 
visitors — one  legal,  one  medical.  They 
have  to  investigate  charges  of  ill-treat-^ 
ment  and  therefore  to  deal  with  disputea 
as  to  questions  of  fact— -duties,  I  think, 
that  are  better  discharged  b^  persona 
accustomed  to  legal  investigation. 

♦Dr.  FARQUHARSON  :  I  wiU  not 
put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of 
dividing. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

3.  £49,421, to  complete  the  sum  for  the 
expenses  of  the  Mint,  including  coinage. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  There  is  only  one  point  I  wish  to 
raise  in  reference  to  this  Vote,  and  that 
is  the  great  scarcity  of  sixpences  among 
the  currency  and  the  enormous  quantity 
of  florins.  I  cannot  understand  why 
this  should  be,  and  I  very  much  doubt 
whether  the  public  care  very  much  for 
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V,  V»4  »♦»»  *A  J  «/>r<iJJtfc  f  v.,  ^ilfr  K.3R 
/.  y'>.V#^-*.-*j^  Vvr*  /fell  l  »  J/'JtJtiVt  V. 
Miry  »;«.jpJ»    ifVi^    ?.*.»•'    '>HHt    *Jk£<n     •.*,     Or- 

V     ^,1*s  4'-^'/  •//  '//r/jf/l^>^  trj4   *y«i   f«>f 

titit^**  f'ft  ^hh  tfM*hnuy,ti  of  th«9  publico- 
l)'/h«»  '/f  Mm*  I 'tt*^» rit  Offj*;<j  in  Kri^rland 
f«/»  M(ON<»  '/f  (li«i  IJrjii«»<l  KtiitiM  offie«, 
iiii'l  «/f  */Mi«!r  «'oiif»frl«ii,    hilt    th^rn  ar« 

Htni.iiitt\nfhti\  iinfiiirly  fownnU  fJH.  Wo 
<|(i  n<il  fiPiil.  l.liM  Hfimif  Mutrilmr  of  iu)\nm 
wii  |ip|vii  l^f  Afiii'flf'N,  nrMi  niUnr  t'tmnttitm. 
Il  iH  hiiti'iffHfil  III  our  li^ritiii 'MffitrfM  of 
liMliitiliy  flifit  lliiint  nIioiiM  hit  riioiinH  of 
IIkiimum  hi  (lltiNM  piililiimt.ioiiN,  HNpfMsiallj 
lliiiMii  fiiMii  tliii  l)iiil.tiil  HliitoH,  nnd  tliA 
|imIiI|i>  llliiiirlnn  in  LimiiIn  liiiil  (tlmtiirliorH 
nliMiiItt  liiivii  (iii|ilim  rui'  rnl'oriiii(>n.  Thorn 
iiiii  Miiiiiiliiliiltt  tliiit  iJliriirlttN  hiivo  not 
iiii)iliin  iif  tliMNn  )mtilltiiifiitiiN,  nor  indnod 
I  till  |iiil«tli«it(ltMiH  JHNtitMl  liy  our  ownPiitont 
Otlioii  At  rtiiv  I'littv  I  think  thoHo  Unt 
nhoulil  hn  piitiMiniltlt)  for  thti  aotual  ooAt 
of  |iii|tiii-  untl  ink.  In  till  tho  {hhuoh  «)f 
IMihlhmtinnM  frou)  Uovoruntont  l>ti|mrt- 
inontn  ihoro  im  nn  nttoiupt  on  tho 
\\}\\\  of  th«»  \\\\\\y%\  to  r«H«oup  itnt^lf 
n\tt    only    tor   tho  oxMit    of    \\u\    |mrti* 


y'LJ'jLJxsiCMam  td 


Lofi.  Friend  the  Hembor  fiv  Wigta 


fiS. 


'6iT    H^ffbeit    MrnxweSLj,    and  it  wai 


/* 


decided  that  in  fatnie  a  jovmrnl  ahodl 
}^  tMued  eDnac^dating  into  one  At 
three  publicatioiit  that  haye  hithefto 
been  iMued,  and  at  a  prioe  tliai  will 
bring  it  within  the  range  of  those  who 
deifire  to  refer  to  it.  JUliutratioiu  elM 
will  add  to  the  anefulnen  of  the  pab* 
lif;atiun,  and  the  arrangements  msdi 
promise  to  work  very  aatisfootoiilj. 

Ma.  COSSKAM  (Bristol,  £.)_:  No 
patent  in  e?or  taken  out  in  the  United 
Htates  without  a  guarantee  of  its  dii* 
tinguishing  merit,  but  there  are  patenti 
taken  out  in  England  without  anj  merit 
at  all.  I  think  it  would  be  a  wise  change 
if  our  Patent  Office  were  made  respoa- 
MJble  for  the  thing  patented  haring 
Hoino  real  benefit  about  it. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(K  £20,190  to  complete  the  sum  for 
tho  Payniaator  General's  Office. 

Mh.  L.\R0UCHERE:  I  should  lika 
to  know  precisely  what  are  the  funetioas 
of  the  Paymaster  General  and  his 
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tants.       Here    we  haye  a    Paymaster  posed  to  convey  the  impression  that  the- 

General  who  gets  nothing,  and  an  assis-  office  has  been  extravagantly  conducted, 

tantwith  a  s^ary  of  £1,000.      What  is  I  did  not  mean  to  cast  the  least  reflec- 

the  use  of  keeping  up  this  office  of  Pay-  tion  on  the  officers  of  the  Department, 

master  Q^neral  ?    It  was  acknowledged  As  to  the  re- arrangement,  we  propose — 

to  be  a  sinecure  office,  and  the  salary  was  I  may  say  as  much  as  this — that  it  is 

abolished,  I  believe  in  the  time  of  Lord  in   the  direction  of  making  payments 

Wolverton,  who,  I  believe,  as  he  did  not  through    bankers  rather  than   through 

earn  the  salary,  declined  to  take  it.  Why  the  Office.     The  Oommittee  will  excuse 

keep  up  the  fiction  when  the   office  is  me  if  I  do  not  enter  further  into  a  Bill 

superfluous,    and    does  not    require  a  not  yet  introduced, 

salary?  *Mr.  BRADLAUQH  :  Only  one  thing 

Mb.  JACKSON :  If  the  hon.  Member  I   will  ask,  will  the  Bill   certainly  be 

will  refer  to  the  Estimates  he  will  find  introduced  with  the  intention  of  carrying 

that  there  is  no  amount  placed  against  it  through  this  Session  ? 

the  entry  of  ''Assistant";  he  has  been  Ma.   JACKSON:    Certainly,   that  is 

abolished.     I  may  say  in  relation  to  this  the  intention. 

subject  that  I  hope  shortly  to  introduce  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  cannot  make 

a  Bill  dealing  with  this  office,  which  was  out  whether  there  is  any  head  to  th& 

the  subject  of  consideration  by  a  Com-  Office.     I  suppose  there  is  some  head  ? 

mittee  some  years  ago.      It  is  believed  Mr.  JACKSON :  The  Chief  Clerk  i^ 

that  by  the   re-arrangement  proposed  the  head  of  the  Office. 

Sr^^T^^niTr""^  T'^^^K^'^^/•  Mr.    LABOUCHERE:    The    Chief 

The  Bill  will,  I  hope,  shortly  be  ready  ^    .        .    £l  lOO  a-vear    but  then  we 

for  submission  to  the  House.  r'^®'^  ^®m   ^  '  ^      -S  y®*^'  ^"'^  ^^®°  ^^ 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  Has  the  ^^^  *    Treasury    Remembrancer   and 

in*  1  •            I:       V        !r   '  -       J  Deputy  Paymaster  for  Ireland  who  eets- 

official  in  question  been  transferred  or  ^j^j^O.    What  duties  is  he  called  u?on 

pensioned,  or  how  has  he  been  treated?  .    i:„^i,«.««  o                                      ^ 

^  Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  We  shaU  be  ^  ^^^1"?^^^^     . 

anxious  for  the  production  of  this  Bill,  ,  ^J?'  JACKSON  :  Anyone  who  knows 

for  it  seems  that  we  have  a  Department  *^«  Treasury  Remembrancer  for  Ireland 

that  is  almost  unnecessary,   maintained  knows  that  he  has  most  important  duties 

at  oonsiderable  cost.  ^  discharge.  He  is  the  representative  of 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Is  it  possible  ^®  Treasury,  the  officer  to  whom,  if  the 

for   the    hon.  Gentleman    to   help  the  Treasury  has  occasion   to    make    any 

Committee  a  Httle  further  by  shadow-  communication,  reference  is  made.     He 

ing  forth   the  arrangement   proposed,  »»  *  ^^^^  efficient  and  capable  officer, 

because  it  may  or  may  not  be  satis-  ^^  I  can  assure  the  Committee  has  a 

factory?     I    hope   it   may  be,  but  it  great  deal  of  official  work, 

is    dear    that    as    the    head    of   the  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  :  I  do  not  know 

Department  is  gone,  and  the  assistant  who  the  gentleman  is,  and  am  not  dis- 

head  is  gone,  we  should  feel  more  happy  posed  to  dispute  the  assertion  that  he 

with  the  knowledge  that  the  body  is  to  is  a  very  capable  officer,  but  it  strikea 

go  too,  and  no  particular  harm  would  me  as  strange  that  the  head  of  the 

result  to  the  country.     It  would  give  office   in  England  should   be    satisfied 

satisfaction  outside  the  House  and  in  if  with  £800  but  the  official  in  Ireland 

the  hon.  Gentleman  would  increase  our  should  require  £1,200.     We  know,  as 

information  a  little.  a  matter  of  fact,  living  in  Ireland  is 

Mr.   CAUSTON  (Southwark,   W.) :  very  considerably   cheaper  than  living 

And  may  I  ask  what  are  the  duties  of  in  England,  so  that  the   difference  in 

the  Department  ?  salary  should  be  the  other  way,   and 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  think  it  would  be  £800  in  Dublin  would  be  about  equiva- 

rather  irregular,  and  I  think  tiie  Com-  lent  to  £1,200  in  London.     But  I  am 

mittee  will  hardly  wish  me,  to  anticipate  afraid   my   hon.  Friend  has  hit  upon 

the  statement  that  necessarily  must  be  one  of  the  many    examples   that  run 

made  when  the  Bill  is  introduced.    I  through  all  the  Estimates  that  extrava- 

gave  the  information  I  did  that  the  gant    salaries    in    Ireland     are    more 

Committee  might  know  that  we  oontem-  extravagant    even    than     extravagant 

{late  dealing  with  the  ofBoe  generally,  salaries    in    England.      I    would    be 

ut  the  Government  must  not  be  tup-  diverging  into  questions  I  am  anxious 
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to  avoid  if  I  were  to  suggest  a  reaeon  *Mb.  W.  H.  E      CTH  :  n«  aiaenh 

for  this  disproportioa.  ^?9^J  to  Me        m  of  Am  OivO  9mm 

Mr.  HANBURT:  I  must  press  my  in  Ireland  «w   *      mm  vhioh  opsnteii 

hon.  Friend  for  an   answer   as  to  the  Bngland,  as  the  lion.  OeadeBan  kiofi 

terms  upon  which  the  Assistant  Pay-  fieirifeotly  well,    and    thotongk  ia|» 

master  has  been  removed  from  office.  tiality  is  exerciBed  so  far  ••  tbTrsuHi; 

Mr.  JAOKSON  :  I  am  afraid  I  can-  is  oonoented.    I  hope  thie  will  beali^ 

not  say,  for  I  do  not  remember,  but  I  factory.    I  hare  no  pereonal  knowledp 

will  get  the  information,  and  give  it  to  of  Mr.  Holmes,   bat   beliere  lis  is  M 

my  hou.  Friend  on  Report.  efficient  officer. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:    May  I  ask  Mm.  OOSSHAIC :  Is   ICr.   HoIibmi 

whether  the  same  rule  is  applied  to  "on  of  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  ? 

Civil  Service  Officials  in  Ireland  as  is  Vote  agreed  to. 
wisely  applied   in   England,  and   is  it 

adhered    to.   that    they    shall    abstain  7.  £8,205  to  oomplete    the  snm  fa 

from  all  party  political  manifestations  Public  Works  Loan  Commission. 

and  controversies  ?  y  .    ^OTeed  to 

♦Mr.  JACKSON:  Oh  yes.    There  is  ^ 

not  the  lf>aHt  objection  to  stating  the  8.  £17,506  to  oomplete  the  sum  fa 

naiuo  of  the  preHont  holder  of  the  office  of  the  Record  Office. 

Treanury  Ronionibrancer ;  it  is  Mr.  R.  ^      xmKnrh    VlirRi^TTflnw  rr^M 

W.    HolmoH;    and    having    given    his  Mb.    MUNBO    F^iUSON  (I^. 

name  1  feel  bound  to  follow  it  up  by  *<^:):    ^  ^T«^  attention    to   this  Voii 

saying   that  from    observation   of    his  ?^*  ^^^8^  ~«*«^'  ^t  * u^"  i^**?^.''**"!^ 

work  in  connection  with  the  Department  ?*^,  J*^  *^^^-     ^  should  kke  to  nfa 

in  Ix)ndon,  and  from  personal  knowledge  to  the  subject  again,  not  with  a  nev 

acjquired  in  several  visits  to  Ireland  In  ?f  ^*?S?»  **lf.  ^K  f.~*    **   *• 

coimoction  with  the  Department  I  oan  ^^'^  ^^^  Z  .\  ^  »>«fa«T»    "  «• 

testify  to  the  very  efficient  manner  in  tremely  good,  but  beraase    the  pohhe 

which  he  discharges  his  duties.  '^i>«^?  *«*  V"^  meuffioiently  hoiued, 

^«  rr  T>  r\iniVhjKTr\T>    tu           *4.v  ^^^    the    public    have    not    sufflmest 

1   M'i.r.P  O'CONNOR:  I  have  not  the  opportunity   of  viewing  them.      I  be- 

leiwtknowledgeofMr  Holmes  and  am  ^^^^  that  many  of  tEe   reooids  hsfS 

quite  content  to  take  it  for  granted  that  ^een  ruined    and  are  stiJ   being   ds- 

he  deserves  the  eulogium  passed  upon  ^troyed  by  the  dampness  of  some  ^ths 

^''"M^,,!^^^''"u^^^''*^^'2r*°'o^?*  ^  «>o™-    Then  there  aie  large  nombsn 

would  like  to  ask,  does  Mr^  Holmes  ^^  ^^^  most  valued  possesions  in  the 

take  part  in  oohtical  demonstrations,  IS  mature  of  reUcs  stoiedinthe  Beeoid 

he  compelled  to  exclude  himself  from  office,  but  they  cannot  be  exhibited  to  ths 

party  politics  as  similar  officials  are  m  bUc.    There  is  no  space  to  allow  of 

*^^^^*°^  ^  them  being  shown.    I  think  it  wiU  be 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) :  Is  not  found  that  the  Rolls  Ohapel  is  haidly 

the  very  fact  that  the  hon.  Member  does  ever  used,   and  might   be  tamed  into 

not  know  Mr.  Holmes  in  itself  sufficient  something  in  the  nature  of  a  moseom, 

evidence  that  that  gentleman  does  not  wherethe*<Domeedaj Book," the*' Roll 

take  part  in  political  matters  ?  of  Agincourt,"   and  other    interestbg 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  With  all  due  historical  national  possessions  mi|;ht  be 

respect  to  the  hon.  Member  I  cannot  shown  to  the  public.    The  ooUeotioB  of 

allow  him  to  answer  a  question  addressed  national    records    oi    this    country  is 

to  the  Treasury  Bench,  which  he  does  perhaps  the  finest  in  the  woild,  aody 

not  yet  adorn,  though  he  may  do  so  independent    of    those   in  the  British 

some  time  in   another  House  and  in  Museum,  those  at  the  Record  Offioe  are 

another  country.     Until  then  I  must  such  that  there  is  no  ooUeotion  to  oom- 

address  my  question  to  the  Secretary  to  pare  with  them.    But  in  Paris  the  col- 

the  Treasury,    and    he    can  probably  lection  is  infinitely  better  housed  in  the 

answer  from  personal  knowledge  whe-  Palais  d' Archives,  and  presents  a  most 

ther  or  not  Mr.  Holmes  abstains  from  interesting  feature  for  the  visitor.     I 

taking  part  in  Party  politics  in  Irehmd  hope  something  may  be  done  bj  whidh 

in  the  same  manner  as  officials  are  com-  the  collection  may  be  properiy  honaed 

polled  in  England  f  and  seen. 

ifr.  T.  P.  (y  Connor 
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•Mb.  JACKSON :   I  know   the  hon.        Mr.   JACKSON :    I  will  make  in- 
Uember  takes  great  interest    in    tliib  '  quirJes  into  the  matter,  and  enileaTonr 

auestior,  and  I  00  not  sajbut  I  sympa-  "  '      *      '' 

lize  with  his  views  to  some  extent.  ] 
Ma  not  sure  that  his  suggestion  ii- 
practical.  I  dare  ea;  he  knows  thai 
the  original  plan  contemplated  the 
pulling  down  of  Rolls  Chapel  and  ad- 
joining buildings,  and  some  day  thii 
scheme  will  have  to  be  carried  out.  I 
should  not  like  to  say  more,  but  I  will 
report  the  hon.  Member's  views  to  my 
colleagues,  and  I  hope  he  will  be  content 
with  this  general  answer.  No  doubt, 
-when  the  further  extension  of  the 
building  (which  I  admit  must  be  made, 
because  a  great  many  papers  are  stored 
in  a  building  quite  unfit  for  them)  it 
under  consideration,  and  when  addi- 
tional accommodation  is  provided,  then 
the  question  will  be  considered  how 
they  may  be  most  conveniently  disposed 
for  public  inspection. 

Mr.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) : 
Can  the  hon.  Member  give  the  Com- 
mittee any  information  as  to  the  pro- 
gress being  made  with  the  Orkney  or 
Icelandic  Sagos,  about  which  I  asked 
for  information  last  year? 
*Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  say  something  more  de6nite  on 
this  subject  than  I  was  in  a  position  to 
on  the  last  nocaeion.  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
entitled  to  make  some  complaint  as  to 
the  delay  that  has  taken  place.  Many 
circumstances  have  contributed  to  it, 
but  I  am  now  in  a  position  to  say  that 
one  volume  is  in  print,  and  that  another 
volume  is  in  MS.  ready  to  be  sent  to 
tlie  printers,  eome  progress  having  been 
made  with  the  proofs.  The  volume  in 
print  lacks  one  sheet.  That  is  to  be 
Bent  to  the  printer,  and  the  MS.  of  the 
second  volume  will  be  sent  within  a 
month.  Every  effort  is  being  made  to 
complete  the  work  during  l£e  present 
Session,  and  I  hope  that  before  the 
discussion  on  the  Estimates  cornea  roand 
again,  it  will  be  coinpleted. 

Ma.  LABOTTCHKBE  (Northampton): 
I  do  not  see  any  return  as  to  the 
amount  which  has  been  received  from 


9.  £39,952  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the    Begistrar   General's    Office.    Eng- 

•Mr.  child EHS  (Edinburgh,  South): 
On  this  Vote  tbere  arises  the  question 
of  the  preparation  the  Government  hare 
made  with  regard  to  the  census.  Some 
time  ago.  a  very  important  deputation 
waited  on  the  responsible  Department 
of  the  Oovernment,  and  several  suggea- 
tions  were  made  for  rendering  the  next 
oensus  more  efficient,  and  giving  a 
larger  amount  of  information  than  hae 
been  given  on  previous  occasions. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  our  census  is 
inferior  to  the  oensus  of  the  greater 
number  of  civiliEcd  Governments,  and 
especially  to  those  of  Australia  and 
America,  and  it  seems  to  me  very 
desirable  that  we  should  not  defer  too 
long  the  preparations  which  ohould  be 
made  for  carrying  out  desirable  improve- 
meets.  The  Goverament  should  take  the 
matter  in  hand  at  onoe.  I  think  soms- 
thing  wss  said  by  the  deputation  about 
the  appointment  of  a  Boyal  Commission 
or  a  Committee  to  collect  the  opinionsof 
those  who  feel  a  large  interest  in  the 
subject.  I  would  therefore  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  when  the 
first  steps  will  be  taken,  and  whether 
facilities  will  be  g^ven  to  those  who 
have  matured  opinions  on  the  question 
to  bring  them  before  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

Mb.  a.  AOLAND  (York,  W.  R., 
Rotherham) :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  replies,  I  may  be  allowed 
to  endeavour  to  elicit  from  him  what 
I  know  he  is  willing  to  give,  namely,  a 
friendly  consideration  of  this  question 
in  a  little  more  detail  than  has  been 
indicated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken.     A  most  impor- 

._ . taut  deputation  went  before  the  Preei- 

the  sale  of  these  publications,  nor  of  I  dent  of  the  Local  ^vemment  Board 
the  number  of  copies  published  and  |  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  ExiAeqaar, 
sold.  It  is  desirable  that  we  should  i  and  snggeeted  further  daasifioatioa,  to  a 
have  this  information,  as  it  will  show  very  moderate  extent,  with  referenoa 
us  what,  as  a  savoff,  we  get  back  for  <  eepedally  to  the  industrial  workna  in 
these  publications.  We  want  the  in-  '  the  conntrj.  The  deputation  was  intoo- 
formation  before  we  discuss  whether  the  '  duced    by  you,   Sir,   and   there   wara 


price  is  too  high,  or  too  low. 


present  not   theoretioal,   but  ptMtiosl 


1761 


Supply— Civil  { »;0M  MONS} 


Service  Ektifnates, 


1752 


men,  Mr.  Charles  Booth,  whose  book  | 
on  the  East  of  London,  has  attracted  so 
much  attention,  being  the  chief  speaker. 
Mr.   Booth  is  a    gentleman    who   has 
already  done  much    valuable  work  in 
collecting  statistics  with  regard  to  the 
industrial  and  commercial  character  of 
the  East  of  London.     He  is  a  gentle- 
man who  has  spent  a  considerable  sum 
of    money    out  of  his  own   pocket  in 
providing    the    public    with    a    better 
knowledge  of  the  industrial  and  social 
condition  of  the  people,   and   he  is  of 
opinion  that  the  census  of  1891  might 
give    information   of  a  valuable  kind 
which   the  enumerators  could   without 
much  difficulty  provide.     He  does  not 
ask  for  a  Icurge  number  of  classes  which 
those  who  have  the  duty  of  filling  up 
the  census  tables  might  find  it  difficult 
to  deal  with,  but  he  thinks  we  ought  to 
draw  a  distinction   between  employers 
and    employed,    between    skilled    and 
tuiskilled— that  is  to  say,  between  the 
artizan  and  the  ordinary  labourer.     I 
would  ask  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  pay  attention  to  what  practical  men 
like    Mr.    Booth    have  to  say,  before 
giving  the  reply  tendered  by  those  who 
have  prepared  previous  censuses — the 
very    natural    reply  —  a    sort    of    nan 
po9»umu9—i\iB,t  what  was  done  in  1881 
is  good,   and  ought   to    be    repeated. 
I  know  that  that  will  in  all  likelihood  be 
the  answer,  but  I  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government    Board  will  go    into    the 
matter  fully  before  he  says  that  nothing 
can  be  done.    It  is  often  said  it  is  better 
to  have  few  statistics  and  good  than 
many  and  bad,  but  I  say  that  practical 
men — men  like  Mr.  Booth — would  not 
be  asking  for  these  statistics  if  they  did 
not  believe  that  they  could  be  provided. 
I  would  add  that  every  year  education 
is  increasing  in  the  country,  and  we  may 
rely  upon  it  that  the  bulk  of  the  working 
people  will  be  better  able  to  fill  up  the 
census  papers  in  1891  than  they  were  in 
1881.     I  go  further  and  say  that  if  they 
can  be    made  to  understand  —  as    no 
doubt  they  can  in  many  cases — that  the 
census  is  being  made  in  their  interest 
in  order  that  we  may  know  the  indus- 
trial position  of  the  country,  they  may 
take  more  pains.  Trade  unions,  friendly 
societies,  and  others  ought  to  appeal  to 
them  on  the  subject,  for  if  they  are  not 
induced  to  believe   that  the  census   is 
going  to  be  utilized  on  their  behalf  by 
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persons  who  take  an  interest  in   their 
position  they  are  not  likely  to  take  the 
trouble  to  fill  up  the  papers  accurately* 
I  feel  sure  it  is  not  the  Treasury  that 
is  going  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  im- 
provement of  the  census,  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  gave  us  a  friendly  and  cor- 
dial answer.      I  do  not  think  we  need 
have  any  fears  as  to  the  supply  of  the 
money,    provided   we    can  induce   the 
Registrar  General's  Department  to  give 
a  favourable  consideration  to  the  pro- 
posal, and  persuade  them  not  to  be  too 
much  afraid  of  the  ignorance  of  those 
who  fill  up  the  papers.    The  question 
is  one  which  will  have  to  be  settled  now 
in  a  very  few  months,  and  this   is  pro- 
bably the  last  opportunity  we  shall  have 
of  raising  it.    I  hope  that  before  the 
matter  is  finally  settled  the  Treasury 
and  the  President  ef  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  see  some  of  the  prac- 
tical men  I  have  referred  to,  and  hear 
what  they  have  to  say  on  the  subject. 
*Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  desire  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact 
that    the  evidence  reported  upon  last 
year  by  the  Committee  on  Emigration 
— I    am    afraid   I    should    not   be  in 
order    in   referring    to    the    evidence 
taken  this  year — clashes  with  the  Re- 
turns prepaired  by  the  enumerators  and 
I  think  there  ought  to  be  more  care 
exercised  by  the  enumerators,  especially 
as  regards  the  number  of  foreigners  in 
particidar  cities  and  districts  employed 
in  particular  trades.    We  have  had  one 
very  curious  piece  of  evidence  as  to  the 
ItaUan  population  and  the  number  of 
their  fellow  countrymen  relieved  by  the 
Italian  Authorities  in  England.    The 
number  so  relieved  shows  an  excess  in 
one  occupation  over  the  whole  number 
of  Italians  without  occupation  stated  by 
the     census    to     be    in    the   countiy* 
Allowing  for  some  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Charitable  Aathorities  to 
magnify  their  operations,  one  cannot 
help  thinking  that  there  must  be  some- 
thing seriously  wrong  in  the  Betums 
that  the  enumerators  have  aooepted  as 
correct,  or  in  the  facts  as    given    in 
evidence.    I  desire  to  suroort  what  has 
been  urged  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Botherham  DivisioDy 
that  the  census  as  affecting  industrial 
questions  can  only  be  usefU  when  both 
employers  and  employed  are  tanght  to* 
rely  upon  it.    The  more  aoonnusy  we 
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get  in  theee  matters  the  more  disposed 
tiie  workers  will  be  to  place  reliance  on 
the  census.  There  is  now  a  very  grave 
matter  to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention. 
The  very  specific  instructions  issued  by 
the  Registrar  General  to  the  Registrars 
of  births  and  deaths  have  been  dis- 
regarded in  a  matter  which  very  much 
affects  infantile  mortality.  Where  a 
child  is  insured  the  Superintendent 
Registrar  is  not  to  issue  certificates  under 
which  a  sum  can  be  obtained  in  excess 
of  that  provided  by  the  Act.  If  it 
comes  to  his  knowledge  that  certificates 
have  been  issuedi  or  that  insurance 
has  been  effected,  or  that  money  has 
been  paid  beyond  the  amount  for  which 
the  certificate  is  given,  he  should 
report  to  the  Chief  Registrar  for  prosecu- 
tion, or  he  is  at  liberty  himself,  as  a 
person  aggrieved  under  a  Section  of  the 
Act.  Now,  I  am  sure  that  the  Registrar 
in  the  case  of  the  Borough  of  Oldham, 
has  continually  neglected  that  duty.  I 
should  think,  on  an  average,  in  eieht 
or  nine  cases  every  year  for  the  past  five 
or  six  years,  children's  lives  have  been 
insured  for  amounts  in  excess  of  the 
sums  for  which  they  ought  to  have  been 
insured.  According  to  his  own  state- 
ment, in  three  or  ^  four  cases  where 
illegal  payments  have  been  made»  he 
has  never  reported  to  the  Registrar 
General,  nor  has  he  himself  initiated 
any  prosecution.  It  is  useless  to  have 
provisions  on  the  Statute  Book  prohibit- 
ing the  improper  insurance  of  very 
young  children  if  they  are  not  to  be 
carried  out.  The  complaint  I  am  now 
making  is  in  the  same  line  as  that  I 
made  in  connection  with  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Registrar  of  Friendly 
Societies  last  night.  The  House  passes 
Statutes  which,  if  they  were  carried  out, 
would  be  productive  of  enormous  good, 
but  which  are  utterly  disregarded.  In 
the  case  of  Oldham  there  is  no  doubt 
about  the  law  having  been  disregarded. 
A  ffentleman  wrote  me  a  letter  a  year 
and  a  half  ago  calling  my  attention  to 
the  facts  I  have  stated,  and  this  gentle- 
man has  since  repeated  his  allegations 
on  oath.  I  do  not  blame  the  Ohief 
Registrar  for  not  initiating  prosecutions, 
as  he  had  no  knowledge  of  these  events, 
no  report  having  been  made  to  him; 
but  the  subordinate  Registrar  was 
dearly  bound  to  report  or  proeeoute. 
Unless  the  Gk>v«rmnent  will  promiee  to 
inquire  into  the  malter  and  cause  sooie 
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representation  to  be  made  to  the  Chief 
Registrar,  and  through  him  to  the 
Registrars  throughout  the  country,  I 
shall  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 
I  do  not  wish  to  do  that,  as  I  look  upon 
such  a  Motion  as  one  which  should  only 
be  resorted  to  in  the  last  extremity. 

Mb.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex,  Har- 
row) :  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the 
tables  prepared  by  the  Registrar 
General  in  regard  to  deaths.  I  drew 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Jjocal  Govern- 
ment Board  last  Session  to  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  oases  of  cancer  which 
is  taking  place  in  England,  and  sug- 
gested that  information  specially  bear- 
ing upon  this  disease  should  be  supplied 
in  the  Registrars'  Returns,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whilst  admitting 
the  importance  of  the  question,  declared 
that  the  staff  of  the  Local  Gt>vernment 
Board  was  not  such  as  to  enable  them 
to  undertake  any  further  duty.  On 
looking  into  the  matter,  I  must  say  it 
hardly  seems  to  me  that  it  would  cause 
any  additional  labour  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  as  the  work  would 
be  done  by  the  officials  under  the 
Registrar  Ghdneral.  The  death  tables,, 
valuable  as  they  now  are,  should  be 
extended  so  as  to  afford  information 
on  the  subject  to  which  I  have  referred. 
Sir  Spencer  Wells  has  lately  called 
attention  to  the  great  increase  of  cancer 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  has  sug- 
gested that  under  the  head  of  '*  Cause  of 
death,''  further  particulars,  especially  in 
respect  of  the  organs  effected,  should  be 
ffiven.  He  says  that  the  disease  has 
doubled  itself  within  a  comparatively 
short  space  of  time,  and  he  and  other 
members  of  the  medical  profession  are 
anxious  that  there  should  be  some  means 
of  ascertaining  thecause  of  the  increase,  aa 
it  may  enable  them  to  supply  a  remedy. 
Additional  information  as  to  age,  occu- 
pation, and  geographical  distribution 
might  be  afforded.  The  Irish  tables  are 
much  fuller  than  those  of  this  country, 
and  if  the  English  standard  were  raised 
to  the  Irish  the  medical  profession  would 
be  satisfied.  I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
said  that  there  is  not  sufficient  authority 
under  the  Act  of  Parliament  to  require 
this  information  to  be  given,  as  the 
powers  under  the  Act  are  very  general. 
«M&.  RITCHIE :  I  gather  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
(£ilders)  is  anxious  to  ascertain  what 
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ft  *Mfif\ft^ry    otj  rh4    jArt  of    u&Akilk&d 
v/rkr/<^j    Vj  Uk^   «/Jr«riU.jf«!   of  tome 
iu*:i'\*!ti%  of  t^Krir  <;rrif  Joy  merit  t/i   tonke 
orjt  that  they   ure  nkjlJe^J,  and  in   the 
«ftr/je  wiiy  «  inntihuty  on  the  part  of  the 
er/jploye^J   t/;   r/mke    out  that  they  are  ' 
er/ipJoyern.     Indeed],  the  liwi  oi  demar-  | 
raiio/j  ran  nf.hrt'Aily  he  drawn  F>etw€»en  1 
fJaM'fii    of    laUiur,    f^/r    workmen   are! 
thf^rriMiJveii   Mirnetinieii   employ  en  al«o,  | 
nn'l     t'^niih     under     hoth      «ui  terries. 
With     rhf/^nri\     to     the     fjue«tion      of 
a    f)ijin<|iieniiiAl     tununnn,     the     Regis- 
trar    (ienitral     Mtaten    that     e?eii     if 
we  went  Ut  uai  iiii    intermediate  cenflus, 
fonhniKl  mainly  Ut  the  enumeration  of 
a«itN,  NttiMN,  inliahitixl  housoii,  and  the 
Ilk  It,  the  noHt  and  lalmur  would  be  almoiit 
nH  ^rnaf.  an  that  nt  the   preneut  cennus. 
Miif.     it     haN     hiMtn     NU^f(«Hted     that, 
ImikiiiK    f^t    the    fact    that    the    great 
<Hml    wan     the     ncMit    of    enumeration, 
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!=.- a:  r*ena7a  b«  dkpoMd  ol  if  v»  had 
a  p^£T*>2^  e»f ereoML  I  ;i»denlaad  that 
arFuig*ai'%'S»  are  bcn^  ouide  for  audi 
a  ori:;i<TetK«.     I  am  moat  aaiiwia  to 
obrtain  aJ  the  inf ormasioB  tliak  is  danrad 
by  tbooe  who  take  an  inteiMC  in  diii 
BQ^ject.     Bat  I  villi  the  Oommittae  to 
reajjxe  the  Terr  greal  dilBmlriiw  that 
stand   in  the   war.     Ualam    ve    have 
flome  guarantee  that  the    imfSomiatioii 
they  desire  is  fairly  aocorate,  it  will  not 
be    worth    collecting.      I     hnve    been 
asked  by  the   right    hon.    Oootlaman 
what    work   has    been    done    in   pre- 
paring    for  the    next   oenaaa.     Sir,   a 
great  deal  of  work  has  been  done  for  a 
considerable  time  past;  a  grent  deal  is 
now    going  on  through  the  Begiatrar 
General  on  the  question  of  the  areas. 
There  had  been  a  g^reat  change  in  the 
areas    in      connection     with     divided 
parishes,  and   also  through  the  Local 
Government  Act  of  last  Session;  and 
attention  is  being  giyen  to  all  theae 
matters,  with  the  view  of  forwarding  the 
work  of  the  census  when  it  ia  under- 
taken.   I  have  especially  put  it  to  the 
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Hegistrar  General  whether  it  would 
afnet  him  if  the  Bill,  instead  of  being 
passed  next  year,  as  would  be  the 
natural  course  of  things,  were  passed 
this  year ;  and  his  reply  was  nothing 
would  be  forwarded  by  the  passage  of 
the  Bill  this  year.  The  Registrar 
Oeneral  has  convinced  me  that  there  is 
no  stoppage  in  the  work  at  present,  and 
that  the  work  is  now  going  on. 

♦Mr.  OHILDERS  :  Would  it  not  help 
the  Government  and  the  Registrar 
-General  if  a  small  Commission  were 
appointed  to  make  preliminary  inquiries 
•before  the  Bill  is  introduced  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  That  point  has  not 
escaped  my  attention,  and  when  I  have 

fursued  my  investigation  a  little  further 
shall  be  glad  to  let  the  right  hon. 
-Gentleman  know  the  conclusion  which 
has  been  arrived  at.  With  regard  to 
the  matter  referred  to  by  the  junior 
Member  for  Northampton,  I  will  make 
personal  inquiries  into  it,  with  a  view 
to  eee  whether  or  not  the  law  has  been 
obeyed.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  that  such  a 
state  of  things  as  he  suggests  exists  in 
Oldham. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  may  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  sug- 
gested the  Government  should  inquire 
into  the  allegation  that  the  Oldham  Re- 
gistrar has  neglected  to  report  breaches 
in  connection  with  the  insurance  of 
<!hildren  under  five  years  of  age,  there- 
by allowing  illegal  societies  to  carry  on 
operations  while  registered  societieshave 
been  paying  more  than  they  ought  to 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  will  make  personal 
inquiry  into  this  matter,  and  avail 
myself  of  any  information  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber can  give  me  with  a  view  to  seeing 
that  the  law  is  not  evaded.  With 
reference  to  the  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Harrow  as  to  the 
increase  of  cancer  and  the  insufficiency 
of  the  tables,  I  will  undertake  also  to 
make  inquiry  into  this  subject  and 
communicate  with  him.  If  anything 
can  be  done  to  give  fuller  information 
upon  matters  of  such  vital  importance  I 
shall  be  happy  to  do  it. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON:  I  wish  to 
urge  upon  the  President  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  that  a  new  item 
might  be  introduced  into  the  census. 
It  would  be  of  great  interest  to  the 
country,  for  it  deals  with  a  matter 
vitally  affecting  the  statistics.  Temper- 
ance has  made  great  progress  during  the 


last  10  years,  and  I  think  in  the  census 
papers  there  might  be  a  column  showing 
the  number  of  total  abstainers. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  have 
been  much  impressed  by  the  suggestion 
that  instead  of  having  a  census  onoe 
every  10  years  we  should  have  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  continuous 
Statistic  Department  and  a  continuous 
census.  Under  the  present  arrangement 
you  have  for  every  census  to  form  a 
special  establishment  to  work  it,  and 
the  task  is  not  completed  for  several 
years  after  the  census  is  actually  taken, 
so  that  when  you  get  the  statistics  some 
of  them  are  almost  out  of  date.  You  do 
not  in  fact  get  the  full  benefit  of  the 
enormous  expense  which  you  incur.  If 
you  had  a  continuous  establishment  you 
could  keep  your  machinery  up  to  date, 
and  the  work  would  be  got  out  much 
more  rapidly,  while  you  could  get  addi- 
tional information.  I  hope  that  this 
question  will  be  carefully  and  adequately 
considered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  reconsider  his  answer  to  me  a  short 
time  ago  as  to  the  facts  supplied  by  the 
Registrar  General  in  regard  to  the 
causes  of  death,  and  the  detection  of 
causes  of  death  by  violence  or  crime. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  this  country  is  behind 
every  other  country  in  Europe  in  that 
respect.  In  17,000  cases  of  death  people 
were  buried  in  England  without  any 
steps  whatever  being  taken  to  ascertain 
the  cause  of  death.  In  Scotland  matters 
are  ten  times  worse,  and  in  Ireland 
matters  are  even  worse  than  that.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me 
to  talk  to  him  privately,  for  I  may  be 
able  to  induce  him  to  reconsider  his 
decision. 
♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  Certainly. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  desire  to  say 
a  few  words  on  the  important  question 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Rotherham.  .  I  think  it  is  unfortunate 
that  this  discussion  did  not  come  on 
earlier  so  that  the  debate  might  have 
been  more  exhaustive.  I  sympathize 
very  much  with  what  was  said  oy  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Harrow  Division, 
I  think  the  tables  are  sing^ularly  de- 
ficient in  regard  to  some  statistics  of 
mortality.  I  look  upon  the  Census  as 
the  Intelligence  Department  of  the 
country,  by  which  it  is  able  to  survey  its 
population,  health,  and  circulation ;  and 
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with   regmrd  tr>  the  question   whether 
this  eabjecC  shonld  be  m  the  bmnda  of  a 
ivpaamodic  and  temporary  or  a  permanent 
Dodj,   I    think    there  eannot    be    two 
opinions.     So  important  a  matter  de- 
serves a  well- equipped  and  permanent 
department ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman only  takes  the  stepe  necessary  to 
establish  it  permanently,  I  do  not  think 
he  is  likely  to  meet  with  any  opposition, 
•▼en  from  the   most  rigid   economist. 
Now,  I  folly  sympathize  with  the  objects 
aimed    at    by    the    hon.    Member    for 
Botherham  ;  but  let  me  point  ont  that, 
in  regard  to  census  statistics,  there  is  a 
Tery  strong  disinclination  on  the  part  of 
the  people  of  this  country  to  anything 
Uke  an  inquisitorial  inquiry,  and  I  am 
afraid  that  if  some  of  the  questions  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  were  put, 
the  replies  would  in  sundry  cases  be 
more  forcible  than  polite.    With  regard 
to   what  has  been   said    by  the    hon. 
Member  for  Belfast,  of  course  it  would 
be  desirable  to  be  able  to  have  statistics 
showing  the  effects  upon  men  of  temper- 
ance as  opposed  to  a  moderate  indul- 
gence in  stimulants.     I  heard  a  large 
shippiDg  agent  once  say  that  he  never 
employed  a   captain   who   was  a  total 
abstainer  because  he  felt  assured    he 
would   prove  to   be  a  badly-reformed 
drunkard    who    would    break  out  into 
intemperance    ag^n    when  he  got  an 
opportunity.     I  fear  that  a  large  num- 
ber of  hopeless  sots    would  take    the 
advantage  of  a  census   paper  to  give 
themselves  a  good  character  by  describ- 
ing themselves    as  abstainers.     While 
sympathizing  with  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member.  I  must  say  I  do  not  think 
it  is  a  practical  one. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon 
Monday  next;  Committee  to  sit  again 
this  day. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

ESTATE     DUTY — MIXED      ESTATE      UNDER 
WILL  OR  INTESTACY. 

Besolution  reported  (9th  May)  [see 
page  1574]. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  do  not  intend 
to  obstruct  the  passing  of  this  Besolution, 
because  as  I  understand  it  we  shall  be 
distinctly  entitled  to  move  Amendments 
in  Committees  when  the  Bill  is  before 
the  House.    I  do  hope  that  before  that 

Mr.  T.  P.  a  Connor 


stage  is  reached,  the  riglit  hon.  G^entle- 
man  will  reeonaidertheaiioiiiaKeairhieh 
have  been  brought  to  light,  and  will  do 
away  with  the  distinction  between  real 
and  personal  property.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman   has    detennined    mat   toQ 
shall  be  levied  on  pwtpeity  whieh  ao  to 
speak  passed  the  8^  on  each  oeoaaion 
of  deathf  and  he  has  also  determined  on 
the    general   principle    of    having  no 
distinction  between  real  and  pereonal 
property.    Why,  then,  does  he  not  get 
rid  of  all  the  aaomaliea  bj  Baying  that 
there  shall  be  no    distinction    at    all, 
whether  the    property  be  settled,    or 
whether  it  be  willed  abaohitelyf 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  that  it  be  ea  Instraouoii  to  the  Gob* 
mitiee  on  the  CeeUMiis  and  InUad  Reve&iM  BUU. 
that  thej  have  power  to  make  provuioo  therein 
parsnant  to  the  said  Reeolatioo. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  [C06T8]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  that  it  ii  ezpedient  to  aathorise 
the  payment,  oat  of  moneys  to  be  prorided  by 
Parliament,  of  the  costs  incnired,  and  d  thfr 
remuneration  of  the  officer  empIoTedy  in  any 
local  inqoiiT  which  may  be  held  under  the 
provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session 
for  amending  ^e  Law  relating  to  Weights- 
and  Measures. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon 
Monday  next. 

0RDER8    OF   THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY. 

Besolutions  [9th  May]  reported* 

(See  Pages  1580-1636.) 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Order  for  Committee,  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

THE    REPRESENTATION   OP 
UNIVERSmEa, 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  In 
risingtomovetheResolution  whioh  stands 
in  my  name,  I  desire  to  say  at  the  outset 
that  I  do  so  in  no  spirit  of  hostility  or 
disrespect  to  the  Universities.  It  would 
ill  become  me  at  any  time  or  in  any 
place  to  speak  of  these  illustrious  founda- 
tions otherwise  than  in  terms  of  the 
warmest  affection,  and  with  the  moat 
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profound  gratitude  and  esteem.  And 
least  of  all  ooold  I  speak  in  terms  of 
depreciation  of  the  Uniyersities  in  an 
assembly  which  has  hitherto  consisted, 
and  now  largely  consists,  of  men  who 
have  sought  and  found  in  the  Uni- 
▼ersities  the  best  possible  prepara- 
tion for  their  duties  in  the  House  of 
Oommons.  '  I  hold  that  the  proudest 
boast  of  the  British  Uniyersities — that 
which  distinguishes  them  from  similar 
bodies  in  other  parts  of  the  world — is 
that  they  have  never  failed  to  furnish  to 
the  service  of  this  House  and  the  couutry 
an  abundant  supply  of  able,  accom- 
plished, and  honourable  public  men. 
Nor,  Sir,  do  I  intend  by  the  Motion  to 
oast  the  slightest  reflection  upon  the 
fitness  for  their  position  of  the  group  of 
Members  who  have  the  high  honour  of 
representing  the  Universities  in  this 
House,  and  if  I  name  one  of  them  more 

Sarticularly  it  is  not  by  way  of  invidious 
istiuction,  but  because  he  is  the  don  of 
the  order  and  I  am  one  of  his  con- 
stituents. I  refer  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  senior  Member  for  the  Uni- 
Tersity  of  Oxford,  and  1  hope  that  he 
will  silow  me  to  assure  him  that  I  set  a 
high  value  on  his  public  services  in  this 
House,  and  as  one  of  his  constituents 
I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  him,  except 
for  the  colour  of  his  political  opinions. 
My  motion  does  not  deal  with  any  of 
the  academical  functions  of  the  Universi- 
ties ;  and  I  wish  the  House  simply  to 
regard  them  as  Parliamentary  con- 
stituencies. As  such,  I  invite  the  House 
to  pass  sentence  of  death  upon  them, 
because  University  representotion  is  a 
unique  anomaly,  entirely  opposed  to  the 
plain  spirit  of  the  existing  Parliamentary 
aystem,  and  productive  of  no  such  good 
results  as  would,  in  the  mind  of  any 
reasonable  man,  j  ustify  such  an  anomaly. 
Before  I  proceed  to  the  practical  points 
which  I  shall  urge  in  support  of  the 
proposition,  I  hope  I  may  be  pardoned 
if  for  a  moment  I  venture  to  glance  at 
the  history  of  the  question.  The 
House,  no  doubt,  is  aware  that  the 
origin  of  this  anomalous  system  is  to  be 
traced  back  to  Letters  Patent  issued  by 
James  I.  in  the  first  two  days  of  his 
reign  to  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Oam bridge,  and  some  time  afterwards 
to  the  University  of  Dublin.  This 
anomalous  system  has  not  had  a 
legitimate  Parliamentary  origin.  The 
validity    of   the    Letters    Patent     was 


doubted,  I  believe,  for  some  considerable 
time,  and  steps  were  taken  in  this 
House  and  in  tne  Courts  of  Law  to  test 
their  legal  validity.  These  prooeediog^ 
however,  came  to  nothing,  and  un- 
doubtedly the  system  has  been  ratified 
by  long  and  uninterrupted  acquies- 
cence. But  it  is  undeniable  that  this 
spurious,  illegitimate  system  has  never 
yet  been  sanctioned  by  Parliament — it 
has  never  yet  deliberately  and  on  prin- 
ciple been  ratified  by  Parliamentary  Law. 
I  will  just  allude  to  the  occasions  on 
which  it  has  come  before  the  HonsOtt 
In  1887  three  new  University  seats 
were  created  by  the  Bedistribution  Bill 
of  that  period — the  two  Scotch  Univer- 
sities and  the  University  of  London. 
But  these  seats  were  created,  not  because 
the  House  approved  of  the  principle  of 
University  Parliamentary  representa- 
tion, but  rather  as  a  compromise  and  a 
kind  of  set-off  to  the  three  older  Univer- 
sities, which  had  so  long  been  repre- 
sented in  this  House.  And  in  support 
of  my  theory  that  in  creating  these 
seats  the  House  did  not  approve  of  the 
principle  of  University  representation,  I 
wish  to  quote  an  authority  for  which  I 
may  daim  the  respectful  attention  of 
hon.  Members  opposite.  One  of  the 
great  men  in  this  House,  whose  loss  we 
have  all  had  occasion  to  deplore — Mr. 
John  Bright — used  the  words  which  I 
am  about  to  read.  Let  me  say  that  the 
Conservative  Party  has  recently  ex- 
hibited a  great  deal  of  significant,  and 
at  all  events,  severe  remorse,  for  the 
treatment  which,  in  his  early  days,  they 
meted  out  to  Mr.  Bright.  This  is  what 
he  said: 

"  I  am  not  in  favour  of  the  representation  of 
Universities.  The  representation  of  the  ancient 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  was 
created  in  times  about  the  worst  in  our  history, 
and  the  Members  they  have  sent  to  this  House, 
learned  as  some  of  them  have  been  and  amiable 
as  many  of  them  have  been,  have  not  been 
representatives  such  as  it  would  be  wise  for  ths 
House  of  Ck>mmons  to  follow.  I  therefore  say 
I  am  not  in  favour  of  the  representation  of  ths 
Universities  and  if  I  had  had  the  making  of 
the  Reform  Bill  for  introduction  to  this  House, 
I  should  have  done  violence  to  my  views  in 
regard  to  the  subject  if  I  had  proposed  to  give 
a  representative  to  the  University  of  London." 

I  may  remind  the  House  of  the  well- 
known  saying  attributed  to  Lord 
Beaoonsfield  in  regard  to  the  University 
of  London,  that  the  reason  he  gave  for 
the  creation  of  that  constituency  was 
to  aooommodate  Mr.  Robert  Lowe  with 
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ih*i  *\xtJ--'Hiy*:  uuUiK'if  '/f  th<j  \lfThh*!f% 
*4  ^)»tK  WttUHi:  m  *.\iti  wtMff^.  of  T$titirly  nil 
it*  ttihlHtiti'A  My  tH'XK  \pf,\ut  in  that 
^ltt'r/i\fm^y  t  '»UH*\*.H*'.w:ihntkfhfk\iUUTmH\\y 
nuitiW  ftfi'I  •hut  Mioy  ar«»  hi((hly  ovw- 
rii|/r<}«<fr)t^t'l  Wh<rr«faN  t.h«j  averaf^e 
fiuffihor  of  <»l«iif^,fH  if;  Hri  oHinary  ry/n- 
nUhthUf.y  m  ^1,000,  Oxfor*J,  «rhi*:h  returrtA 
two  Mom^iim,  han  only  ff^TJ'.i  tA*M'.UfTH\ 
i)niit\tf\t\^^t ,  wir.h  jfn  two  Mfyriibfini,  ' 
«,.iOO;  Iy,'i*Iofi,  '2, H;JH  to  ilH  (Hih  MoriJ-i 
h<ii  ;  iiii'l  I'uMifi  in  tho  wornt  of  all,  for 
it  rt^Utriitul  two  MfirnhorH  with  only 
4,000  iiliif  torn.  Thu  Huofoh  (JnivorHitifm 
do  not  iironnnr.  Miirh  i\nffrnui  cMim;  in 
flirt  from  ihi «  point  of  vinw  th«y  aro  by 
fur  iJiit  nioHL  rfm|Mif:tiihlf).  M<linhurf^h 
hiMi  'ifi\HU  iilnrt^frn,  iinil  OIiin^ow  and 
AhitrilfHtn  7,'\tr\,  imoh  of  thnMi)  Mm- 
Niitiiitniiinfi  niturninff  hut  onn  Mornhnr. 
Now  lilt  nin  (.iikn  fiXf!it|itionM  in  tho  othor 
dirniMinn.  AyrHhirn  Iiiih  ono  Moinhor 
to  I  I.VfiO  iiltKitorN,  anil  Wont  Nottini;- 
hani  nnn  Mninlntr  to  ITi/i.Vi  ol«K3tora, 
anil  flioNit  twif  roriNtitiiunciuH,  takon 
UiKotJior,    liavn    an    many    ulectorM    to 
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srBSTr  wiitf  ace  letK^ 
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^i^'iiLrfnL.j  V3U  are  rcpRaenfiadr  bat  odtf 
«  ..^.:4<i  frfc'^FTn      <^xfiKd  haa  a,7M 

.1.  L  M  uiideigfadaatai^ 
vriich  :::«a:LS  :?»•<  dhfr  aaaoai  oatpot  of 
srrv^-x&:««.  »  to  lyaV,  ia  *  thonaand 
anrioallj,  ani  h  la.  (hereiKe,  abaaid  n> 
ft^ppvW  that  ih*  -3,799  doLtoga  fairif 
r<tpr«!%e&t  the  UoiTenicy.  What,  thoiir 
\%  the  explanation  ?  It  ia  that  tlian  are 
two  dei^eea.  The  degree  of  B.  A.,  which 
implies  9<jmething  in  the  waj  of  learning, 
givea  no  vote.  To  be  placed  on  the 
elecU^ral  register  it  is  neceaaarj  to  take 
the  formal  degree  of  M.A.,  which,  ia 
regard  to  learning,  impliee  nothing 
more  than  B.A.,  and  which  anyone, 
haring  taken  his  Bachelor's  Degree,. 
ean  obtain  by  merely  paying  the  extra 
fees.  It  18  purely  an  ornamental  degree. 
The  fees  amount  to  £20,  I  think,  and 
many  men  who  do  not  think  it  worth 
while  to  Hpend  the  money,  consequently 
remain  Hachelors  of  Arts.  Whj  any 
do  become  Masters  of  Arts  is  a  problem. 
I  will  give  the  House  a  little  piece  of 
personal  experience.  In  my  time  at 
(Oxford  there  was  an  obscure,  mysterious 
title,  designated  by  the  mysterioua 
letters  8.C.L.— Student  of  the  Oivil 
Law.  It  was  noticed  that  those  who- 
obtainod  this  atalus,  a  large  proportion 
of  whom  were  clerical  gentlemen,  seldosL 
proceeded  to  take  their  degree  in  Oifi^ 
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Law,  but  rested  content  with  these 
mystic  letters.  What  was  the  explana- 
tion? It  was  that  it  gave  them  the 
right  to  wear  the  most  gorgeous  and 
beautiful  of  University  garments.  Yery 
much  the  same  thing  may  be  stated 
with  regard  to  the  degree  of  M.A., 
which  is  purely  ornamental.  Taking 
St.  John's  Oollege,  Oxford,  which  is  a 
fair  average  college,  I  have  examined 
its  position  in  regard  to  this  point,  and 
I  hnd  that  of  252  Masters  of  Arts  on  its 
books,  according  to  the  last  calendar, 
178,  or  more  than  two- thirds,  are 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Now,  Sir,  it  possibly  may  not  do  to  con- 
demn the  University  constituencies  as  a 
whole,  but,  while  hon.  Members  do  not 
represent  the  University  graduates,  they 
do  not  represent  the  most  select  of 
them.  In  fact,  I  do  not  know  in  the 
whole  of  our  political  system  anything 
that  might  be  more  j  usUy  described  as 
the  natural  selection  of  the  unfittest  than 
is  to  be  found  in  this  system  of  University 
representation.  My  next  point  is  that 
certain  only  of  the  Universities  are  re- 
presented. The  University  of  Durham 
has  no  representation  here,  and,  after 
reading  the  debate  which  took  place  in 
the  House  of  Conmions  20  years  ago  on 
that  subject,  I  am  convinced  that,  if  we 
are  to  have  University  representation  at 
all,  the  House  did  a  great  injustice  to 
that  body  in  refusing  to  associate  it  with 
the  other  Universities.  Nor  is  there  any 
representation  of  Victoria  University  in 
this  House,  or  of  the  Boyal  University 
of  Ireland,  which  I  understand  has  ab- 
sorbed the  Queen's  University.  But  the 
Universities  are  not  the  only  academic 
bodies  in  the  country.  There  are  many 
other  learned  bodies,  and  I  am  glad  to 
say  their  number  is  increasing  every 
year.  There  are  at  least  1 2  University 
Colleges  in  Great  Britain — one  of  them 
situated  in  the  town  I  have  the  honour 
to  represent — which  are  discharging 
University  functions  in  the  great  centres 
of  population  in  this  country.  If  there 
is  any  sense  ul  University  representation 
at  all — and  I  maintain  there  is  not — 
these  great  bodies  are  just  as  entitled  to 
be  represented  in  this  House  as  those 
which  already  have  special  representa- 
tiTes.  There  are  besides  many  other 
learned  bodies  which  are  discharging 
academic  functions — functions  relating 
to  the  education,  either  professional  or 
aoientifici  of  large  and  important  bodies 


of  the  community.  These  have  no  special 
representation  here.  There  is  no  special 
representation  of  the  College  of 
Physicians,  of  the  Inns  of  Court,  of 
the  Koyal  Society,  or  of  the  Koyal 
Academy.  I  might  give  a  long  list  of 
similar  bodies  whioh  have  no  representa- 
tion in  this  House,  but  whioh,  as  far  as 
the  Government  and  the  country  are 
concerned,  stand  on  precisely  the  same 
footing  as  those  Universities  which 
happen  to  be  favoured  by  the  existing 
system.  But  my  main  objection  to  the 
present  system  is  that  the  representation 
of  the  Universities  in  this  House  is  en- 
tirely inconsistent  with  the  existing 
system  of  Parliamentary  representation. 
That  system  is  based  on  a  well  under- 
stood and  widely  accepted  theory.  We 
are  here  as  representatives  of  citizens 
qua  citizens,  divided  as  nearly  as  possible 
into  equal  shares.  No  doubt  there  are 
inequalities  which  it  will  be  our  duty 
some  day  to  amend  But  although  there 
are  these  inequalities,  the  constitution 
of  the  House,  speaking  generally, 
is  such  as  I  have  described.  Now, 
against  this  fundamental  principle  of 
Parliamentary  representation,  the  group 
of  nine  University  Members  is  a  stand- 
ing protest.  They  are  an  alien  body  in 
this  House.  They  sit  by  an  obsolete 
tenure — as  obsolete  as  Old  Sarum  or 
Midhurst,  which  sent  two  Members  to 
this  House  when  it  had  not  a  single 
soul  living  within  its  boundaries.  It  is 
the  one  section  of  this  House  in  which 
privilege  continues  to  raise  its  brazen 
front.  Historically  it  is  a  mere  survival, 
and  politically  a  mere  excrescence  on 
the  Constitution.  University  representa- 
tion is  a  distinct  denial  of  the  "one 
man  one  vote  "  principle,  for  practically^ 
all  the  electors  of  the  University  con- 
stituencies have  votes  in  other  divisions 
of  the  country.  I  do  not  suppose  there 
is  any  constituency — not  even  the  con- 
stituency of  the  City  of  London — where 
the  electors  have  so  universally  a  double 
representation  as  the  members  of  the 
Universities.  Well,  Sir,  is  there  any 
practical  defence,  is  there  any  prac- 
tical good  gained  by  this  ridiculous 
and  unpopular  system  to  justify  the 
anomaly  ?  I  submit  to  the  House  that 
nothing  of  the  kind  is  to  be  found. 
There  are  no  constituencies  in  the  whole 
country  where  elections  are  fought  oil 
more  strictly  Party  lines.  I  am  not 
saying  that  I  blame  the  electors.    As  a 
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constituent  of   three  out  of  the  nine 
Univenity  Members,  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  I  have  nerer  thought  for  a 
single  moment  of  voting  in  a  University 
<x>nte8t   otherwise    than    for    the  best 
Hadical  candidate  put  forward.  I  cannot 
blame  the  UDiversity  electors  for  doing 
what  I  invariably  do  myself.    But  what 
is  the  result?    it  is  that  they  are  not 
specially  concerned  in  or  competent  to 
inform  the  House  about  University  sub- 
jects.    They  are  very  much  the  same  as 
the  rest  of   us.     There  is  nothing  in 
their  character  or  qualiBcations  to  jus- 
tify us  in  maintaining  a  system  which 
sends  them  here  in  defiance  of  the  funda- 
mental principles    of   this   House.      I 
think  it  is  better  that  the  University 
electors  should  vote    for  Members  of 
this  House  as  British   citizens  and  not 
as  members  of  UniversiHes,  and  I  think 
also  it  is  better  that  all  Members  of  this 
House  should  vote  with  reference  to  ordi- 
nary Party  instincts.     It  would  be  into- 
lerable to  have  in  this  House  of  Com- 
mons nine  scientific  wobblers,  however 
distinguished  they  might  be,  whose  votes 
could  not  be  counted  on  with  certainty 
'by  any  Party,  and  who  would  be  unable 
to  make  up  their  scientific  minds  on  any 
aubject  whatever.     So  far  I  prefer  the 
present  system.     But  the  fact  that  the 
University  members    act  on    ordinary 
Party  lines,  while  wholesome  in  itself, 
destroys  the  only  possible  defence  which 
has  been  set  up  for  this    anomalous 
aystem.     I  think  that  the  defence  is  a 
bad  one.     I  do  not  think  that  the  in- 
terests of  learning  require  any  special 
or  artificial  protection  in  this  House.    I 
appeal  to  Members  on  both  sides  to  say 
whether  it  is  not  true  that  at  this  moment 
i;he  interests  of  learning  and  education 
command  the  interest  and  sympathy  of 
this  House  to  a  degree  unparalleled  in 
all  former  times.     Even  the  special  in- 
terests of  the  Universities  do  not  require 
such  representation.     A  very  large  pro- 
portion of  the  Members  of  this  House 
have  been  prepared  for  their  duties  in 
Parliament  by  a  course  of  study  at  the 
British  Universities,  and  these  Members 
are  not  less  distinguished  in  scientific 
attainments  than  the  average  University 
representative.     I  think  the  nine  muses 
themselves,  if  they  will  allow  me  so  to 
call  them,  will  admit  that  I  could  pro- 
'duce  from  the  rest  of  the  House  a  batch 
of  nine  Members  who  would  equal  them 
in  every  academic  respect,  and  I  could 
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add  another  similar  bateh  of  Bine,  aad 
then  I  could  tto  on  for  a  oonndAraUe 
time  naming  Uim  equals  and  paralMi 
in  this  House.  The  Members  for  die 
Universities  are  net  only  Party  men, 
but  it  happens  at  the  present  moment 
that  they  are  iJl  members  of  the  same 
Party — the  great  Unionist  Plar^-^  whidi 
is  in  a  majority  in  this  House.  ESnen  the 
new  University  constituencies,  London 
and  the  Scotch  Universities,  have  gone 
over  to  the  Unionist  majority.  I  am 
bound  to  say  I  think  the  Liberal  Party, 
in  deserting  Liberal  principles  by  con- 
senting to  the  creation  of  the  new  Uni- 
versity constituencies  of  Ix>ndon  and 
Scodand,  have  met  with  the  fate  which 
I  trust  will  always  attend  them  when 
they  desert  Liberal  principles.  The  ao- 
tion  of  the  University  Liberal  Members 
reminds  me  of  the  action  of  the  Peers 
created  by  the  Liberal  Party,  and  we 
know  what  that  is.  When  the  Liberal 
Party  so  far  forgets  itself  as  to  send  one 
of  its  adherents  to  the  other  House,  we 
know  what  is  going  to  follow.  After  a 
decent  interval,  in  which  to  make  a  show 
of  political  gratitude  and  fidelity,  the 
noble  Liberal  seizes  the  first  oppor- 
tunity of  turning  tail  and  running 
into  the  camp  of  the  enemy. 
If     he      does     not     do     so,     it     is 

Serfeotly  certain  that  his  imme- 
iate  successor  will  take  that  course. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  fate  of 
the  new  Universities  has  been  in  all 
respects  parallel  to  that  of  the  liberal 
Peers.  The  new  University  seats  were 
created  as  a  set-off  to  the  old  Conserva- 
tive seats  in  Oxford,  Oambridge,  and 
Dublin,  and  they  have  rewarded  their 
creators  by  joining  the  great  Oonserva- 
tive  majority  in  this  House.  Althongh 
that  fact  may  be  highly  complimentary 
to  the  hold  upon  the  intelligence  of  the 
country  of  Qentlemen  representing  the 
Party  opposite,  yet  from  our  point  of 
view  it  is  equally  gratifying.  For  what 
does  it  mean  ?  It  means  that  we^need 
have  no  scruple  or  compunction  about 
sentencing  them  to  death.  I  should 
deeply  regret  if  the  University  con- 
stituencies were  nearly  equally  di^ded 
between  the  two  Parties  in  this  House. 
We  shall  know  the  exigencies  of  the 
political  situation,  and  we  know  that  no 
Government  would  feel  itself  impelled 
to  remedy  an  abuse  of  this  sort,  in- 
finitesimal as  it  may  be  in  some  respects, 
when  the  first  etlect  of  so  doing  would 


1769         Tks  R0fr$9mMim^ 


(Mat  10,  18St9) 


•/  UnU>ir9iim.         1770 


be  to  eaerifioe  fonr  of  its  own  seats. 
That,  I  take  it,  will  be  accepted  as 
lostified  by  the  ordinary  character  of 
human  nature  on  both  sides  of  this 
House.  But  as  it  is  our  hands  are  full. 
We  can  lose  no  political  advantage  by 
ffiring  effect  to  the  demands  of  political 
justice,  and  I  sincerely  hope  and  trust 
that  in  the  Parliament  which  is  to 
follow  the  present  the  political  colour  of 
the  Uniyersity  representation  will  remain 
exactly  what  it  is  now.  If  that  is  so, 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  prophesy  that,  what- 
ever may  be  the  fate  of  this  Motion  to- 
night, whatever  the  amount  of  support 
I  shall  receive  from  the  liberal  Parly  in 
this  House,  in  the  first  Parliament  in 
which  the  Liberal  Party  has  a  majority 
the  principle  which  my  Motion  com- 
mends to  the  House  will  be  adopted. 
Let  me,  in  a  single  sentence,  sum  up  my 
objections  to  the  present  system.  I  say 
it  is  in  its  origin  surreptitious  and  of 
doubtful  legitimacy  ;  it  has  never  been 
deliberately  ratified  by  Parliament,  and 
never  ratified  at  all  by  Parliament  as  at 
present  constituted ;  that  it  adds  superflu- 
ous members  to  an  already  overcrowded 
House ;  that  the  Universities  are  hugely 
and  absurdly  over  represented,  and  are 
not  legitimate  oonstituences ;  that  the 
University  Members  do  not  represent 
the  Universities  at  all,  and  do  not  even 
represent  the  graduates,  who  alone,  have 
the  right  of  voting ;  that  an  invidious 
distinctioD  is  drawn  between  the  Uni- 
versities and  other  learned  bodies  ;  that 
the  system  violates  the  accepted  and 
fundamental  principle  on  which  the 
rights  of  representation  in  this  House 
rest;  and  finally,  I  say  that  the  Uni- 
versities fail  to  provide  for  the  Mem- 
bers whom  they  send  to  this  House  any 
special  representation  of  the  interests  of 
learning,  science,  or  education.  For 
these  reasons  I  beg  to  move  the  Motion 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

**  To  leave  out  from  the  word  '  l*hat '  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
'in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse,  the  priyilege 
posMMed  by  certain  of  the  Univeraities  of  le- 
taming  Members  to  Parliament  ooght  to  be 
discontinued.'"— (ifr.  Edmund  liobertton^y^ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question. '* 

*\)BL.   FARUUHABSON     (Aberdeen, 
ahire,  W.) :  I  well  remember  the  im- 


portant debate  we  had  on  this  qaestion 
m  1 884.  Well,  we  are  now  in  tne  cold 
shades  of  Opposition.  The  House  is 
now  much  more  representative  of  the 
Motion,  and  a  much  more  democratic 
House  than  it  was  in  1884.  \_Iron%eal 
Minitterial  eh$€rt,'}  I  mean  on  our  own 
side.  I  am  sure  Members  on  this  side 
will  welcome  this  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinion  on  a  condition  of 
things  which  seems  to  be  a  survival  and 
remnant  of  the  bad  old  times  of  the 
past,  which  is  opposed  to  msny  of  the 
most  cherished  convictions  of  the 
Liberal  and  Radical  Party,  and  which  is 
no  better  than  the  old  fancy  franchises. 
One  of  the  reasons  jpven  for  the  special 
representation  of  Universities  is  that  in 
past  days  the  franchise  was  more  re- 
stricted than  it  is  now,  and  that  the 
present  system  gives  a  vote  to  many  who 
would  not  otherwise  have  one.  That 
reason  has  now  entirely  disappeared  be- 
cause in  these  days  every  capable 
citizen  has  the  fntnchise.  We  are 
also  told  that  these  University  seats 
provide  an  entrsnce  to  this  House 
for  certain  personages  who  might 
not  otherwise  easily  get  seats. 
We  know  perfectly  well  that  in  these 
days  no  person  of  distinction  who  goes 
the  right  way  to  work  can  fail  to  obtain 
admission  to  this  House.  There  is  also 
the  sentimental  defence  to  deal  with. 
The  sentimental  ideal  has  such  an 
arcadian  charm  of  simplicity  about  it 
that  if  the  ideal  were  carried  into  prac- 
tice, men  would  not  be  readily  found  to 
disturb  such  an  arrangement.  The 
ideal  is  that  the  ordinary,  rough  mass 
of  the  fighting  politicians  should  be 
leavened  with  something  of  the  sweet- 
ness and  light  that  comes  from  the 
higher  culture,  and  that  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Gentlemen  in  this  House  should 
be  kept  apart  from  the  rough  work  of 
ordinary  politics,  but  should  come  do#n 
occasionally  from  their  Olympian 
heights  of  calm  contemplation  to  instruct 
us  on  special  questions,  and  that  they 
should  be  a  sort  of  assessors  in  matters 
of  Art,  Literature,  and  Science.  That  is 
a  very  charming  ideal,  but  it  is  just  a 
little  bit  too  fragile  and  delicate  for  use  in 
this  rough  and  practical  world  of  ours. 
I  think  the  dsy  has  rather  gone  past  for 
what  we  may  call  lofty  and  independent 
political  isolation.  Constituencies  in 
these  days  prefer  to  be  represented  by 
strong  party  men,  and  distrust  indepen- 
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a    great    Parliamentary    position;    all 
liave  rendered    signal    servioe    to   the 
oaase  of  edncation.    I  can  lay  claim  to 
none  of  these  qualifications ;  and  I  do  lay 
claim    to    nothing    but   this,  which  I 
hold    in    common    with   all    Members 
of  this   House,    the    desire  to  render 
iaithful    service    to    the    constituency 
which    has    done   me  the  honour    to 
send    me    here.     There  is  something 
perhaps  peculiarly  embarrassing  in  my 
own    personal    position,    because    this 
Motion  to-night  has  been  proposed  by 
one  of  my  constituents  and  seconded  by 
another ;  and  my  only  consolation  is  that 
of  these  hon.  Gentlemen  are  of  opinion 
that    I    ought    not    to    represent    the 
Universities  of  Edinburgh  and  Aberdeen, 
they  are    equally   strongly  of  opinion 
that    nobody    else    should.      I     must 
return  thanks  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
men  of  Dundee  because  he  has   gone 
so  far  as  to   express    a    hope    that   I 
may  continue  to  represent  him  in  the 
next  Parliament.     My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Aberdeen  has  played 
the  part  of  the  candid  friend  by  saying 
that  if  I  had  not  obtained  my  present 
seat,  I  would  not  have  obtained  any  other. 
Well,  I  will  not  argue  with  him  on  that 
point.     All  I  will  say  is  that  I  owe  my 
seat  to  the  kindness  and  forbearance  of 
5,000  members  of  his  own  profession. 
But  all  these  personal    questions    are 
really  of  comparatively  small  moment, 
because  I  take  it  that  this  is  a  question 
which  ought  to  be  decided  on  principle, 
and  not  upon  the  personal  merits  or  de- 
merits of  those   who   happen   for  the 
time  being  to  be  representatives  of  tbe 
Universities.       Now,    I    think    I    am 
entitled  to    say    that    this     is    not   a 
practical    proposal     It  is   an   abstract 
Kesolution,  and  it  is  an  abstract  Reso- 
lution not  intended  to  be  immediately 
followed  by  legislation,  and  for  which 
there  is  uo  popular  demand.     I  venture 
to  think  that  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen 
OD  the  other  side  have  not  taken  to  heart 
tbe  doctrine  frequently  propounded  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  reiterated  not  long  ag^  in 
this  House,  that  abstract  Hesolutions  are 
things  to  be  deprecated,  and  that   you 
ought  not  to  invite   the  people  to  live 
on  your  promises  rather  than  on  your 
performances.     I  venture  to  think  that 
not  only  is  it  a  Resolution  open  to  this 
objection,  but  it  is  one  for  which  there 
is  no  hint  or  sign  of  popular  demand. 

Mr,  Stormonth  Darling 


I  observe  it  has  not  as  yet  attained  tiie 
dignity  of  being  comprised  in  the  list  of 
questions  set  out  in  the  handbook  of 
politioal  subjects  by  the  hon.  Meaber 
for    Poplar    (Mr.     Sydney     Bnztoo), 
idthough  that  most  usefnl  treatise  nm 
down    the    whole    gamut    of    pditieil 
science— from  Home  Bole  to  orema&a. 
I  should  even  doubt  if  the  constitaeBti 
of  the   hon.  Member  fbr  Dundee  haft 
any  veiy  strong  opinion  on  the  qnestion ; 
for  the  Oity  of  Dundee,  I  am  glad  to     J 
think,  will  in  all  probability  retry  ehottly     | 
become  intimately  assooiated  with  the 
most  ancient  University  of  Sootland,  and 
I  should  think  the  people  of  Dundee 
would  not  regard  this  as  a  Tery  oppor- 
tune  time  for  making  an  attack  npoa 
the  position  and  influence  of  UniTersitieB. 
There  is  this  further  objection  to  the 
Resolution,   that  there  are  not  at  the 
present  time  any  oonstitnenoies  knocking 
at  the  door  of  Parliament  and  damoor- 
ing  for  these  nine  seats  which  the  hen. 
Member  is  asking  the  House  to  tike 
away.      Indeed,   the   hon.   Member  is 
sensible  of  this,  and  does  not  propoee  to 
allocate  these  nine  seats  at   all.      Tb» 
hon.  Member  apparently  hopes  to  make 
a   great  revolution  in  the  condition  of 
Parliament  and  to  advance  its  bunness 
by  reducing  the  number  of  its  Mem- 
bers by  nine,  but  I  rather  fancy  that 
if  all  he  is  going  to  do  is  to  strike 
out  the  nine  Members  for  the  IJnivent- 
ties,  he  will  not  do  much  in  that  diree* 
tion,  for  I  rather  think  that  whatever 
may  be  our  other  shortcomings,  we  are 
not  particularly  talkative,  and  in  this 
Session    at  all  events  have  not  done 
much  to  obstruct  that  businees  which 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  friends  are  so 
anxious  to  forward.     But  I   have  no 
wish  to  shelter  myself  under  the  plea 
that  the  time  for  making  this  pxopiieal 
is  inopportune.    The  case  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  Universities  from  a  Parlia- 
mentary point  of  view  seems  to  me  to 
be  absolutely  unique  in  its  strength. 
Not    merely    has    it    the    sanction   of 
great     antiquity;     it     has     also    the 
sanction     of     recent     and    deliberate 
enactment.      The    hon.   Member   g^ve 
the  House  the  outlines  of  its  history, 
and  gave  them,  I  think,  correctly.    Bat 
after  all,  what  does  it  come  to  ?    The 
representation  of  the  English  Universi- 
ties is   about  300   years  old;   that  of 
Dublin    about  the    same.     In   1832  a 
Liberal    GK)vemment     confirmed     the 
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prinoiple  of  ITiiivenitj  repreeentation 
oy  restoring  one  of  the  Members  to 
Dublin  University.  Then  in  1868  a 
Oonsenrative  Gt>vemnient,  with  the 
approbation  of  the  Liberal  Party,  con- 
ferred representation  upon  the  Uni- 
▼ersities  of  Scotland  and  of  London,  and 
in  1885  both  political  parties  deliber- 
ately united  in  preserving  that  state  of 
matters.  Now,  can  anything  be  stronger 
than  that  ?  Is  it  not  idle  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  talk  of  some  original  flaw 
by  which  this  representation  was  set 
up  ?  Can  you  go  back  upon  an  original 
flaw  to  which  no  objection  has  been 
made  during  a  period  of  300  years  ?  If 
lapse  of  time  will  not  satisfy  hon. 
Geutlemen,  surely  they  will  bow  to  the 
decrees  of  Parliament,  and  confers  that 
a  repreHcntation  that  survived  the 
reforms  of  1832,  of  1868,  and  again  of 
1885,  has  as  strong  a  Parliamentary 
position  as  any  question  can  have? 
But  I  am  quite  ready  to  accept  the 
ground  the  hon.  Q^otleman  has  taken 
up  and  to  oppose  the  argument  he  has 
presented  on  its  merits.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  defend  the  representation  of 
U  niversities  merely  on  the  ground  that 
i  t  benefits  the  Universities  themselves. 
I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt  it  does 
b  enefit  the  Universities ;  but  I  think  I 
may  also  say  without  contradiction  that 
if  it  has  been  of  benefit  to  them,  they 
have  used  their  advantage  with  signal 
moderation,  for  University  Bepresenta- 
tives  have  never  claimed  more  than  their 
fair  share  of  the  time  and  attention  of 
Parliament,  and,  what  is  still  more  im- 
portant, they  have  never  attempted  to 
dip  deep  into  the  National  purse.  There 
is  no  country  in  the  world  wnere  Univer- 
sities receive  less  support  from  the  State 
than  here.  The  great  Universities  of 
England  do  not  ask  any  State  support 
at  ail ;  and  the  Universities  of  Scotland, 
which  unfortunately  have  very  scanty 
endowments  of  their  own,  are  subsi- 
dised to  an  extent  that  such  countries 
as  Oermany  and  Holland  would  con- 
sider altogether  insignificant.  There- 
fore, I  say  that  if  the  Universities  have 
derived  benefit  from  Parliamentary 
representation,  they  have  used  their 
advantage  with  moderation  and  fairness. 
But  I  desire  to  base  the  cause  I  am 
upholding  on  the  advantage  not  to  the 
Universities,  but  to  the  Nation  at 
large,  and  I  say  it  is  for  the  good  of 
the  Nation  at  large  that  there  should  be 
some  variety  in  the  representaticni  of  the 


people.  I  say,  moreover,  that  this  prin- 
ciple of  variety  has  always  been  found 
in  the  Constitution,  and  is  a  necessary 
prinoiple.  if  Parliament  is  to  be  the 
mirror  of  the  Nation,  if  it  is  truly 
to  represent  all  the  great  interests  of 
which  the  Nation  is  composed.  This 
great  principle  was  formerly  attained 
by  a  difference  in  the  size  of  the  con* 
stituencies,  and  now  it  is  secured  by  a 
difference  in  their  composition.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  shakes  his 
head,  but  I  say  to  him  surely  the  effect 
of  your  single  Member  districts,  which 
were  established  with  the  assent  of  both 
parties,  is  to  produce  that  variety  which 
IS  essential  to  the  working  of  our  politi- 
cal system.  In  one  district  there  is  a 
preponderating  representation  of  manu- 
facturing industry,  in  another  of  agri- 
culture, in  another  of  commerce,  and 
nobody  has  any  objection  to  make  to 
that.  I  suppose  no  man  is  bold  enough 
to  challenfi^e  the  great  advantage  which 
is  derived  by  the  State  from  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  City  of  London  ?  Yet 
the  City  of  London  is,  as  everybody 
knows,  mainly  composed  of  the  great 
merchants  of  this  country.  When  you 
have  great  classes  or  interests  aggre- 
gated in  particular  localities,  it  is  easy  ta 
apply  the  principle  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  is  the  ruling 
principle  of  the  Constitution  as  it  now 
stands.  But  it  is  impossible  to  apply 
that  principle  of  locality  to  the  great 
professional  classes.  They  are  scattered 
all  over  the  country;  they  are  always 
and  everywhere  in  the  minority,  and 
if  you  want  to  arrive  at  their  mind  on 
a  particular  question,  it  is  impossible 
to  group  them  as  you  group  the  mer- 
chants of  the  City  of  London,  or  the 
artisans  of  the  East- end,  or  the  agH- 
culturalists  of  Wiltshire  ;  and  thereu>re 
the  only  way  to  get  at  their  real  mind 
on  public  questions  is  by  some  such  ezpe- 
dientas  University  representation.  Well, 
then,  the  answer  is  made  that  you  do  not 
require  special  representation,  because 
you  have  the  professional  classes,  the 
interests  of  education,  of  literature,  of 
science,  sufficiently  represented  by  other 
Members  of  this  House  who  do  not 
directly  represent  these  interests  but 
who  are  eminent  in  various  walks  of 
intellectual  effort.  I  admit  that  to  the 
full ;  I  admit  it  with  pride  and  pleasure, 
and  I  should  be  exceedingly  sorry  as  a 
Universi^  representative  if  we  had  not 
the  benefit,  as  I  believe  we  haTe,  of  the- 
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filial  devotion  of  University  men  like  the 
bon.  Member  for  South  Manchester,  and 
the  distinguished  scientist  who  preceded 
me  in  the  representation  of  the  nniver- 
sities  of  Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrew's, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Leeds. 
I  believe  that  all  the^e  Gentlemen, 
although  they  do  not  happen  to 
represent  a  University,  do  regard  their 
University  with  as  much  devotion,  with 
as  great  and  as  warm  an  interest, 
as  if  they  did.  But  then  that  is 
not  the  point,  because  it  is  surely 
an  advantage  that  you  should  have 
a  certain  number  of  Members  in  the 
House  who  are  specially  charged  with 
the  duty  of  looking  after  the  interests 
of  education,  of  science,  of  literature, 
and  of  the  professional  classes,  and 
whenever  you  want  to  ascertain  what  is 
the  real  mind  of  these  classes  on  the 
great  questions  of  the  day  you  look  not 
to  the  chance  representatives  of  science 
and  literature  who  may  happen  to  sit 
in  Parliament,  but  you  look,  as  you  are 
entitled  to  look,  to  the  chosen  repre- 
sentatives of  these  interests  in  the 
House.  My  hon.  Friend  who  seconded 
the  Resolution  seemed  to  complain  that 
Universities  did  not  select  their  repre- 
sentatives on  purely  academic  grounds. 
In  this  particular  he  was  rather  in  con- 
flict with  the  mover  of  the  [Resolution, 
but  whatever  might  be  the  case  in  peace- 
ful times,  I  think  it  is  vain  to  expect  in  a 
time  like  the  present,  when  the  country 
is  absorbed  in  one  particular  question, 
that  these  constituencies  should  renounce 
their  duty  as  citizens,  and  not  do  as 
others  do  and  record  their  vote  on  the 
leading  question  of  the  day.  It  is  idle 
to  complain  of  them  on  that  account, 
and,  therefore,  we  return  to  this, 
that  if  it  is  desirable  to  ascertain 
the  mind  of  these  classes  at  all, 
you  can  only  do  it  by  some  such 
means  as  University  representation. 
Now  I  am  tempted  to  ask  what  have 
Universities  done  to  deserve  this  con- 
demnation ?  It  is  quite  clear  that  the 
Scottish  Universities  at  all  events  are 
exempt  from  many  of  the  charges 
brought  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. The  constituencies  of  the  Scottish 
Universities*  are  large;  they  consist  of  all 
graduates,  who  are  admitted  to  the  con- 
stituency without  payment  of  any  kind 
— except  a  small  charge  which  really  has 
nothing  to  do  with  registration — and  they 
at  all  events  are  not  open  to  the  charge 
of  being  in  any  way  exclusive  or  aristo- 
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cratio.  No  man  who  knows  the  Scottiih 
Universities  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  moved  this  Motion  does 
can  fail  to  know  that  it  is  Tory  often 
from  the  cottage  on  the  hillside,  from 
the  back  shop  in  the  village  street,  tibtt 
the  students  come,  and  he  and  I  knov 
with  what  pluck  and  perseversooe 
and  under  what  tremendons  diffiealtiei 
they  push  forward  thzoogh  their 
academic  career,  and  at  last  are  able  to 
rise  to  positions  of  honour  and  distiiic- 
tion.  These  men  form  that  Tory  middle 
class  which  the  Liberal  Party  nsied  never 
to  be  tired  of  holding  up  to  admiratiott. 
Is  it  altogether  wise  of  the  Badictl 
Party  to  direct  public  attention  to  the  £ut 
that  the  middle  class  has  tamed  against 
them  ?  The  Universities  have,  I  admit, 
committed  the  unpardonable  sin  in  the 
eyes  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Membw 
of  disagreeing  with  him  and  agreeing 
with  the  majority  of  the  householden 
of  this  country,  and  it  is  for  that  reason, 
and  that  reason  alone  that  the  House  ii 
gravely  asked  to  pronounce  upon  them 
a  sentence  of  condemnation.  I  ventorB 
to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Oende- 
man,  and  those  who  think  with  him, 
another  question.  I  suppose  they  agree 
that  these  are  times  when  education  is 
not  only  much  more  widely  diffused 
and  more  highly  thought  of  than  it 
used  to  be,  but  that  it  is  also  t 
time  when  education  is  becoming  of 
vital  importance  to  the  future  of  this 
country,  and  I  ask  is  it  wise  at  such  t 
time  to  do  anything  to  discourage  or  de« 
preciate  education  in  the  eyes  of  the 
country  ?  I  say  it  is  impossible,  if  the 
House  passes  a  Resolution  of  this  kind, 
to  avoid  flouting  and  contemning  the 
cause  of  education,  because  the  moment 
you  strike  a  blow  at  the  strength  and 
prosperity  of  the  Universities  yon  strike 
a  blow  at  that  which  UniversitieB  em- 
body and  represent.  Sir,  I  venture  to 
base  my  defence  of  University  repre- 
sentation not  merely  upon  the  ancient 
usage  of  the  realm,  but  on  the  broad 
ground  of  public  policy.  I  say  that  this 
proposal  is  retrograde  and  Philistine, 
and  I  ask  the  House  to  reject  it. 
«Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington) :  It 
was  not  my  intention  to  take  any  part 
in  this  discussion  until  I  b'stened  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
man  who  has  just  sat  down.  There 
were  certain  statements  in  that  speech 
which,  I  think  deserve  a  word  of  notice 
from  a  Scottish  Member,  who  fikemysalf 
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18  connected  with  the  Scottish  Univer- 
ftities.  The  hon  Gentleman  has  just 
told  us  that  opposition  to  University 
representation  is  an  opposition  which 
must  call  in  question  the  influence  of 
that  middle  class  which  he  accuses  us  of 
not  sufficiently  regarding.  He  says 
that  the  middle  class  from  which  the 
University  constituencies  are  recruited, 
is  a  class  which  has  turned  against  the 
Liberal  Party,  and  he  warns  us  to  take 
note  of  the  attitude  of  this  class  towards 
tis.  Well,  I  think  we  on  this  side  of 
the  House  can  take  care  of  ourselves  in 
this  regard.  But  if  it  were  necessary  to 
comment  on  the  argnment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  comment  is 
to  be  discovered  in  his  own  statement 
made  in  the  earlier  portion  of  his 
speech,  that  he  owes  his  own  election 
not  to  the  middle  class  in  Scotland,  not 
to  the  sons  of  shepherds  and  other 
people  who  have  been  able  to  give  their 
children  a  University  education,  but  to 
5,000  members  of  the  medical  profes- 
sion, the  bulk  of  whom  reside  on  this 
side  of  the  Tweed.  That  was  the  argu- 
ment by  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  meets  the  case  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeenshire 
(Dr.  Farquharson).  Now  what  is  this 
University  representation — what  is  this 
^ucation,  and  this  science,  and  litera- 
ture and  art  of  which  we  have  heard  so 
much  to-night  ?  Of  this  flower  of  the 
House  collected  on  the  benches  before 
us  four  sit  as  Members  of  the 
-Government.  These  representatives 
of  education  and  literature  and 
•science  and  art,  whom  we  have  not  only 
the  advantage  of  listening  to,  but  of 
constantly  seeing  before  us,  are  the 
Postmaster  General,  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland — for  whose  powers  I  have  the 
greatest  admiration,  but  whose  ability 
to  secure  a  constituency  north  of  the 
border  other  than  a  University  oon- 
tituenoy,  I  very  much  doubt — andl'who, 
so  far  as  I  am  aware,  is  not  especially 
connected  with  academic  interests  either 
on  this  or  the  other  side  of  the  border 
— the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whose 
brilliant  oratory  it  delights  us  all  to 
listen  to  on  those  rare  occasions 
when  he  favours  the  House  with  a 
speech,  the  senior  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin — a  gentleman  of 
great  eloquence,  but  not  in  the  cause 
of  science,  and  great  oultore,  but  not 
specially  representative   of   litemtore, 


and  connected  with  that  minority  in 
Ireland  which  can  only  find  a  refuflre 
in  the  University — and  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  whom  we  are  glad 
to  see  here  and  to  listen  to  when  he 
favours  us  with  his  legal  lore,  but 
whose  speeches  I  am  bound  to  say  I 
have  listened  to  in  vain  to  discover  in 
them  those  references  to  science,  art, 
and  literature  which  we  are  told  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  represents.  Sup- 
pose we  go  a  little  further.  There  are 
nine  Members  who  represent  Universi- 
ties. Two  of  these,  and  two  only,  can 
be  said  to  represent  University  subjects. 
There  is  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  repre- 
sents London  University  (Sir  J.  Lub- 
bock), and  who  at  the  same  time  so 
brilliantly  represents  science ;  and  there 
is  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  opposite 
(Professor  Stokes),  one  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished mathematicians  whom  this 
country  has  ever  produced.  But  even 
two  swallows  do  not  a  make  a  summer, 
and  the  characteristic  of  University  edu- 
cation in  these  days  is  to  present  to 
Parliament  less  and  less  of  that  element 
we  should  desire  to  see  if  there  are  to  be 
University  representatives.  It  would  be 
idle  for  me  standing  as  I  do  on  this  side 
of  the  House  to  say  that  I  do  not  ap- 
proach this  question  with  a  considerable 
amount  of  Party  bias.  It  is  a  fact,  and 
a  painful  fact,  that  the  representation 
of  the  Universities  has  been  a  repre- 
sentation, which  in  late  years  has  been 
more  and  more  adverse  to  the  interests 
of  the  Radical  Party.  There  was,  I 
think,  up  to  1885  one  University  Mem- 
ber who  sat  and  steadily  voted  with  us 
— I  mean  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  London,  but  he 
afterwards  left  us  for  reasons  I  am  not 
here  to  discuss.  What  is  a  University  f 
A  University  consists  of  the  teachers, 
lecturers,  heads  of  colleges,  and — but 
not  for  voting  purposes— of  the  under - 
g^raduates.  If  they  were  to  be  enfran- 
chised it  is  impossible  to  say  what 
change  would  take  place.  But  the 
House  has  declared  against  it,  and  the 
result  is  that  the  representation  of  the 
Universities  is  in  the  hands  of  the  gra- 
duates of  a  certain  class.  We  have,  for 
instance,  five  or  six  thousand  non-resi- 
dent clergymen  who  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Universities  except  that  they 
are  entitled  to  send  in  their  votes  from 
time  to  time  to  return  representatives  to 
this  House.  These  gentlemen  possessed 
an  ezoeptional  privilege  in  the  mode  in 
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fj/i n%  *A  KttM  M *At '/!> ,  H,h*i  UH  ^ff*4*nti u «yi 

buiMijjMi  It '.Mffjo'l  wjtli  it  1^49  r^pnMMrn- 
UD'rfi  '/f  *  «i|Hi«;jal  jriUiront  which 
ii«9iiof  vmI  ii|fii';iiil  «,</fi«ii'hfritiiori.  On  tho 
ii«»nU*fy  ho  |if»jiit4Hl  out  thut  Um  ainMii 
iUtt  lull  itn  nui/;y;ttniiu\  won  hi  \}*i  Ut  do 
iMMfKithjfi^  not  within  tho  HOfipfi  of  th« 
Wifillfttfkhiition  Mill  of  1886,  und  to 
viol  At  II  tlm  MKi-iitiniont  Mnnh  U»  with  tho 
i»p|ioiiit.ioti  tktiii  tho  JlouiM  of  Jjordn — 
wUUiU  WAN  NN  ^fMid  UN  Mtyiu|(  th«t  if  thH 
lull  wMM  III  piiNN  it  fthoiild  paiM  on  tlie 
hftNlN  of  till!  r«|irmMfUtation  htting  rn- 
tAlniNl,  whiiih  WMi  tlin  lMMM»r  of  thoM 
two  grimt  Mvili.     Hut  it  U  not  aIoim  on 
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ifi  fftwur  of  Ufawnan 
UiMX  W4  itf-«;  aitri*  to  fiad 

At  pnM^rbt  I  ftm  glad 
wh  on  Ui'iM  ''th*  IfiniBterii 
Hotm^.  II  tbu  MoCioB  is  tt»  be 
it  ouj^ht  t/>  l>e  shown  tiiat  tins 
ttitifm  is  injuricmt,  eitkBrtotbe 
^meie*  th«nu«iT6t|  to  tha 
the  c^iunti7 ;  bat  that  has  not 
An  Uf  th«  conatituenGiM  we  have 
tTi-nif^ht  a  good  deal  about  tiw 
<9nce  b<9tw«6D  the  resident  bodies  oi 
(Jnivenities  and  those  who 
hMTM  U}  represent  them,  fiat  is  die  boa. 
Member  who  introduced  the  Motion  able 
U>  prrxiuce  from  the  resident  Membsn 
of  any  of  the  Universities  a  peution  in 
itN  favour  ?  And  if  there  is  no  petitioa 
on  the  other  side  the  reason  is  becaiiss 
the  roflident  bodies  apprehend  no  danger 
whatever  from  this  attsok.  Thej  are 
not  prepared  to  raise  their  hands  in  self*- 
defence  until  thfj  see  that  thej  are 
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heard  from  the  right  hon.  GeDtleman 
who  moved  the  Motion  a  good  deal  as 
to  the  anomaly  of  this  representaion 
and  the  size  of  these  constituencies. 
The  hoQ.  Member  was  perfectly  right  in 
saying  that  these  constituencies  are  small. 
But  it  appears  from  a  Return  which  I 
have  here,  and  which  has  been  presented 
to  Parliament,  that  in  two  English 
and  one  Welsh  county,  in  32  English 
and  five  Welsh  boroughs,  the  number  of 
the  constituents  is  smaller  than  in  the 
two  older  English  Universities.  In  Scot- 
land the  case  is  still  stronger,  because 
the  Scotch  Universities  embrace  a  larger 
proportion  of  the  population,  and  14 
counties  and  12  boroughs  in  Scotland 
have  a  smaller  number  of  constituents 
than  the  Scotch  Universities.  In  Ireland 
one  county  and  four  boroughs  have  a 
smaller  number  of  constituents  than  the 
Dublin  University.  I  think  that  dis- 
poses of  the  argument  as  to  the  size  of 
the  constituencies.  If  we  were  discus- 
sing the  question  upon  the  basis  of 
anomalies  there  are  other  anomalies 
which  could  be  shown  to  exist.     When 


I  entirely  agree  with  the  remark  of  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  as  to 
the  importance  of  the  element  of 
variety  in  the  constituencies.  We 
have  attempted  to  get  that  variety  by 
the  system  of  single-membered  con* 
stituencies,  but  in  carrying  that  principle 
out  we  are  running  into  another  g^at 
danger.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  in  the  House, 
because  I  am  going  to  refer  to  a  book 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  which  is  a 
storehouse  of  facts  and  a  treasure 
house  of  experience.  In  his  Book  on 
the  American  Commonwealth,  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to  the  deterioration  of 
representation  in  America,  owing  to  the 
pressure  of  local  considerations.  Happily 
we  have  not  suffered  from  that  in  this 
country  up  to  the  present,  but  everyone 
knows  that  local  considerations  in  the 
choice  of  Members  are  becoming  gpreater 
and  greater  every  day.  One  of  the 
great  values  of  University  constituen- 
cies is  that  they  form  an  element  in  this 
House  not  necessarily  confined  to  local 
connections.     That,  tiir,  is  to  my  mind 


the    Bedistribution    Bill  of    1885   was  I  an  additional  argument,  derived  from 


going  through,  Sir  C.  Dilke  admitted 
that  Ireland  had  more  Members  in 
proportion  to  her  population  than 
England,  and  that  Wales  had  more 
Members  than  Ireland.  If  we  are  to 
deal  with  anomalies  we  must  deal  with 
the  question  all  round.  We  have  been 
very  much  pressed  with  the  argnment 
of  one  man,  one  vote.  But  it  should 
be  remembered  that  that  principle  has 
not  been  adopted  in  the  House  or  in 
the  country,  and  if  it  were  it  does 
not  follow  that  persons  who  have  a 
University  Vote  would  not  desire 
to  retain  it,  and  to  vote  in  their  present 
constituencies  in  preference  to  any  other. 
As  to  the  effect  of  University  represen- 
tation upon  the  House,  I  will  only  say 
this.  If  the  House  were  to  vote  by  ballot 
to  the  nine  Members  whom  in  its  own 
interest  it  would  wish  to  see  excluded, 
the  nine  University  Members  would  not, 
I  think,  be  the  first  to  be  excluded. 
No  doubt  all  University  Members  cannot 
be  presidents  of  the  Royal  Society,  or 
address  the  jubilee  meeting  of  the 
British  Association,  but  it  is  something 
that  two  out  of  the  nine  have  reached 
such  distinction.  But,  after  all,  the 
principle  upon  which  this  question  was 
to  be  decided  is  not  the  interests  of  the 
Univenities,  or  the  interests  of  the 
Honae,  but  the  interests  of  the  ooontry. 

VOL.  OOGXXXV.  [thibd  skbibs.] 


our  experience  of  foreign  countries,  why 
we  should  maintain  the  existing  system 
under  which  the  Universities  are  repre- 
sented in  this  House.  But  though  we  have 
heard  to-night  a  good  many  plausible 
arguments  against  this  system,  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  who  opened  the  debate 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  last 
addressed  the  House  have  "let  the 
cat  out  of  the  bag."  They  have  shown 
that  they  approached  this  question  in  a 
spirit  of  political  bias,  because  they 
have  told  us  that  the  Universities  return 
a  solid  body  of  Unionist  representatives 
No  doubt  it  is  very  annoying  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  this  should 
be  so,  and  probably  it  is  all  the  more  so 
because  for  the  last  twenty  years  or  so 
they  have  been  doing  everything  they 
could  to  throw  the  doors  of  the 
Universities  open  wider  and  wider 
by  abolishing  tests  and  encouraging 
the  middle  classes  to  seek  the 
benefits  of  a  University  education, 
and  now,  notwithstanding  all  that  has 
been  done  during  the  whole  of  that 
period,  I  venture  to  say  there  never  was 
a  time  when  a  candidate  supporting  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) would  have  had  so  poor  a  chance 
as  at  the  present  moment  of  being 
returned  for  either  e   Universities. 
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titi'/'i%.  WhAVrv'rr  ruay  har*;  ^«r*;ri  tn*: 
/,J!iv»  with  f*'.'/iLr*\  iff  ihh  oJd  Unir^fT- 
►iti«j«,  ftltfj'/'j^h  J  'Jo  not  wi«sh  to  be 
««i|;|x>M;'l  t//  «KJr/iJt  tfi4  alienation,  thi« 
^'ftairjly  'lo«:f.  riot  'tjif^ly  t/^  the  Uni- 
v*rrniiy  of  lytutiou  utA  the  .Scotch 
''/jiri!r»ffti<;*t,  whirli  owe  their  f»eat4  to 
the  'ieliheraf^y  'Jeciniorj  of  the  House. 
The  hori.  0  en  Her  nan  went  on  Ut  refer  U) 
the  nixe  «/f  the  IJniveniity  <yinHtituenciefl 
iin'l  althoijp^h  ujion  that  point  it  in  hardly 
fiiKMiMniiry  iiff  nii»  i/t  hay  anything,  a4  that 
iir^iiniMnt  hiiii  \nuut  (Jeiitroyed  by  the  hon. 
Membnr  who  \nm  junt  nat  down  (Mr. 
Mowhnty;,  If  not  among  the  largest, 
the  l/nivnrHJt.y  ronniitiiencieH  are  cer- 
tainly far  ff-oin  bniiii^  the  mnalleAt,  and 
if  the  JitHNitr  eDnhtitiinncieHare  to  be  dig- 
fraiinhiNod,  the  (InivnrNitieH  have  very 
iililn  III  fnar  fnini  the  roNult,  fin  it  would 
«)iiriainly  he  nomio  tiinn  hoforo  we  came 
I 'I  thnni.  Mut  my  hon.  Friend  has  asked, 
if  fhii  IJnivftrHitinN  are  roproaontod  why 
«hiiuld  not  f»Lhnr  arademioal  bodies  bo 
reiinmiiniiMl  alno  why  should  not  the 
itiilliigoH  bit  ritprtmontod.     Dut  the  hon. 
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MiL.  BOBEHI^jX  :  I  mentioiifld  it 
aa  a  rfrgre¥iable  faei.  I  am  qvile 
fture  th<;  hvx:.  Barone:  does  not  dean  to 
misrepreMfn:  me. 

*.<!£  J.  LrBBOCK:  Whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  used  it  as  an  arj^oineiit  or 
merely  stated  it  as  a  fact  I  deny  it.  I 
say  that  we  have  not  gone  orer  to  die 
Unionist  Party,  because  we  have  dvajs 
belonged  to  that  Party,  and  belong  to  it 
still.  It  is  not  we  who  have  gone  away 
and  deserted  our  party,  it  is  oar  friends 
who  have  gone  away  and  deserted  ni. 
Then,  Sir,  my  hon.  Friend  said  the 
University  Members  had  no  special  con- 
nection with  the  Universities  they  re- 
present. That  certainly  does  not  hold 
good  as  a  general  statement.  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  that  I  have  been  on 
the  tSenate  of  the  University  of  London 
for  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  centoiy,  and 
that  I  was  for  several  years  its  Vice- 
chancellor.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  again  is  in- 
timately connected  with  that  iTniversity. 
It  is,  moreover,  a  mistake  to  say  that 
the  Universities  are  all  Toxy.  Cer- 
tainly not  a  quarter  of  my  constituents 
are  Tories,   though  an 
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majority  are  Unionists.  Then,  Sir,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  with  some  con- 
tempt of  the  University  constituencies 
as  being  composed  of  lawyers,  doctors, 
-schoolmasters  and  clergymen.  I  have 
yet  to  learn  that  a  constituency  is 
any  the  worse  for  beinfi;  so  composed. 
•  Surely  it  is  not  undesirsLble  to  have  in 
this  House  a  few  Members  whose  special 
function  it  is  to  keep  in  touch  with  those 
professions  in  order  to  represent  their 
wants  and  opinions.  We  have  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  who  represent  con- 
stituencies that  are  mainly  composed  of 
miners,  and  others  whose  constituents 
are  mainly  agricultural  or  commercial ; 
and  in  fact  it  may  be  said  that  most  of 
the  occupations  in  which  the  people  are 
•engaged  have  their  representatives  in 
'this  House.  So  that  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  that  the  University  constitu- 
encies are  mainly  composed  of  lawyers, 
•clergymen,  doctors,  and  schoolmasters, 
I  cannot  regard  that  as  a  valid  argu- 
ment against  University  representa- 
tion. Another  argument  brought  for- 
ward was  that  it  sometimes  happens  that 
the  Government  find  a  difficulty  for  the 
moment  in  finding  a  seat  for  a  distin- 
guished man  whom  they  wish  to  put  into 
the  Ministry,  and  that  they  employ  the 
^Universities  for  this  purpose.  I  do  not 
remember  many  instances  of  the  kind, 
but  even  if  there  be  such  cases  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  that  is  an  argument 
for  retaining  se«ts  which  can  occasionally 
•be  put  to  such  a  useful  purpose.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Hadding^n  has 
lastly,  objected  to  University  seats  as 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  democracy ;  but 
it  is  not  contrary  to  democracy  in  the 
true  sense,  but  to  that  narrow,  unfor- 
tunate, and  mistaken  ideal  which  in  the 
history  of  the  world  has  so  often  brought 
democracy  to  discredit  and  to  failure. 

♦Sib  G.  TREVELYAN  (Bridgeton. 
Olasg^w),  who  rose  together  with  Mr. 
W.  Redmond,  who,  however,  gave  way : 
I  am  sorry  to  stand  between  an  Irish 
Member  and  the  House  [IftnM- 
terial  chsertj — well,  I  suppose  those  are 
University  manners.  I  am  sorry  to  stand 
between  an  Irish  Member  and  the  House, 
because  on  this  question  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  suffer  specially. 
The  hon.  Member  for  London  University 
told  us  we  are  mistaken  in  thinking  that 
men  belonging  to  certain  colleges  are 
not  represented,  because  they  are 
.represented  by  the  Universities  to 
which  the  colleges  are  affiliated.    That 


is  very  true  of  this  country,  where 
a  large  number  of  isolated  coUeees 
are  represented  through  the  Lonaon 
University ;  but  it  is  not  true  of  Ireland. 
One  of  the  great  grievances  of  Ireland 
is  that  the  University  which  is  the 
special  University  of  the  religion  to 
which  the  enormous  majority  of  the 
people  belong  has  no  Parliamentary 
representation  whatever.  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland,  in  what  I  believe 
to  be  his  first  speech  on  ageneral  political 
question,  has  shown  us  that  in  nis  case 
we  have  a  very  real  addition  to  the 
debating  power  of  the  House.  He  has 
put  forward  all  the  arguments  in  favour 
of  University  representation.     He  baa 

gut  their  case  forward  fairly  and  ably ; 
e  has  made  the  best  of  it :  and  a  poor 
case  it  is.  But,  first,  he  objected  that 
this  is  an  abstract  Resolution,  forgetting 
that  abstract  Resolutions  have  preceded 
legislation  on  many  subiects,  including 
electoral  reform,  the  ballot,  the  lodger 
franchise,  and  the  redistribution  of 
seats.  It  need  not  be  feared  but  that 
in  this  case,  too,  the  passing  of  an 
abstract  Resolution  will  be  followed  by 
legislation.  At  any  rate,  the  Opposition 
desire  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House, 
because  for  special  reasons  the  Division 
of  1885  did  not  represent  the  collective 
sense  of  the  House.  It  was  one  of  the 
objects  of  an  abstract  Resolution  to 
put  arguments  before  the  country  and 
to  create  a  popular  demand ;  and 
that  demand  already  .existed  so  far 
as  evidence  was  furnished  by  the 
meetings  that  Members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition were  in  the  habit  of  ad- 
dressing. Of  course  I  do  not  affirm  that 
that  is  the  experience  of  hon.  Members 
on  the  Ministerial  Benches.  This  I 
maintain  to  be  the  clearest  use  of 
privilege  which  exists ;  it  is  plural  voting 
in  an  obtrusive  and  imadulterated  form. 
In  other  oases  plural  voters  are  scattered 
about  the  constituencies  ;  but  here  jou 
have  nine  constituencies  consisting  of 
plural  voters.  Every  one  of  these  electors 
has  a  vote  for  the  constituency  in  which 
he  lives,  but  in  addition  to  that  he  has 
a  second  vote  for  his  University,  and 
sometimes  for  a  University  in  which  he 
has  not  resided.  In  one  of  the  Scotch 
Universities  there  are  a  thousand  voters 
who  have  not  been  educated  there,  but 
who,  simply  by  paying  fees,  have  ob- 
tained a  fagot  vote.  This  is  privilege. 
A  plural  vote  at  the  University  is  worth 
a  great  deal  more  than  a  plural  vote  else- 
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yfA0k  \-£uk  fxJcAr/rjk:.\j.  V.-snlr-j^i^  £s  & 
m^t  fcb-iM.  fctd  ih*r's.>i*  oi  T<ysr:^  f '^t 
UniF^md^Ueii.  wLi^^L  I  ure  diE«erfbi^  is 
a  great  in'yix^vi^  Vj    'Aher  rJtmw.*   of 
yy^^m.     lAeaihen  Ujt  t^e  TTiuTeTnties 
are  ne&t  to  P&rliaiZient  to  diacaas  BiUa 
wbiV;L  ref^rr  zo  ihh  UniFenitiea.     Has  it 
Ixtf^n  of  adrazkta^e  in  the  past  to  hare 
Unirendtj  memMfn    to    disciua    Bills 
relating  to  the  L'Diversities  ?    The  most 
importaiit  Bill  affecting  the  UniFersitiea 
is  that  which  threw  them  open  to  all 
the  citizens   of  the  oountiy,  whatever 
faith  thej  professed ;  and  against  that 
Bill  all  the  University  Members  voted. 
That  was  the  refiult  of  having  privilege. 
Then  University  Members  opposed  the 
abolition    of    slavery,    the    reform    of 
I'arJiaments,  Catholic  emancipation,  and 
other    great     measures     which    were 
approved  by  iKjth  sides  of  the  House, 
and  whioh  the  whole  country  agree  to 
have  Ijeen  measures  but  for  the  passing 
of    which     the    country    would    have 
been     in     a     much     worse     position. 
Now,  Hir,   tint  iibuse  of  having  these 
Univernity  nnaU  has  been  very  much 
uggrnvatod  of  lute  years.     There  really 
was  a  groat  deal  to  be  said  for  them  at 
the  beginning  of  this  century,  when  a 
great  number  of  Members  were  returned 
to  INirliuinent  by  very  small  constitu- 
eneioH  of   16  or  20  electors,  who  were 
almoiutely  in  the  pocket  of  one  man. 
There   may  have   been   170    Members 
returned  b^  such  oonstituoncies  in  those 
days,  and  it  was  therefore  a  good  thing 

Sir  O,  Tr$velyan 
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ire   Xf&sn,    some 


of  a  Univczsty  to  vote  for  a. 
MlLlfSeT  lor  the  sake  of  vhat  ha  eoold 
get,  bat  the  eonsdlnents  at  aaj  rata 
were  pore.    AJnd  thoagh  perii^a  eveiy 
consdtnency  in  the  aonntij  now  ia  not 
thoroughly  pore,  yet,  tK^«V^  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  sts  on  my  left  (Sir 
Henry  Jamee^,  much  improTement  haa 
been  effected  in  that  direction,  and  I  shall 
always  feel  the  deepest  gntitode  townrda 
him  for  his  labours  in  the  cause  of  eleo- 
!  toral    purity,   labours    given  with  an 
amount  of  energy  and  minute  induatzy 
and  enthusiasm  such  as  is  generallyonly 
given  to  one's  personal  affairs.    There 
is  now,  then,  no  necessity  to  keep  up 
the  University  constituencies   on   the 
gprounds    that    they  are    ezoeptionally 
pure.    Again,  in  olden  days  the  Uni- 
versity constituency  was  in  many  respects 
superior;  it  was  a  self-contained* com- 
munity in  which  the  men  who  voted 
lived  together,  exchanged  their  views^ 
had  common  objects  and  had  individual 
opinions  about  their  Members.    Those 
were  the  days  in  which  men  were  elected, 
for  other  reasons  than  that  they  be- 
longed to  a  given  party.    In  the  course- 
of  this  debate  allusion  has  been  made 
to   St.   John's  College.     I  think  with 
respect  to  that  famous  College,  it  cannot 
be  called  an  average  College — I  mean 
St.  John's,  Cambridge. 

Mb.  E.  EOBEETSON  :  My  reference- 
was  to  St.  John's,  Oxford. 


1793  The  Repreientatum         (May  10,  1889} 


of  Universities. 


1794 


♦Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN :  Well, 
I  remember  that  when  Lord  Palmerston 
was  a  young  man,  although  he  did  not 
take  honours  degree  at  Cambridge — he 
-could  not,  being  a  nobleman — ^yet  two 
years  running  he  came  out  at  the  head 
of  St.  John's  in  the  annual  examination. 
When  he  stood  for  Parliament  he  was 
elected  for  three  reasons.     In  the  first 

flace  he  got  the  votes  of  the  Whigs, 
n  the  next  he  was  a  man  of  fashion,  and 
he  therefore  induced  other  young  men, 
who  were  masters  of  art  in  London,  to 
come  down  and  vote  for  him;  and  in 
the  third  place  he  was  a  Johnian.  He 
was  therefore  said  to  be  returned  by  the 
Dandies,  Johnians,  and  Whigs.  St. 
John's  was  a  strong  Tory  College,  but 
the  Johnians  had  in  those  days  a 
patriotic  feeling  for  their  College  which 
was  stronger  than  even  their  feeling 
i'or  their  Party.  But  in  these  days, 
if  a  young  man  distinguishes  himself 
in  his  college,  if  he  prove  the  most  able 
and  most  eloquent  of  men,  he  would 
not  have  the  slightest  chance  of 
hemg  returned  to  Parliament  unless  he 
belonged  to  one  particular  Party  in  the 
State.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Scot- 
land, ignoring  this  fact,  has  suggested 
that  what  we  want  in  this  House  is 
variety,  and  to  have  that  he  says  we  must 
•keep  up  the  Universities,  while,  as  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  has  pointed  out, 
these  seats  are  looked  upon  as  useful  on 
-each  side  of  the  House  as  affording  con- 
etituencies  for  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  have  been  unable  to  get  elected 
elsewhere.  Now  I  consider  that  these 
•def ences  of  University  seats  are  opposed 
to  each  other.  Why  should  the  Govern- 
ment, on  one  side  of  the  House,  always 
-be  able  to  seat  a  Minister  or  Law  Officer, 
while  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  are 
-forbidden  to  do  that,  because  you  will 
not  grant  Parliamentary  representation 
to  the  three  Methodist  training  Colleges  ? 
The  defence  which  has  been  running  all 
through  this  debate  breaks  down.  It  is 
not  the  case  that  University  members  are 
different  from  other  Members  in  this 
House.  People  talk  as  if  University 
Members  were  a  class  apart;  as  if 
they  were  something  to  wise  and 
good  for  human  nation's  daily  food. 
Why  after  all  they  are  men  of  the 
world  in  the  right  sense  of  the  word, 
and  they  make  most  excellent  candi- 
dates for  any  constituency.  Just  look 
opposite,  for  instance,  at  the  right  hon. 
Oentlemen  the  junior  Member  for  C      . 


bridge  and  the  senior  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunkett), 
whom  any  constituency  of  their  political 
views  would  be  proud  to  elect.  Nor 
can  it  be  said  that  it  is  the  University 
Members  who  pre-eminently  devoted 
themselves  in  this  House  to  the  ques- 
tion of  education,  or  are  specially  con- 
sulted on  these  matters.  I  wonder 
whom  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rossendale  consulted  when  he  was 
specially  interested  in  the  subject  of 
technical  education.  Do  you  want 
special  constituencies  to  return  men 
who  have  the  cause  of  education  at 
heart  when  you  have  such  men  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hotherham,  for  Aber- 
deen, and  for  South  Manchester,  or  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  the  hon. 
Members  Jfor  North  Wiltshire  and  for 
Blackpool.  Other  constituencies  be- 
sides the  Universities  are  glad  to  get 
men  of  hi&;h  education  if  they  can  to 
represent  tneir  opinions.  Look,  for  in- 
stance, at  the  representation  of  Leeds. 
The  commercial  centre  of  Leeds  is  re- 

E resented  by  five  Members,  sitting  on 
oth  sides  of  this  House,  who  are  ad- 
mirable specimens  of  practical  ability 
and  culture.  Bead  the  list  and  see  how 
this  great  place  of  commerce  returns 
a  veritable  galaxy  of  cultivated  and 
able  men.  I  do  not  think  it  is  neces- 
sary to  keep  up  these  privileged  consti- 
tuencies. I  do  not  think  that  Univer- 
sities profit  by  their  representation.  I 
support  the  motion  on  the  ground  of 
electoral  justice  as  against  privilege, 
and  because  the  representation  of  the 
Universities  is  unfair  to  the  country  at 
large.  Nor  can  I  forget  how  educa- 
tional reforms  have  been  retarded,  and 
educational  abuses  kept  up  by  the  Uni« 
versities  in  which  men  do  not  stand  up 
as  they  ought,  side  by  side,  for  educa- 
tional interests,  but  are  divided  as  much 
as  elsewhere  by  political  differences. 
Equality  is  the  only  principle  which 
should  be  applied  in  electorcu  matters, 
and  I  hope  that  all  Members  who  are 
pledged  to  that  principle  will  vote  for 
the  Kesolution,  and  show  that  the  Uni- 
versity seats  are  moribund  and  con- 
demned. 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  H.  C.  RuKES,  Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  I  think,  perhaps,  that  this  debate 
has  hardly  realized  the  expectations 
which  were  formed,  for  the  speeches 
which  have  been  delivered,  althongh 
interesting,  have  not  added  very  much 
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»lvovS.  \  )in«|!in«.  Iiitil  never ,  th«  Uember  lor  tin  Uwvonitr  d 
,N"'  •.•■*.U  !■»  »ny  Oiihiiiot  Mini-  Cambridg©.  Tlut  I  think  u  nSam 
.\i*x\\  ; '  A  \^«^in(<t  M>itioi).  and  evidenoe  that  od  mmttsrs  reallj  r^MSiif 
II.)  ;hrt  liiin.  1h[(>inh«r   to  the  iateresta  of  the  UniTerstu^  Ha 
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TV(;i»ti»rt>ii    ', 


-■s.«  a    lUlVn  Y  AN  : 


y\T\\\i\\tirron)  Members  for  UoiTenitias  ftre  the  mj 
n'fiT  t^t  it  HA  «n  I  best  authoritiea,  and  I  tnut  and  befint 
iis'.ii  .■(  histti'Miiini.  Nov  i  that  aa  bog  m  the  reproHBtatin 
t'lT.H.i  Sir  »5.  Trovolvan)  IcontinueB,  they  will  be  resided  ■ 
it.>  >>t  ('.«.<  8>vt>'h  Uniror*  I  authoritiea  upon  qaeatiooa  opoavUA 
ivi.»vi«  it>  its  modical  jit  is  their  duty  to  be  infoinwd.  W( 
>  ■.■!  !!;>■  (Mviui'Hl  of  a  have  been  told  that  Uembnm  brAi 
1  i!i;!iit  t'.iitc  my  rit^ht  UniversitiaB  opposed  the  Emftoapativ 
KAt  !'tvu  ittijvrfivll.v  in-  of  Slaves,  Catholic  £mancipatioii,  lb 
Mt*'->s';  rhi>  iVl  ii>  llial  grt>at  Kef orm  Bill,  nnd  other  baiafitiil 
•  >'(  i!it<  riiivonity  »f  8t.  measures.  [^Clutrt.J  It  ia  quite  truisthit 
lu'.  '.So  .l-t;rt>t>  oV  M.l>.  they  may  bars  done  so,  batdothalua 
'  Momberswhocheer  remember  who  «■! 
tlie  Members  for  the  TTniTersitiee  in tlun 
days  ?  Are  they  aware  that  every  PriiM 
Miiiistorof  England  within  the  last  40 
roarti,  with  the  single  exception  of  Laid 
ItiHiconstield,  who,  not  being  a  UnirB- 
nily  man,  waa  not  qualified,  has  be^a 
l»nt;  University  Member?  Sir  Bobert  Fttl, 
the  ri^Ut  hoa.  Oentleman  the  Mambc 
for  N[id  Lothian  (Mr.  QladatOBe\  and 
l«>n1  L'almerstoQ,  werennireraityUem- 
liorti.  It  is  true  that  throughout  tkni 
careors  they  did  not  contiaue  always  to 
roprosont  UnivBraities.  ( Oppoiitim 
were  au-  cAmm.)  Yea,  I  was  quite  prepared  for 
;  that  cheer.  We  have  been  told  that 
spoakitig  the  Uuivereities  are  such  elarish  oon- 
THity  at  ]  stituenuies  that  you  can  alvayafind  s 


wwft*  an  t»  lhi> 
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•Su^a  nUVKI.YAN  ;  I  was  iu- 
r.>i»i.st,  utilxlv.'i'  wn»i|;1y,  ihal  thcro 
h:ib  k  ti'or  '<t'  i;iii>i>  in  wliii-h  a  UrKO 

i> Wr  of   lh«s.>  ^.nittonu'ii   were   ad- 

tHiiriHl  I.I  ilio  ili>):n>i 

•Mm.  KAIKKS:   1 
oflho  iMiiMiliitioii  o 


'I'lioni  may  have  seat  in  them  for  any  Miniater  who  wants 
lieeii  i>i>m<>Ml>ii4<'M  in  tho  {laHt.  Another  I  n  seat,  but  it  is  a  proud  distinotton  of 
ni-)cunii>tit  which  my  ri(;liC  Hon.  Friend  I  the  Universities  that,  in  the  plentitode 
of  their  power,  they  have  rejected  tluM 
Prime  Ministers.  Constitueaoies  wko 
have  returned  Peel,  Palmeraton  and 
Qladstone  may  well  outlive  the  sneni 
of  hon.  Oentleman  whose  Hympathlsi 
do  not  carry  them  back  beyoud  the  last 
20  years.  If  there  is  one  part  of  ths 
representative  system  which,  judged 
from  the  utilitarian  point  of  viewThu 
rendered  a  good  service  to  the  ooonbr, 
it  is  the  UniverBitiea,  aad  I  do  not 
think  that  the  real  Liberal  party  will 
ooUDtenanoa  to-day  or  to-morrow,  or  6a 
many  years  to  come,  what  seema  to  nw 
an  attempt  to  enfranchise  ignoianoe  and 
*^ '    franchise  ednoation, 

,y.EEDMONU(Fecmauagh)!  It 

-■^•*^'  that  nobody  has  defteided 

ttation 

'nivenitiH. 
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was     iil<>iiHi<i)    to      lay      Htress 
was  tliHt  oil   lunttors   rclntin^   particu- 
larly lo    llntri<rtii(ios,   the  Members  for 
lliiivtirHirjtiH  had  sometimos  been  found 
in  th«  niiniirilv.     Hut  if  so  it  does  not 
lit  hU  follow  I  liat  Mombora  for  Unirerei- 
ties  did  not  fairly  roproaent  the  opinions 
of  the   UtiivfrHities.     It  does  not  at  all 
follow    tliat    if    this     House    thought 
proper  to  miiko  a  change   in  the  oon- 
etitutiou  of  tiio  UniTsrsities,  that  change 
waa  neceasiirijy  acceptable  to  the  Uni- 
Tersitiea.     It  in   the  duty  of   Members 
for  Universities  to  represent  the  opinions 
of  their  constituencies,  and  wh'      t 
House  of  Commons  and  the  ^ 
differ,  the  Members  for  ^ 
not  to  be  blamed  for  < 
When  the    Unive 
formed,    who  were  ti 
brought  forward  the  h 
Lord  Cross,  who  was  h 
Member  of  the  Unive 
and  Mr.  Walpole,  w'no 
Ifr.  H.  C.  Ratkes 
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that  the  two  Gentlemen  who  represent 
Dublin  University  in  this  House  should 
sit  silently  upon  the  Treasury  Bench. 
I  suppose  they  are  extremely  anxious 
that  nothing  should  be  said  about  that 
institution.  And  in  speaking  of  the 
representation  of  the  Dublin  University, 
I  wish  to  find  no  fault  with  the 
Oentlemen  who  represent  that  con- 
stituency, but  merely  wish  to  com- 
plain that  an  electorate  of  4,000 
in  the  Dublin  University  possess  the 
privilege  of  returning  two  Members 
to  this  House,  while  all  other  constitu- 
ences  in  Ireland,  with  vastly  larger 
electorates,  have  only  the  power  to  send 
one  Member.  I  desire  to  ask  hon. 
Members  who  are  prepared  to  argue 
that  Universities  are  entitled  to  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  representation  in  this 
House,  what  argument  they  can  ad- 
vance to  prove  that  Universities  are 
entitled  to  double  the  representation  of 
constituencies  with-  vastly  larger  num- 
bers of  electors.  The  history  of  the 
Dublin  University  representation  is 
an  extremely  curious  one,  and  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  bo  candid 
in  the  matter  they  would  defend  the 
representation  of  that  institution  in  the 
House  not  on  the  ground  of  the  Uni- 
versity having  the  right  to  representa- 
tion, but  because  Dublin  University  is 
-the  only  place  South  of  the  Boyne  from 
which  the  Government  can  get  Con- 
servative Members.  The  Government 
feel  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  main- 
tain this  constituency  as  a  hot- bed  for 
Tories.  In  the  name  of  goodness  what 
-would  have  become  of  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  if  he 
had  not  had  Dublin  University  to  supply 
ihim  with  the  seat  in  this  House  ?  It 
would  have  been  painful  to  see  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  scouring  about 
Ireland  to  see  if  any  constituency  would 
take  pity  upon  him  and  give  him  a  seat 
in  oraer  that  he  might  hold  the  office 
whioh  the  Government  has  given  him. 
Universi^  representation  affects  Ire- 
land very  differently  to  England.  The 
Universities  of  England  are  national 
anstitations.  In  l^gland  men  of  all 
jpositioiis  can  afford  to  go  to  the  Uni- 
'▼eanitieSi  bat  in  Ireland  that  is  not 
•0.  DuUin  University  is  by  no  means 
M  national  institation.  It  is,  and  always 
lias  bssni  an  ii  nation  of  the  ascend- 
4MJ party.    loo  not  wish  to  put  the 

^M||phl«mm  J       see  introdoced  m 
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any  debate  affecting  Ireland,  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  Dublin 
University  is  an  institution  which  the 
great  mass  of  the  Irish  people  do  not 
support  because  it  is  monopolized  to  a 
great  extent  by  people  who  hold 
religious  opinions  differing  from  those 
of  the  majority  of  the  people.  There  is 
a  Catholic  University  which  is  largely 
supported  by  the  people,  but  it  has  not 
the  right  to  send  a  single  representative 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  I  am  not  in 
favour  of  either  the  Protestant  Institution- 
of  Trinity  College  or  of  the  Catholic  Uni- 
versity in  Ireland,  or  of  any  University, 
having  direct  representation,  but  I  con- 
tend that  is  manifestly  unjust  that 
whereas  Trinity  College,  which  is  an 
institution  which  the  great  bulk  of  the 
Catholic  people  of  Ireland  do  not 
utilize  or  patronize,  has  the  power  to 
send  two  Members  to  this  House,  the 
other  University,  whioh  is  supported  by 
the  great  bulk  of  the  people,  has  not 
the  power  to  send  a  single  Representative 
here.  If  University  representation  is 
good  for  the  institution  of  the  minority, 
why  has  it  not  been  extended  to  the 
institution  of  the  majority  ?  In  the 
opinion  of  nine-tenths  of  the  Irish 
people  the  representation  of  Dublin 
University  is  retained  simply  in  order 
to  convenience  the  Government  when- 
ever they  want  to  send  gentlemen  to 
this  House  to  occupy  official  positions, 
such  as  that  of  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland.  Now,  it  has  been  said  in 
debate  that  it  would  be  a  great  pity  if 
Universities  were  not  represented  in  this 
House,  and  that  they  have  special 
claims  to  that  distinction.  But  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  will  not, 
I  am  sure,  think  I  wish  to  say  anything 
offensive  at  all  if  I  maintain  that  he 
himself  cannot  claim  that  he  is  in  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  representing 
the  culture  or  the  eaucation  of  the  Irish 
people,  or  even  the  electorate  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  here  not  as  the  represen- 
tative of  University  culture,  he  is  here 
as  the  Solicitor  General  of  the  Irish 
Government,  and  it  is  perfectly 
absurd  to  maintain  that  he  sits  here 
in  order  that  Dublin  University 
culture  may  be  represented  in  the 
House.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land, I  believe,  wrote  an  exceedingly 
dazzlingand  highly  interesting  pamphlet 
on  "The  Begistration  of  Deeds  and 
Mortgage   Judgments,"    but  I  do  not 
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think  that  he  himself  will  claim  that  by 
this  aohieyement  he  received  a  passport 
or  established  a  claim  to  the  represen- 
tation of  a  University.    I  think  it  would 
not  be  right  for  this  debate  to  close 
without  at  least  one  Irish  Member  enter- 
ing a  protest  against  what  is,  after  all, 
an    absurdity    and    an    injustice — the 
allowing  a  small  knot  of  men  the  right, 
which  elsewhere  in  Ireland  is  accorded 
only  to  the  largest  constituencies,  of 
retumiug  two  Members.    It  is  said  we 
object  to  this  because  the  University 
has  returned  Unionist  Members.    The 
University  of  Dublin  returns  two  Con- 
servative Unionists ;  but  it  may  be  said 
that  the  University  of  Dublm  is  the 
only  place  in  that  part  of  Ireland  that 
returns  a  single  Unionist ;  and  it  should 
be  remembered,  in  discussing  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Union,  that,  but  for  this 
privilege  given  to  4,000  men  in  Trinity 
Uollege,  Dublin — who  represent  no  class 
of  the  people,  for  it  is  only  landlords 
and    people   of  that  class    who    send 
their  sons  there,  and  utilize  the  Uni- 
versity, and  who  represent  the  ascen- 
dency class — but  for  this  privilege  of 
sending  two  Members  to  the  House,  the 
magnificent  Unionist  Party,  who  make 
such  a  triumphant  display  here,  would 
have  only  sixteen  Irish  representatives. 
But  I  maintain  it  is  not  on  the  question 
of  Party  politics  that  this  ought  to  be 
decided.     Those  who  are  prepared  to 
maintain  this  absurdity  must  show  why, 
in  the  case  of  4,000    men  inside  the 
walls  of  Trinity  College,  they  should 
be  allowed  to    send  two  Members  to 
Parliament,    while   10,000    outside    in 
the  City  of   Dublin  are   only  allowed 
to    send     one    representative  to    this 
House.       If    you    are    not    prepared 
to    abolish   University    representation 
altogether,      you    ought     to     cut    it 
down  to  one  Member,  for  that  would 
adequately    represent  the    electors    of 
Trinity    College,    Dublin.      As  I  said 
before,    I    do     not    make     any    pro- 
test on  personal  grounds,  and  the  senior 
Member  for  the  University  (Mr.  Plun- 
ket)  is  very  popular  in  this  House; 
but  I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  after  all  is  an  Irishman,  must 
be  keenly  alive  to  the  opinions  of  his 
own    countrymen,   and  would  not    be 
sorry  if  he  had  a  legitimate  constituency 
instead  of  the  hot- house,  artificial  con- 
stituency of   Trinity    College,  Dublin. 
That  is  the  position  of  these  two  unfor- 
tunates. I  do  not  wish  to  be  offensive, 

Mr,  W.  Redmond 


but  imagine  the  feelings  of  these  two 
Gentlemen  from  the  Gtivemment  Bench 
when  they  arrive  in  Dublin.  They 
have  to  pass  tlirough  streets  where 
almost  every  person  they  meet  is  a 
Nationalist  and  Home  Holer,  and 
throughout  the  whole  of  that  part  of 
Ireland  they  cannot  feel  a  breath  of 
Tory  atmosphere  until  they  get  within 
the  walls  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin* 
where  there  is  a  Tory  garrison.  That 
is  a  position  they  do  not  find  exoeed-- 
ingly  comfortable,  I  am  sure.  Though 
they  support  the  Government  to-night,. 
in  their  hearts  they  must  know  they  are 
giving  a  vote  for  a  thing  that  is  nnjnst, 
and  they  must  know  very  well  that  ihe 
time  wUl  vexy  soon  come  when  this> 
class,  as  well  as  other  classes^  of  privi- 
lege will  bo  swept  away  by  the  ad- 
vancing tide  of  democracy  and  Home 
Eule.  The  hon.  Member  for  Prest- 
wich  Division,  the  single  exception 
among  Members  who  support  the 
Government  and  is  not  a  university 
representative,  though  nearly  related 
to  one,  said  there  was  in  Ireluid  a  oon- 
stituency.  smaller  than  Dublin  Univer- 
sity.    I  do  not  know  where  this  is. 

♦Mb.  MOWBRAY:  The  constituency- 
of  Kerry,  which  numbers  3,780,  while  in 
Dublin  University  the  electors  are  4,094* 
Mk.  W.  REDMOND :  Yes ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  forgets  that  South  Keny 
returns  but  one  Member,  and  the  4,000i 
of  the  University  return  two.  The  hem 
Gentleman  was  also  good  enough  to  saj 
that  if  changes  in  representation  are  to* 
be  made,  then  change  should  take  the* 
direction  of  reducing  the  number  q£ 
Members  for  Ireland.  I  was  eztremely 
surprised  to  hear  that  from  the  hon.. 
Member,  for  it  would  be  breaking  or 
I  smashinfi;  one  of  the  fundamental  articles- 
of  that  Act  of  Union  of  180^  his  Party 
have  sworn  never  to  destroy,  for  under 
that  Act  we  are  entitled  to  the  represen- 
tation we  now  have.  However,  1  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member,  it  might  not  be 
unwise  to  reduce  the  number  of  Repre* 
sentatives  in  the  House,  and  p;oing  so 
far  with  him,  I  hope  he  will  ynji  in  the 
attempt  to  reduce  that  number  by  two. 

♦The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  R.  D.  PLUSKmr,. 
Dublin  University)  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Fermanagh,  who 
has  just  sat  down  will  admit  he  has 
hardly  dealt  justly  with  me,  for  while  in 
the  first  sentence  he  complained  that 
none    but    University   Members   had 
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taken  part  in  the  debate— in  which,  by 
the  way,  he  was  not  quite  correct — the 
next  moment  he  rated  me  because  I  had 
not  spoken ;  and  no  w  I  think  I  have  reason 
further  to  complain  that  he  has  left  me 
but  very  few  minutes  to  reply  to  the 
important  speech  he  has  just  delivered. 
Let  me  point  out  when  the  hon.  Member 
expresses  so  much  pity  for  my  hon.  and 
learned  Colleague  and  myself,  that  the 
course  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
at  Dublin  University  was  a  brilliant  one, 
and  that  his  success  at  the  Bar  has  won 
the  confidence  and  admiration  of  all  his 
constituents.  The  hon.  Member  ex- 
presses sympathy  for  our  forlorn  condi- 
tion in  that  we  have  only  the  limited 
number  of  4,000  constituents  to  return 
us  to  Parliament,  but  the  hon.  Member 
only  had  the  support  of  8, 1 28  votes,  and 
secured  his  return  by  a  majority  of  266. 
Mr.  REDMOND  :  I  am  loth  to  inter- 
rupt the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  hope 
he  will  excuse  me.  He  says  I  only  got 
3,000  odd  to  vote  for  me,  but  he  will 
remember  he  bad  only  1,800  supporters. 
*Mk.  BLUNKET:  That  is  to  say 
that  I  had  to  ask  my  friends  to  cease 
voting  as  there  was  no  occasion  to 
continue,  seeing  that  after  several  days 
polling  my  opponents  had  succeeded 
in  obtaining  60  votes  altogether.  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  his 
pity  is  misplaced.  But  I  do  not  think 
the  House  will,  at  this  hour  expect  from 
me  that  I  should  go  over  the  general 
STOonds  so  well  covered  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  and  the  other  side  in 
opposition  to  this  Motion.  I  must  say 
that  I  have  never  heard  so  grave 
a  proposition  as  that  contained  in  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee, 
however  ably  and  forcibly  he  himself 
endeavoured  to  advocate  it,  supported 
by  arguments  so  slender  and  unsatis- 
factory as  those  we  have  heard  to-night. 
The  proposal  is  to  make  a  change  in  the 
constitution  of  Parliament;  a  change 
that  would  afifect  an  institution  which 
has  existed  for  two  and  a  half  centuries, 
the  representation  of  Universities  in  this 
House.  That  principle  adopted  so  long 
ago  has  on  every  occasion  when  Parlia- 
mentary representation  has  been  recon- 
sidered, been  re -affirmed,  and  sometimes 
extended.  The  hon.  Member  who  intro- 
duced the  Kesolution  tried  to  explain 
these  various  occasions,  but  how  does  it 
come  about  that  whereas  at  the  begin- 
ning^ of  the  century  there  were  only  five 
University  Members,  there  are  now  nine  f 


It  is  because  Parliament,  having  re- 
peatedly revised  the  representation  of  the 
people  since  then,  has  thought  it  wise 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  community 
that  the  number  of  University  Members 
should  be  increased.  So  it  was  that  in 
the  g^at  Reform  Bill  of  Lord  Grey,  a 
Member  was  restored  to  tbe  University 
of  Dublin,  who  had  been  taken  away  by 
the  Act  of  Union.  So  it  was  that  in  1868 
two  University  Members  were  given 
to  Scotiand,  and  one  to  London,  which 
had  no  such  Members  before;  and 
so  it  was  that  in  1885,  when  the  ques- 
tion was  fully  debated  from  every 
point  of  view,  and  every  argument 
brought  forward  to-night  was  urged 
with  greater  force  against  University 
representation,  the  proposal  was  scouted 
in  this  House  by  a  majority  of  more 
than  three  to  one.  On  a  subsequent 
occasion  there  was  even  a  more  re- 
markable incident,  in  which  the  late 
Prime  Minister  re- asserted  and  vindi- 
cated the  principle  of  University 
representation,  and  to  this  I  shall  refer 
presentiy.  What  are  the  kind  of  argu- 
ments adduced  in  favour  of  this  great 
change?  We  are  told  there  are  too 
many  Members  in  the  House,  and  that 
the  Lish  difficulty  might  be  solved  if 
University  Members  were  taken  from  the 
House !  And  some  of  the  great  obstacles 
to  doing  business  would  be  removed!  This 
was  one  of  the  first  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  introduced  the  Motion.. 
Then  we  were  told  that  the  University 
Members  did  not  really  represent  tlie 
Teaching  University.  Well,  I  have 
heard  that  argument  before,  and  I 
must  say  a  more  bogus  arg^ument  could 
not  be  advanced.  Uan  anyone  tell  me 
there  is  any  man  more  acquainted  with 
the  teaohine  staff  of  any  University 
than  myself?  Do  I  not  whenever  I 
can  get  away  from  other  duties,  live 
amongst  them,  and  do  I  not  personally 
and  intimately  know  every  member  of 
the  teaching  staff,  and  a  multitude  of 
my  constituents  as  well?  It  is 
absurd  to  urge  the  House  to  destroy 
this  representation,  only  because  the 
Member  who  represents  the  Univer- 
sity is  not  himself  a  member  of  the 
teaching  staff.  It  is  indeed  impos- 
sible to  be  both  at  the  same  time 
teaching  there,  and  representing  the 
teaching  staff  here.  Then  it  is 
said  that  if  we  do  not  represent  th» 
teaching  body  we  ought  to  represent  th» 
g^raduatee  and  then  there  might  be  a. 
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precisely  in  the  days  of  Lord  Stratford 
de  Redcliffe ;  matters  are  much  changed ; 
and  I  do  not  think  it  is  quite  so  easy  to 
obtain  absolutely  accurate  information 
as  to  what  goes  on.     But  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed   to  say  what  the  Turkish 
Ambassador  has  stated  to  me ;  although 
it  is  not  official,  I  think  I  can  do  no 
wrong  in  speaking  of  it.     He  entirely 
disbelieves  these  stories,  so  far  as  the 
responsibility  of  the  Turkish   Govern- 
ment is  concerned.     He  said  that  what 
is  called  Armenia  is  a  country  inhabited 
by  various  races  and    various  creeds, 
separated    from    each    other    by    long 
traditional   antagonism  ;   that  Kurdish 
tribes,  a  pastoral   and   nomad   people, 
residing  near  the  Persian  border  from 
time  to  time  commit  atrocities  which  the 
authorities  deeply  lament  and  do  all  in 
their  power  to  prevent,  and  when  the 
outrages  are  committed  these  pastoral 
tribes  pass   over  the   border  the  next 
day  and  are  entirely  out  of  the  reach 
of  the  Turkish  Authorities.     We  know 
something  even  in  this  country  of  the 
difficulty  of    absolutely   preventing  in 
Ireland  cruel  outrages,   resulting  from 
the  existence  of  divisions  of  race   and 
creed  and  long  traditional  antagonisms, 
but  we  experience  it  in  a  very  slight 
degree,  and  we  cannot  be  surprised  that 
in  a  country  where  the  power  of  the 
Oovernment  is  less  than  it  is  here,  on 
account  of  the  vast  distances,  the  fewer 
opportunities,  and  the  smaller  resources, 
that  such  raids  as  those  of  the  Kurdish 
tribes,  moving  rapidly  from  one  country 
to  another,  should  be  difficult  always  to 
prevent.  My  Lords,  I  entirely  sympathize 
with   the    feelings  of  my  noble  Friend, 
and  think  he  was  within  his  right  in 
putting  this  question,  and  I  agree  that 
England  is  under  considerable  responsi- 
bilities, in  consequence  of  the  engage- 
ments  that    have   been    entered    into  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  these  considera- 
tions   should   prevent  us  from  looking 
upon    the   matter    with    prudence.     It 
must  be  remembered  that  remonstrance 
is    a   double-edged   weapon.     If  there 
is  any  power  behind  it  to  give  effect 
to  it,  it  may  have  effect  upon  the  local 
authorities    of     the    raided    country. 
Nevertheless,  when  we  know  that  what 
we    are  saying  here   may  have   effect 
rather  in  aggravating  the  treatment  of 
the  Armenians,   those  who   wish  them 
well  will  at  least  refrain  from  saying 
anything    which    may    diminish     the 

The  Marqueu  of  Salisbury 


activity  and  zeal  of  the  autfaoritieB  on 
their  behalf.     Therefore,  withoat  in  the 
slightest  degree  wishing^  to  complain  of 
or  deprecate  such  action  aa  tkat  of  my 
noble  Friend,  I   would  earnestly  press 
upon  the  friends  of  the  Armenians  to 
consider  these  matters    with    care  and 
prudence,  and  not  to  press  the  Govern- 
ment, or  to  put  pressure   through  the 
Government  upon  the  Ottoman  Authori- 
ties, unless  they  are  certain  that  there 
is  a  strong  case  for  doing  so,  and  unless 
they  have  a  strong  conviction  that  the 
remonstrances  they  ask  for  will  have  the 
effect  which  they  very  laudably  desiie.  I 
will  only  assure  my  noble  Friend  that  the 
Ottoman  Government  earnestly  desires 
— has  every  reason  that  prudence  and 
common- sense  could  dictate  for  desiring 
— to  govern  these  people  with  justice, 
and    to  maintain  order;    and,  further, 
that  when  we  can  exert  any  influence 
we  shall  always  do  our  utmost  to  give 
effect  to  that  desire. 

THE  SUGAR  BOUNTIES  CONVENTION 

QUESTION.      OBSEBYATIONS. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  at 
the  last  sitting  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons,  Sir  W.  Harcourt  questioned  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  as  to 
the  effect  of  our  commercial  treaty  with 
the  United   States  upon  our   right  to 
exclude  their  sugar,  while  we  admitted 
that  of  other  countries.     The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  stated  that  the 
question  was  one  for  the  Foreign  Office 
to  answer,  hut  he  gave  his  own  opinion 
that    the    Americans    were    absolutely 
debarred     from     pleading     the    most 
favoured  nation  agreement  against  the 
operation  of  the  Sugar   Convention  as 
against  themselves.     I  agree  with  Sir 
M.  Hicks  Beach  that  this  is  a  Foreign 
Office  question,  and  as  it  one  of  great 
importance,  I  ask  the  noble  Marquess  to 
inform  the  House  whether  his  view  is 
that  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.     When,  in  1885,  it  was  found 
that  the  United  States  were  making 
treaties   with   neighbouring    countries, 
giving    them    preferential    advantages 
over  the  West  Indian  Colonies,  I  claimed 
for  the  latter  the  advantages  of  the  most 
favoured  nation  clause.     The  American 
Government  pointed  out  that,  although 
the     United     Kingdom    had    a    most 
favoured  nation  agpreement,  the  Oolonies 
had  none,  and  they  declined  to  ooneede  it 
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to  them.  They  suggeeted  in  its  stead  a 
reciprocity  treaty.  We  made  a  proposal 
in  that  sense,  but  were  met  by  a  counter 
proposal,  which  it  was  impossible  to 
accept.  As  the  Colonies  had  no  most 
f  avourednation  agreement,  the  American 
arguments  respecting  the  Colonies  were 
irrelevant  as  regards  the  present  cir- 
oumstance^,  but  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  went  further,  and  argued 
that  the  most  favoured  nation  clause  of 
the  United  Kindom  did  not  apply  to 
the  case  of  reciprocity  treaties,  where 
one  concession  was  made  in  return  for 
another.  If  we  had  agreed,  or  even  if 
we  had  remained  silent,  it  might  be 
expected  that  the  Americans  had  lost 
the  moral  right  to  insist  now  upon  their 
treaty  engagements.  But  the  corres- 
pondence to  which  Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach 
referred  was  closed  by  a  long  despatch 
in  which  I  repudiated  in  the  strongest 
manner  the  American  assumption,  de- 
nouncing it  as  contrary  to  International 
Law  and  fatal  to  the  principle  of  most 
favoured  nation  treatment.  To  this 
Despatch  no  rejoinder  came  from  the 
American  Government,  and  the  negotia- 
tions ceased.  For  all  we  know  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  may 
say  that  they  had  been  convinced  by 
the  argument.  But  even  if  they  adhere 
to  their  obtter  dictum  of  1884,  that  a 
most  favoured  nation  clause  does  not 
apply  to  a  case  where  a  concession  is 
given  to  a  third  country  in  return  for 
another  concession,  what  is  to  prevent 
their  saying,  **  The  cases  are  quite  dis- 
tinct. In  this  one  there  is  no  concession 
in  return  for  another  concession.  We 
are  not  relying  upon  the  general  most 
favoured  nation  cause,  but  upon  the 
special  provision  in  our  treaty  that  no 
prohibition  shall  be  applied  to  American 
produce  which  is  not  applied  to  that  of 
other  nations  "  ?  And  what  is  to  be  the 
attitude  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 
Are  they  going  to  admit  that  the 
Americans  were  right  and  we  were 
wrong  in  our  views  in  lb84  ?  And  are  we 
going  to  adopt  a  principle  which  we 
then  showed  was  fatal  to  the  advantage 
of  most  favoured  nation  clauses?  My 
own  belief  is  that  this  clause  is  one  of 
the  greatest  value,  and  constitutes  by 
itself  the  best  kind  of  commercial  treaty. 
It  simplifies  tariffs  and  adds  to  freedom 
of  trade.  Its  abolition  or  its  weakening 
might  be  fatal  to  the  best  interests  of 
oommerce  in  the  principal  markets  of 


the  world.  It  is  therefore  of  great  im 
portance  that  the  noble  Marquess  should 
make  known  his  views. 
♦The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  in  answer  to  the  question 
of  the  noble  Earl,  I  may  say  that  I 
quite  Agree  with  the  views  of  Sir  M. 
Hicks  Beach.  It  is  a  question  of  what 
lawyers  would  term  estoppel.  The 
United  States  Government  are  estopped 
by  their  own  statements  from  making 
use  of  the  argument  which  was  hypo- 
thetically  put  into  their  mouths  by  the 
noble  Earl.  Nothing  would  give  me 
greater  pain  than  to  be  obliged  to  throw 
over  the  language  used  by  the  noble 
Earl  in  the  Despatch  he  has  referred  to. 
But  the  Americans  are  far  too  high- 
minded  to  try  to  escape  from  their  own 
statements,  from  declarations  by  which 
they  are  bound  by  citing  against  us 
subsequent  statements  from  our  own 
side.  I  am  speaking  from  memory,  as 
I  did  not  receive  the  noble  Lord's  notice 
in  time  to  enable  me  to  fortify  my  recol- 
lection ;  but  if  I  remember  rightly,  there 
was  a  treaty  signed  by  the  American 
Government  in  1886  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  Tonga— it  is  a  small  country, 
but  that  makes  no  difference — ^in  which 
the  doctrine  is  absolutely  laid  down  that 
the  most  favoured  nation  clause  is  not  to 
be  interpreted  a9  operating  where  there 
is  a  difference  in  the  conditions  under 
which  equal  treatment  is  demanded. 
I  do  not  therefore  suppose  it  is  likely 
that  the  Americans  would  attempt  to 
pass  over  their  own  deliberate  and  re- 
peated statement ;  but,  perhaps,  though 
I  have  not  the  least  desire  to  complain 
of  the  question  of  the  noble  Earl,  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  that  it  belongs  to  what 
has  been  called  the  science  of  hypo- 
thetics.  There  is  no  ground  for  believing 
that  the  Americans  would  have  the 
temptation  or  the  desire  to  make  such 
a  plea  as  that  which  he  supposes.  In 
the  first  place,  the  Americans  have  not 
dissented  or  shown  any  sign  of  dissent 
from  the  Convention,  and  we  have  no 
ground  for  saying  that  before  it  is 
ratified,  towards  the  end  of  next  year, 
they  may  not  have  adhered  to  it.  But 
even  if  they  do  not  adhere  to  it,  their 
law  contains,  in  the  most  clear  and 
categoric  terms,  a  prohibition  of  any 
bounty,  and  therefore  we  have  no 
g^und  whatever  for  believing  that  they 
would  ever  come  within  the  purview  of 
the  provisions  which  the  noble    Earl 
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says  would  be  interpreted  by  the  lan- 
guage of  this  Despatch  in  their  favour. 
When  the  case  arises,  if  it  ever  does 
arise,  which  I  do  not  believe,  I  shall  be 
prepared  to  join  issue  with  the  noble 
£arl  upon  the  legal  question,  but  I 
maintain  that  the  legal  question  is  now 
so  hypothetical  that  it  is  not  useful,  and 
it  is  not  desirable  to  carry  the  discussion 
any  further. 

LoBD  HEESCHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
should  like  to  be  allowed  to  say  one 
word,  because  the  noble  Marquess  has 
made  no  allusion  to  that  clause  in  the 
treaty  between  ourselves  and  the  United 
States  to  which  the  noble  Earl  referred. 
This  question  does  not  depend  only  on 
the  most  favoured  nation  clause,  but  on 
the  express  provision  with  regard  to 
export  and  import  between  the  two 
countries,  a  provision  which  did  not 
come  into  existence  at  all  in  the  contro- 
versy which  arose  at  the  time  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  alluded,  and  there- 
fore, it  seems  to  me  impossible  to  say 
they  are  precluded  from  using  any  argu- 
ment with  reference  to  it  by  reason  of 
an  argument  that  they  may  have  used 
in  relation  to  another  clause  altogether  in 
the  treaty.  It  strikes  me,  with  all  respect, 
it  is  a  somewhat  dangerous  doctrine  to 
say  that,  because  a  particular  Power  has 
used  an  argument  in  relation  to  a  com- 
mercial treaty,  or  a  provision  of  a  com- 
mercial treaty  with  which  they  have 
disagreed,  that,  therefore,  we  ought  to 
treat  that  provision  in  that  treaty  as 
having  the  meaning  which  they  con- 
tended we  have  erroneously  put  upon  it 
at  any  time  or  at  ail  times. 
*TnB  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
did  not.  understand  the  question  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  refer  to  anything  else  but 
the  favoured  nation  clause ;  therefore,  I 
am  not  prepared  to  deal  with  the  par- 
ticular matter  to  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  refers.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  reference  to  a  subsequent 
treaty  is  a  reference  of  a  different 
character  to  that  to  which  the  last 
argument  applied. 

PHTSICAL  EDUCATION    IN    ELEMEN- 
TARY SCHOOM. 

*TnE  Earl  of  MEATS:    I  have  to 
move  the  following  Resolution — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
Education  Code  is  defective,  inasmuch  as  it  fails 
to  provide  adequate  facilities  for  the  physical 
education  of  children  attending  elementary 
schools." 

The  Marquess  of  8^' ' 


My  Lords,  in  moying^  this  Heaolation, 
I  do  not  desire  in  the  smallest  degree  to 
belittle  the  work  of  the  GhoTemment  in 
the  new  Education  Oode^     X  quite  feel 
that  it   was   an   improTement    on    its 
predecessor.     At    the     same    time,    I 
desire  by  this  Besolatioxi  to  emphasixe 
the  fact  that  physical  edocation  seems 
to  me  almost  entirely  ignored  in  the 
Code.    My  Lords,  it  is  necessary  that 
the  physique  of  the  population  of  this 
country  should  be  improved.    Batbefors 
I  enter  upon  that  consideration,  I  desire 
to  draw  your  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  population  and  the  circnm* 
stances  connected  with  the  population  of 
this  country  are  entirely  different  from 
what  they  were  a  very  few  years  ago, 
and   also  that  these    islands  are  in  a 
very  different  position  from  any  other 
country,  I  may  say,  on  the  ftuse  of  the 
globe.     I  mean  by  that.  My  Lords,  that 
whereas  Belgium,  for  instanoe,  is  a  very 
thickly  populated  country,  and  perhaps 
more  thickly  populated  than  this  country, 
still  there  is  no  other  land  on  the  faoe 
of  the  globe  in  which  the  popidation  is 
congregated  in  towns  in  such  enormous 
numbers  as  in  these  islands.     Belgiom 
is  a  thickly  populated  country,  but  its 
population  is,  to  a  large  extent,  found 
in    populous   villages;    ours,    on    the 
contrary,   is  in  a  great  measure    ool- 
lected  within  some  20  enormous  metro- 
polises, if  I  might  call  them  so.     Then, 
my    Lords,    not    only  have   we  these 
enormous  cities  studding  the  land,  but 
they    are    annually    increasing    at    a 
rapid  rate.      The  population  m  these 
islands  increases  at  the  rate  of  something 
like  300,000  a  year,  and  the  whole  of 
this  increase  goes  towards  the  enlarge- 
ment of  our  cities.    I  believe  that  ue 
influx  of  agricultural  labourers  into  the 
towns  of  Great  Britain  is  at  the  rate  of 
something  like  60,000  or  70,000  a  year. 
And  what  cities  they  are !   Most  of  these 
cities  have  spnmg  up  without  any  regard 
to  the  health  of  the  population,  and  wese 
masses  of  people  are  congregated  in  a 
groat  measure  in  narrow  streets  and  in 
confined  courts.  It  is  impossible,  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  allow,  that  a  genera- 
tion of  children  can  grow  up  healtihy  and 
strong  in  such  cities  unless  some  means 
are  taken  to  strengthen  their  bodies. 
There  is  no  doubt,  as  a  question  of  phy- 
siological science,  that  the  health  of^  a 
population  is  in  inverse  ratio   to   its 
tensity,  or,  in  other  words,  that  the  more  a 
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one- sided  one.  The  whole  idea  per- 
vading it  is  to  train  the  intellect. 
There  is  nothing  for  the  body,  which 
should  also  receive  attention.  The 
intellect  and  the  body  I  assert 
should  be  considered  together.  But, 
my  Lords,  it  is  no  use  allowing 
this  subject  if  you  do  not  put 
it  on  a  par  with  the  others. 
Those  subjects  which  are  neither  com- 
pulsory nor  paid  with  money  are  handi- 
capped, and,  I  submit,  unfairly 
handicapped.  My  Lords,  it  may  be  said 
that  in  the  Board  Schools  of  London 
Swedish  drill  is  taught,  and  that  we 
have  already  small  companies  of  boys 
drilling.  I  am  perfectly  aware  that 
Swedish  drill  is  taught  now,  and  for 
many  years  I  have  been  trying  to  get 
this  drill  taught  in  these  schools. 
Although  I  believe  the  Board  Schools  of 
London  have  been  exceedingly  anxious 
to  do  all  they  can  in  the  matter,  they 
have  not  got  the  power  or  the  funds  to  do 
it,  and  if  they  attempted  to  spend  money 
in  this  way  they  would  be  surcharged. 
I  therefore,  through  an  association 
with  which  I  am  connected,  proposed  to 
them  to  bring  over  Swedish  teachers 
by  means  of  voluntary  subscriptions, 
to  teach  the  Swedish  drill.  They  con- 
sented, and  I  was  enabled  to  get  £400 
to  bring  over  the  necessary  teachers. 
By  that  means  they  have  been  able  to 
teach  the  Swedish  drill  in  spite  of  the 
Government.  Thus  the  teachers  of 
the  Board  have  been  taught  Swedish 
drill  and  were  able  to  train  the 
girls.  But,  my  Lords,  Swedish  drill  is 
not  all  that  is  necessary.  It  is  excellent 
for  girls,  but  the  experience  of  several 
other  countries,  I  believe,  proves  that 
it  is  not  everything.  Germany  has 
not  adopted  it.  Germany  has  got  regu- 
lar gymnastic  training  for  its  students. 
Switzerland  has  not  adopted  it.  and 
Switzerland  has  got  gymnastic  training 
for  the  children.  In  Germany,  Switzer- 
land, Sweden,  and  Norway,  every 
child  is  compelled  to  go  through  a 
course  of  gymnastics  unless  physically 
unfitted.  If  that  is  necessary  in  agri- 
cultural countries  is  it  not  much  more 
important  that  English  children,  who 
are  living  in  crowded  slums  and 
alleys  in  our  enormous  towns  should 
have  something  done  for  the  training 
of  their  bodies  r  And,  my  Lords,  there 
is  another  argument,  and  that  is  that 
military  drill  does  not  expand  the  chest ; 
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it  does  not  increase  the  sLeo  of  the  anni^ 
and  it  does  not  increase  the  power  of  tht 
muscles  in  the  same  way  as  a  thoroaghly 
systematic  coarse  of  gymnastios  ooes. 
This  has  been  proved  by  those  who  hare 
taken  a  great  interest  in  this  sabject 
Dr.  Brookes,  of  Much  Wenlook,  says  that 
of  a  dozen  lads  of  about  eqnal  force  and 
strength,  he  set  six  to  drill  and  six  to  a 
course    of  gymnastics  for  six    months^ 
and  the  result  was  that  at  the  end  of 
six  months  the  six  who  had  g^ne  throngh 
the  course  of  military  drill  had  increased 
their  chest  measurement  by  11-24,  or 
very  nearly  ^  an  inch,  while  those  who 
had  g^ne  through  the  course  of  gym- 
nastics   had     increased     their     chest 
measurement  by  two  inches.    My  Lords^ 
I  do  not  think  I  can  do    better  than 
quote    the    authority    of    Sir     James 
Crawford  the  Director  General  of  the 
Army  Medical  Department  who  lately 
said    at    the    meeting    of  the    Britisa 
Medical  Association,  that  in  25   years 
the  number  of  rejections  for  the  Army 
had  increased  from  376*67  per  1,000  in 
1862  and  in  1866  to  415*58  per  1,000  in 
1882  and  1886,  showing  a  physical  con- 
dition of  the  masses  very  much  in  favour 
of  1862  and  1866.     He  said  tiiat  there 
was  evidence  of  perceptible  degeneration 
in  the  lower  orders  of  people,  and  he  says 
he  has  been  forcibly  impressed  with  the 
fact  that  the  recruits  drawn  from   the 
town  population  gave  by  far  the  largest 
portion  of  rejections,  and  that  the  cause 
of  rejection  is  inferior  physique.     The 
inferiority  is  shown  by  the  difference  in 
rate  between  town  and  country  recruitSi 
as  well  as  insufficient  chest  capacity  and 
diminuity  of  stature.     Again,  he   says, 
the    masses  are  of   inferior    physique 
to    what    they    were    25     years     ago. 
Another  authority.  Dr.  Fothergill,  in  a 
paper   which  he  read   before  the  An- 
thropological Association  at  Manchester^ 
said  that  Hgures  had  shown  the  supe- 
riority of  country  people,  as  can  be  seen 
every    day    of   our    lives   if    we   com- 
pare the  population  of  Hammersmith, 
Shoreditch,     and     such    places,     with 
the  population  in  country  places  like 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire.   Very  similar 
evidence,  my  Lords,  has  been  given  by 
Sir  C.   Brown  in  his   Report   on  the 
London    Board    Schools.      He    is    the 
gentleman  who  brought  out  the  facts- 
which  so  horrified  the  public  sometime 
ago  with  regard  to  the  overpressure  in 
those  schools.    If  we  are  not  carefid  of 
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the  physical  health  of  the  children  of 
this  generation  this  country  will  cer- 
tainly suffer  in  the  future.  I  hope  I 
may  appeal  in  what  I  am  about  to  say 
with  some  confidence  in  this  matter  to 
the  sympathies  of  the  Conservative 
Party  in  this  House,  for  if  ever  there  was 
a  man  who  cared  for  the  health  of  the 
people  it  was  the  Earl  of  Beaoonsfield, 
who  said  santtas  santtatum  omnia  sanitas. 
There  is  no  nation  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  which  favours  physical  exercises 
so  much  as  this  country,  but  the  physical 
exercises  are  voluntary  and  are 
carried  on  mainly  by  the  rich  and 
well-to-do.  The  result  is  that  the  weak 
and  the  poor  do  not  receive  that  physical 
training  which  they  should  have.  The 
Oermans  have  proved  the  wisdom  of 
introducing  competent  physical  training, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  it  was  owing  in 
no  small  degree  to  this  training  that 
their  soldiers  were  enabled  to  march  to 
Paris.  Qermany  is  a  country  which  has 
done  much  in  this  matter  of  physical 
education,  and  I  should  like  to  point 
out  very  briefly  to  your  Lordships  how 
it  was  that  Qermany  came  to  take  this 
step.  Most  of  us  know  that  it  was 
owing  to  the  defeat  of  the  German 
army,  after  the  battle  of  Jena  in  1806, 
that  Qermany  determined  in  future  to 
prevent  similar  disasters,  and  in  1811 
Johann  Jahny  formed  the  Turner- 
Vereine,  or  Gymnastic  Association, 
which  was  a  German  Association  for 
the  purpose  of  hardening  the  German 
youtns  and  strengthening  their  muscles, 
so  that  at  some  future  date  thev  might 
be  able  to  best  their  enemies.  In  1840, 
the  system  of  compulsory  exercises  was 
introduced  by  Adolph  Spiess  into  the 
teaching  of  the  schools.  In  this  country 
we  have  what  may  be  called  Turner- 
Vereine  in  our  larfl;e  Universities  and 
schools,  and     in    the     association    for 

Shysioal  exercises,  which  are  so  much 
elighted  in  by  the  children  of  the 
poorer  and  middle  classes.  There  is  no 
nation,  perhaps,  which  indulges  so  much 
in  physical  exercises  as  the  English 
nation.  But,  my  Lords,  that  is  not 
the  point.  Being  voluntary  the  result 
is  that  the  weaker  and  poorer  children 
do  not  obtain  that  physical  training 
which  I  should  like  to  see  them 
have.  The  example  of  Germany,  will, 
I  hope,  induce  your  Lordships  to  see 
whether  it  is  not  possible  to  do  some- 
thing   in  the  same  direction    in    this 


country.      The  Germans    have  proved 
the  wisdom  of  introducing  that  system 
into  their  own  country.     Some  people 
have  asserted  that  force  and  strength 
are    anachronisms    in    the    nineteenth 
century,   and  that  science  is  sufficient 
for  everything,  and  that  by  machinery 
we  can  do  with  few  physical  require- 
ments.    But,  my  Lords,  you  will  your- 
selves have  noticed  that  those  who  excel 
in  anything  are  the  people  who  have 
most  physical  power.     Taxe  our  Parlia- 
mentary Leaders ;  are  not  they  all  men 
who  have  been  renowned  for  physical 
strength,    or    our    leading    barristers, 
physicians  or  City   Clergymen,    all  of 
whom  are  hard  worked.     Could  they, 
if  they  had  not  strong  constitutions,  go 
through  their  work  ?    Is  strength  not 
also  necessary   in   the    lower  classes? 
Consider,   my  Lords,  how  hard  is  the 
work  of  a  compositor,  railway  guard, 
or  omnibus  conductor.     And  even  in  the 
case  of  women — dressmakers  and  semp- 
tresses — could  they  go   through  their 
hard  work  unless  they  had  some  amount 
of  physical  strength?     I  believe,  my 
Lords,  that  really  this  is  a  matter  in 
which  very  little  expense  would  do  what 
I  should  desire.     I  have  seen  practical 
proof  of  this  in  a  case  with  which  I  am 
connected,  where  I  converted  an  ordi- 
nary schoolroom  into  a  gymnasium  for 
the  small  sum  of  £5,  and  that  was  done 
without  in  the   slightest  degree  inter- 
fering with   the  ordinary  school  work, 
simply  by  hanging  up  a  few  ropes,  by 
introducing  into  a  doorway  a  bar  which 
could  be  used  for  athletic  exercises,  and 
one  or  two  other  things  which  could  be 
put  on  one  side  when  necessary.    In 
fact,  my  Lords,  a  large  gymnasium  is 
not    wanted    in    every    school.     I   do 
think    it    would    be     well    if    there 
was  a  large  gymnasium,  or  perhaps  ev^n 
two  or  three  gymnasia  in  our  large  towns. 
No  doubt  some  schools  have  already  set 
up  gymnastic  apparatus  in  their  play- 
grounds, but  the  absurdity  of  it  is  that 
having  set  up  that  apparatus,  they  are 
not  allowed  to  pay  anyone  to  teach  the 
use  of  it.     I  think,  my  Lords,  I  have 
shown   that  the  power  of  excelling  in. 
anything  depends  in  a  great  measure  on 
physical  stamina.     I  believe,  my  Lords^ 
that  by  such  a  system  as  I  propose  the 
great  national    crime    of  drunkenness 
would  be  diminished,  and  I  have  the 
authority  of  one  of  the  principal  teachers 
of  gymnastics    for    saying  that  those 
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♦Thb  Eakl  of  MEATH  :  My  Lords,  I 
have  g^ven  you  my  opiDion  in  this 
matter.  I  can  state  it  in  a  very  few 
words.  Physical  education  would  in- 
clude drill,  and  as  everything  depends 
upon  the  g^ant  that  is  given,  the 
National  Schools  will  push  into  the 
backg^und  subjects  that  do  not  earn 
money.  My  own  opinion  is  this,  that 
this  subject  should  be  included  in  the 
class  of  optional  subjects,  so  that  each 
school  should  be  left  to  do  what  it  can. 
If  it  did  not  choose  to  take  up  this  sub- 
ject, it  need  not  do  so.  If  it  chose  to 
take  up  drill,  it  would  be  paid  for  it.  If 
it  chose  to  take  up  gymnastics,  it  would 
be  paid  for  it.  In  reply  to  the  noble 
Lord  Norton,  I  wish  to  draw  his  atten- 
tion to  this  fact,  that  I  do  not  ask  for 
any  more  money,  because  I  only  desired 
to  put  this  subject  among  the  optional 
subjects.  If  the  scholar  is  not  drilling, 
or  at  gymnastics,  he  will  be  reading  or 
writing,  and  therefore  the  payment  will 
not  be  increased  in  any  way.  I  do  not 
think  sutBcient  stress  has  been  laid  on 
the  health  question.  This  is  a  question 
entirely  of  health.  It  is  not  an  orna- 
mental question,  or  a  question  of  mili- 
tary drill  merely,  but  it  is  one  of  health, 
and  I  hope  it  will  go  before  the  country 
in  that  form.  If  this  training  is  not  re- 
quired, do  not  let  us  have  it ;  but  all  I 
said  was  that  we  should  have  it  in  the 
large  towns,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  will 
give  me  an  assurance  that  he  will  place 
the  subject  among  the  optional  subjects, 
even  limiting  it  to  the  large  towns,  I 
will  withdraw  my  proposal.  Otherwise 
I  will  not. 

Question  put,  resolved  in  the  negative. 

STATE  GRANTS  FOR  MAIN  ROADS. 
QUBSTION-— OBSEBVATIONS. 

Lord  B£LP£R  :  My  Lords,  I  have 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
state  on  what  grounds  the  Locsal  Go- 
vernment Board  have  repudiated  any 
claim  based  upon  the  cost  of  quarter 
maintenance  of  main  roads  for  the  years 
ending  25th  March,  1888  and  18b9. 
There  is  one  point  which  I  think  perhaps 
in  strict  accuracy  ought  to  be  referred 
to,  and  that  is  that  the  grants  are  for  a 
quarter  for  the  Highway  Authorities 
and  a  quarter  for  the  County  Authority. 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  think  it  necessary 
to  apologise  to  the  House  for  bringing 
this  question  forward,  because  there  has 


been  so  strong  an  expression  of  opinion 
and  disappointment,  not  only  from  the 
County  Councils,  but  also  from  the 
various  Highway  Authorities,  that  I 
feel  the  Government  will  not  object  to 
an  opportunity  being  given  of  stating  in 
an  authoritative  way  their  opinion  with 
regard  to  the  making  of  these  grants^ 
I  think,  my  Lords,  in  order  to  make 
this  question  clear,  I  ought  to  re- 
mind your  Lordships  of  the  terms  on 
which  the  main  roads  have  been  paid 
for  up  to  this  time.  The  main  roads 
have  been  maintained  by  the  Highway 
Authorities,  either  the  parishes  or  the 
Highway  Boards.  In  the  first  place  the 
Highway  Board  has  had  to  pay  the 
whole  of  the  cost,  and  half  that  cost  has 
been  repaid  by  the  County  Authorities^ 
Then,  in  addition  to  that  half  paid  by 
the  County  Authorities,  and  which  falls 
so  hardly  on  the  district  itself,  for  some 
years  there  has  been  repaid  one  quarter 
of  the  cost  to  the  Highway  Authorities, 
and  a  quarter  to  the  County  Authorities^ 
Therefore,  under  this  somewhat  compli- 
cated triangular  arrangement,  which 
existed  down  to  last  year,  the  Highway 
Authorities  paid  one- fourth  of  the  cost 
of  maintaining  main  roads,  the  County 
Authorities  one-fourth,  and  the  Govern- 
ment one-half.  I  think  your  Lordshipt 
would  agree  that  this  system  is  so  com- 
plicated that  it  ought  to  be  done  away 
with,  and  that  in  future  it  should  be 
carried  out  in  a  different  manner.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  should  like  to  call  your 
attention  to  this,  upon  the  point  of  the 
permanence  of  this  system.  The  pay- 
ments by  the  Government  must  be  neces- 
sarily in  arrear,  and  such  arrears  were 
owing  when  the  Bill  passed  creating 
County  Councils.  What  takes  place  is 
this:  The  Local  Authorities  have  to- 
get  their  accounts  made  up  at  the  end 
of  the  period,  and  they  have  to  get  a 
certificate  that  the  roads  have  been  kept 
in  order.  Then  the  County  Authorities, 
as  soon  as  they  get  them,  pay  their  half, 
and  in  the  process  of  time  the  Govern- 
ment, two  or  three  months  afterwards, 
repay  a  quarter  of  what  has  been  paid. 
So  that  some  time  afterwards  they  are 
repaid  one-half  of  which  has  been  paid 
by  them.  This  grant  has  always  been 
paid  in  arrear.  When  it  was  first 
started,  the  Government  did  not  give 
the  grant  at  once,  but  they  waited  until 
they  had  the  returns  for  the  year,  and 
paid  afterwards.     It  was   therefore  iik 
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arrear  at  that  timOi  it  has  always  been 
in  arrear  since,  and  it  is  in  arrear  now. 
Then  when  the  Bill  appointing  Oounty 
•Councils  was  passed,  all  these  grants 
made  by  Govemment  towards  the  Local 
Authorities  were  done  away  with,  and 
it  was  resolyed  in  the  future  to  make 
the  grant  in  a  different  form,  and  that 
the  Oounty  Authorities  should  be  paid 
in  their  stead.  I  beiieve  the  Oounty 
Authorities  desired  that  the  g^ant  which 
was  owing  last  year  towards  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  roads  should  be  paid,  but  the 
Gt)yemment  would  not  pay  it.  My  Lords, 
I  will  take  the  case,  first,  of  the  Highway 
Authority.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
Highway  Authority  has  not  so  much  to 
depend  upon  as  the  Oouoty  Oouncil ; 
but  they  had  to  entirely  take  over  the 
maintenance  of  the  main  roads.  That 
has  to  be  done  in  future  by  the  Oounty 
•Oouncils.  I  will  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  fact  that  there  are  two 
years  of  arrears  to  the  Highway 
Authorities.  There  is  something  owing 
for  the  year  ending  March,  1888, 
and  a  sum  owing  for  the  year 
ending  March,  1889.  The  liocal 
^Government  Board  have  informed 
me  that  no  payments  have  been  made  to 
any  Local  Authorities  in  respect  to 
•the  claims  based  on  the  main- 
tenance of  main  roads  for  the  year 
ending  March,  1888,  or  for  the  year 
ending  March,  1 889,  nor  is  it  intended 
to  give  such  effect  to  the  Bill.  In  my 
letter  to  the  Board  I  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  really  these  payments  were 
due  for  the  last  two  years,  but  in  answer 
to  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
^said  they  had  forwarded  the  claim  to  the 
.Surveyor of  Highways, and  that  although 
bas^d  on  the  cost  of  maintenance  of 
main  roads  in  1886  and  1887  it  was  a 
contribution  in  aid  of  expenditure  during 
the  financial  year  1888-9.  Therefore  it 
is  clear,  as  far  as  the  Government  con- 
tention goes,  they  are  not  in  arrear,  but 
that  the  payments  have  been  made  for 
the  year  which  has  actually  been 
Tunning.  As  I  have  pointed  out,  I  do 
not  believe  this  contention  can  be  sup- 
ported by  evidence.  I  know  there  are 
•certain  Highway  Authorities  who  have 
made  financial  arrangements  knowing 
that  that  half  would  be  paid  back  at  the 
•end  of  the  financial  year;  and  they 
would  be  put  in  a  somewhat  awkward 
position  if  it  were  done  in  any  other 
■manner.      But    I    think    the    Oounty 
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Oounoils  have  a   atroni;^    daim  npoa 
the  consideration    of  the    Ghyvexnment, 
because  I  would  point    out    that  ths 
Oounty    Oouncils    have     had    to    pi^ 
during  the  current  half   year  what  is 
coming  from  the  Gk>Tenunent.     They 
say,  '^  xou  are  bound  to  pay  the  High- 
way Authority,    thouffh    we    axe   not 
going  to  pay  you."     I  do  not  quite  see 
the  distinction  between  the  two  bodies 
in  that  respect,  and  if  one  has  a  pay- 
ment founded  on  the   sum   expended 
during  the  past  year,  and  a  payment  ia 
made  for  me  financial  year  on  aoooont, 
then,  I  think,  the  Oounty    Authorily 
should    be   put  in   exactly    the   same 
position.     I  think  we    are    bound  to 
pay  the  Highway  Authority.      At  the 
same  time,  I  think  both  of  them  should 
be  placed  in  exactly  the  same  position. 
But,  my  Lords,  that  is  not  the  point  on 
which  I  think  the  greatest  stress  ought 
to  be  laid.    The  Government,  in  bring- 
ing in  the  Local'  Government  Bill,  in- 
formed us  that  for  the  future  the  Gouniy 
Oouncils  would    be  placed  in   a  more 
favourable    position     than    they    had 
been  in  the  past;    that  those  grants 
would  be  larger  than  the  amount  which 
had  been  handed  over  hitherto;   and 
therefore,  that  the  Oounty  Oouncils,  in 
starting  their  work,  would  be  in  a  more 
favourable  position  than  Quarter  Ses- 
sions ever  were  before.    I  would  be 
perfectly  willing  to  base  the  whole  of 
our   case  upon  the  question    whether 
that  will  or  will  not  be  the  case  this 
year.     We    have  had  some    expenses 
already,  and  we  shall  have  to  pay  for 
six   months  of  maintenance    of    high 
roads  to  the  Highway  Authorihr — ^SbX 
is  to  say,  half  the  whole  cost.     In  addi- 
tion to  that,  we  shall  have  to  make 
some  provision  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  county  roads  during  the  next  12 
months.    As  I  have  said,  we  shall  have 
nothing  to  meet  this  in  the  way  of  any 
payment  in  aid  at  the  beginning  of  the 
year;    and,    of  course,  ful  we  oan   do 
will  depend  upon  what  we  are  going 
to    [get      from      the      local      grant 
My  Lords,  I  beg  to  say  there   is   not  a 
single  county  in  my  neighbourhood  in 
which  the  estimates  for  the  coming  year 
are  not  in  consequence  of  this    higher 
now  than  they  have    been   for    many 
years  past.    They  are  considered  to  be 
higher  than  they  have  been  for  many 
years,  simply  from  the  fact  that  they  have 
had  to  meet  the  cost  of  the  maintenance 
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of  roads  for  the  past  year.  The  point  of 
the  Government  is  that  the  only  grants 
which  are  now  g^ing  to  he  g^ven  will 
take  the  place  of  the  old  grants,  and 
that  as  far  as  that  is  concerned,  we  shall 
not  be  in  a  worse  position.  I  woald 
ask  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
laws  which  regulate  this  gprant.  The 
whole  of  the  grant  which  is  handed  over 
to  the  County  Council  is  provided  for 
by  Statute  in  a  very  strict  manner.  It 
is  provided  in  what  order  the  Local 
Authorities  are  to  be  paid  by  the  g^ant, 
and  not  one  farthing  of  that  g^ant  can  be 
touched  by  the  County  Council  for  the 
purpose  of  the  maintenance  of  main  roads 
until  all  the  Local  Authorities  have  been 
paid.  I  understand '  that  part  of  the 
g^nt  is  paid  in  July,  part  in  October, 
and  part  in  February,  before  the  end  of 
the  financial  year.  That  will  make  it 
more  than  a  year  from  the  present  time. 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  rates  are 
higher  than  they  have  ever  been  before. 
It  is  clear  that  1 8  months  will  probably 
have  elapsed  between  the  last  payment 
and  the  payment  on  account  of  this  new 
g^ant.  I  am  very  sorry  to  have  occu- 
pied the  time  of  the  House  at  some  little 
length  upon  this  matter,  but  I  think 
the  House  will  see  that  it  is  rather  an 
important  one,  and  unless  it  is  put  for- 
ward in  some  detail,  it  would  be  im- 
possible  to  make  out  where  we  stand. 
Equitably  speaking,  even  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  place  us  this  year  in  as 
good  a  position  as  we  were  in  in  former 
years,  we  should  then  feel  that  if  they 
cannot  pay  the  grant  in  this  form,  the 
County  Authorities  are  at  least  en- 
titled to  some  consideration  for 
this  present  financial  year.  My  Lords, 
I  think  that  the  manner  in  which 
the  County  Councils  are  working 
generally  seems  to  give,  as  far  as  I  can 
judge,  considerable  satisfaction,  but  a 
great  part  of^  that  satisfaction  will  be 
marred  from  the  fact  that  during  the 
first  year  of  the  County  Councils  they 
have  been  pressed  further  than  these 
authorities  have  ever  been  before.  In 
this  way,  my  Lords,  the  County  Councils 
will  be  put  in  an  unfavourable  position 
in  which  they  do  not  deserve  to  be  placed. 
They  will  not  be  placed  according  to  the 
declaration  of  Government  in  a  more 
favourable  position  than  the  old  authori- 
ties were  by  the  former  grants,  and  that 
declaration  wiU  certainly  not  be  kept  if 
an  incident  of  the  period  of  transition  is 


to  be  the  loss  of  th«  grants  that  are  over- 
due, and  which  would  have  been  received 
in  the  ordinary  course  if  no  change  in 
County  Government  had  been  made. 

Viscount  TORRINGTON:  My  Lords, 
there  has  been  no  repudiation  of  any 
valid  claim  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  this  matter.  It  is  assumed  that 
the  Government  are,  in  the  present  and 
next  financial  year,  liable  to  pay  to  the 
Local  EUghway  Authorities  a  quarter  of 
the  cost  which  was  incurred  by  them  in 
the  maintenance  of  main  roads  in  the 
years  ended  Lady  Day,  1888  and  1889. 
There  is,  however,  no  good  ground  for 
any  such  assumption.  The  facts  are 
these : — The  County  Authorities,  under 
the  Highways  and  Locomotives  (Amend- 
ment) Act,  1878,  were  required  to  pay 
to  the  Local  Highway  Authorities  one- 
half  of  the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of 
the  main  roads,  when  such  roads  had 
been  certified  by  the  County  Surveyor  to 
have  been  maintained  in  a  proper  con- 
dition. It  was  therefore  the  practice  of 
the  County  Authorities  to  pay  in  one  year 
a  moiety  of  the  expenditure  incurred  in 
the  preceding  year.  In  1882  it  was 
determined  by  Parliament  to  make  a 
grant  to  the  Local  Authorities  in  respect 
of  main  roads  in  anticipation  of  the 
larger  relief  to  local  taxation  which  was 
made  by  the  Local  Government  Act. 
This  grant  was,  of  course,  intended  to 
be  in  aid  of  the  expenditure  of  the  par- 
ticular year  in  which  the  g^ant  was  paid ; 
but  for  the  purpose  of  the  distribution 
among  the  difiPerent  authorities  it  was 
determined  to  take  as  the  basis  a  moiety 
of  the  sum  allowed  by  the  county 
in  the  previous  year.  This  was  done 
in  order  to  secure  the  full  advantage 
of  the  examination  of  the  claims 
of  the  Local  Authorities  by  the  County 
Authoritv.  It  is  clear  that  the  grant 
was  made  for  the  particular  year  in 
which  it  was  voted  and  paid,  and  not 
for  the  preceding  period  in  which  the 
expenditure  which  was  the  basis  of  the 
distribution  was  incurred.  Any  other 
contention  would  involve  this,  that  when 
Parliament  in  the  year  ended  Lady  Day, 
1883,  voted  for  the  first  time  a  certain 
sum  for  main  roads,  that  Vote  was  to  be 
regarded  not  as  a  Vote  for  that  year, 
but  for  the  year  ended  Lady  Day,  1881. 
This  was  clearly  not  the  intention.  Take 
the  past  year.  The  full  grant  for  the 
maintenance  of  main  roads  has  been 
paid    to   the  Local  Authorities  as  in 
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previona  years,  but  the  distribotlon,  for 
reasons  already  mentioned,  was  based 
OB  the  expenditure  allowed  by  the 
Ooanty  AuthoritieB  for  the  year  ended 
Lady  Day,  188S,  and  that  allowance 
vas  in  respect  of  the  expenditure  in  the 
year  ended  Lady  Day,  1887.  If  the 
Local  QoTeroment  Act  bad  not  passed, 
or  if  under  that  Act  the  County  Authori- 
ties bad  not  had  ceded  to  them  the 
License  Duties  and  Probate  Duty  Qrant 
tvovided  for  by  that  Act,  the  Local 
Highway  Authoritiee  would  no  doubt 
receive  in  the  present  financial  year  a 
similar  grant  to  that  whicb  they  have 
Teceived  in  past  years,  but  under  the 
Local  GkivernmenC  Act  the  License 
Duties  and  Probate  Duty  Grant  have 
been  substituted  for  the  Parliamentary 
grants,  and  the  revenue  ceded  is  largely 
in  excess  of  the  grants  whicb  are  dis- 
continued. It  cannot  beoontended  that, 
while  the  Local  Autboriee  are  to  receive 
the  Imperial  Revenue  out  of  which  the 
Parliamentary  grants  would  have  been 
paid,  tbey  are  also  to  continue  to  receive 
the  grants  for  which  it  ie  distinctly  pro- 
vided that  this  Imperial  Revenue  shall 
bo  substituted.  It  is  true  that  this 
revenue  will  be  received  by  the  County 
Authorities  and  not  by  the  Local  Highway 
Authorities,  but  it  is  to  be  borne  in  mind 
that  it  devolvesupon  the  County  Authori- 
ties from  the  Utof  last  April  to  defray 
the  whole  cost  of  the  maintenance  of 
these  roads,  and  that  the  Lncal  Highway 
AuthoritieE  are  altogether  relieved  of  the 
burden  of  maintaimng  them. 
•Eabl  SPENCER:  My  Lords,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
upon  this  matter  with  regard 
the  County  Councils,  after  the  st 
ment  which  has  been  made  by  the 
noble  Viscount  in  answer  to  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Belper.  This  matter  of 
the  subvention  for  the  lUBiDteQance  of 
main  roads  is  extremely  complicated. 
My  noble  Friend  has  put  it  extremely 
clearly,  and  I  have  nothing  to  say  by 
way  of  differing  from  him  upon  the 
former  method  applied  to  the  subvention. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  think  there  is  this  to 
le  said.  There  are  two  sets  of  authori- 
ties concerned  in  this  matter — the  High- 
way Authorities  and  the  County  Authori- 
ties. They  have  both  a  responsibility 
in  the  matter,  and  the  Oovernment 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  question 
whether  the  county  rate  has  more 
thrown  on  it,  and  the  Highway  Autho- 
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rities  less  thrown  on  them,  than  pn- 
viously  for  the  muntenance  of  theroMi. 
The  Government  have  only  to  see  tlut 
they  have  paid  over  soffioient  mon^  to 
relievo  the  local  burthen,  whether  it  ba 
in  the  shape  ofConntyor  Highway  BiD. 
The  Government  have  paid  oeitain  nnu 
towards  main  roads,  relieving  the  local 
rates  for  the  year  in  which  they  make 
the  payment,  but  oaloalating  the 
amount  on  the  cost  of  main  roada  fiv 
the  previous  year.  Had  they  not  dona 
this,  the  Local  Authoritiee  would  ban 
had  to  wait  until  the  aocounta  of  the  year 
had  been  audited,  and  this  would  hare 
created  an  inconvenient  delay.  They 
have  gone  on  paying  in  the  same 
way  for  1883-4-5-6-7-8.  Tbey  hsra 
paid  the  full  subvention — the  gaartar 
to  the  Highway  Authority  and  the 
quarter  to  the  County  Aathoritf 
—down  to  ISSB.  Then  they  eqr 
they  are  not  Koing  to  pay  any 
more-  And  whyf  Beoaaee  they 
are  going  to  give  an  eqaivaleirf 
and  more  than  an  equivalent  to  the 
County  Councils  by  meana  of  the 
License  and  Probate  Duties.  If  the 
Government  paid,  as  my  noble  Friend 
desires,  they  would  be  paying  some 
part  of  their  subvention  twice  ova. 
In  my  opinion,  if  a  Highway  Authority 
has  any  grievance  it  must  look  now  fw 
redress  to  the  County  Council.  Est 
now  I  should  like  to  preas  another 
matter  very  mnob  upon  the  Qovem- 
ment.  The  noble  Xioid  at  the  latter  end 
of  his  speech  thought  that  in  his  part  of 
the  country  soma  of  the  County  Counoila 
would  have  to  raise  very  considerably 
their  rates  in  this  the  first  year  at 
their  administration.  I  oonfeaa  that 
would  be  a  very  serious  tbio^.  It 
would  have  a  very  bad  efi'eot  in  preju- 
dicing the  country  against  this  new  Aot, 
and  I  therefore  think  it  is  important 
that  Her  Majesty's  Govwnment  should 
redeem  their  declaration  and  p^  the  full 
amount  of  the  subvention.  We  hoped 
we  should  gain  a  little  beside  what  we 
had  at  the  old  Quarter  Session,  some- 
thing  more  to  answer  the  heavy  burdeoa 
which  we  have  to  meet ;  but  I  think  it  ia 
of  the  greatest  importance  that  the 
Councils  should  not  be  put  to  any 
inconvenience  by  the  subvention  being 
less  than  the  charges  which  th^,  in- 
stead of  the  Government,  are  now  bonnd 
to  meet.  We  have  to  meet  the  an^ 
ventioD  to  the  Uniona,  we  ban  rIio  to 
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maintain  abBolutely  the  whole  of  our 
main  roads,  and  we  have  to  pay  for 
the  whole  of  the  Police.  I  need  not 
go  through  the  items  of  all  that  is 
now  thrown  upon  the  Oounty  Oouncils. 
I  therefore  would  press  very  much  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the 
Oouncils  should  receive  within  the  finan- 
cial year^certainly  as  much,  if  not  more, 
than  was  formerly  paid  to  various  Local 
Bodies ;  otherwise,  we  shall  fall  into 
difficulties.  I  am  aware  that  before  this 
can  be  finally  settled  an  agreement  as  to 
the  share  which  counties  and  boroughs 
are  each  to  have  of  the  Licenses  and  Pro- 
bate Duties  has  to  be  made.  I  was  one 
of  those  who  wont  through  the  process 
of  trying  to  agree  to  a  settlement 
last  week,  and  I  assure  your  Lordships 
that  you  could  not  have  a  much  more 
difficult  measure  to  carry  through  than 
to  come  to  an  arrangement  between  the 
borough  and  the  county  with  regard  to 
the  share  which  is  to  come  from  the 
Government  of  the  Licensing  and  Pro- 
bate Duties,  because  although  with 
regard  to  the  Probate  Duty  the  Act  in  a 
certain  sense  settled  the  principle  of  its 
division  for  the  whole  country,  you 
have  to  make  a  division  on  that  as  well  as 
for  the  other  licenses  within  each  county. 
My  Lords,  I  think  this  matter  of  the 
division  between  the  boroughs  and  the 
counties  should  be  settled  as  speedily  as 
possible,  and  until  that  is  done  the 
Government  will  not  of  course  be  able  to 
complete  finally  the  subvention ;  but  I 
venture  to  press  on  Her  Majesty's 
Government  strongly  what  my  noble 
Friend  so  well  put,  that  it  is  very 
desirable  we  should  get  the  full  subven- 
tion during  the  financial  year  and  that 
we  should  not  be  obliged  to  raise  higher 
county  rates  than  we  were  obliged  to 
raise  formerly. 

♦Lord  BALFOUR :  My  Lords,  I  think 
this  is  simply  an  exemplification  of  the 
old  proverb  that  you  cannot  eat  your 
cake  and  have  it.  If  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  had  not  been  passed  last  year 
the  grant  which  has  hitherto  been  paid 
by  the  Exchequer  would  have  been  paid 
this  year.  But  the  Bill  having  been 
passed  the  licenses  have  been  handed 
over  to  the  County  Councils  in  the  place 
of  the  grant.  The  amount  from  licenses 
will  be  larger  than  the  former  grants 
in  aid  from  the  Exchequer.  Un- 
doubtedly there  will  be  some  delay  in 
the  payment  of  the  siimi  this  year,  but 


the  noble  Earl  will  see  that  they  cannot 
be  paid  until  they  are  received,  and  the 
money  will  not  be  wholly  received  by 
the  Exchequer  until  the  end  of  the 
financial  year.  Considerable  payments 
will  be  made  in  July,  October,  and 
February  next.  This  is  an  important 
question,  in  so  far  as  the  different' 
County  Councils  may  be  placed  in  a 
temporary  difficulty  arising  out  of  the 
transfer.  I  believe  every  effort  will 
be  made  by  the  Government  to  pay  the 
money  as  quickly  as  possible.  With 
regard  to  the  larger  question  which  noble 
Lords  have  raised  as  to  how  the  County 
Councils  are  to  tide  over  the  difficulty 
of  having  to  levy  an  increased  rate  to 
meet  the  present  year's  liabilities,  the 
point  is  not  covered  by  the  Notice 
on  the  Paper  and  I  do  not  suppose 
that  the  noble  Earl  opposite  will  expect 
the  Government  to  g^ve  an  answer 
without  further  consideration.  The 
point  is  obviously  an  important  one, 
and  if  the  Government  had  received 
notice  of  the  question  they  would  no 
doubt  have  been  able  to  deal  with  it. 
The  Government  would  not  willingly  lay 
an  undue  burden  upon  the  Oounty 
Councils  in  the  first  year  of  their  exist- 
ence. 

Thk  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  it  is  quite  clear  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  right  in  the  view  they  have 
taken  as  to  the  question  of  the  payment 
of  the  money  this  year.  If  they  are 
right,  it  is  all  the  more  important  that 
^our  Lordships  should  impress  upon  the 
Government  the  extreme  hardship  which 
the  counties  will  suffer  if  they  do  not 
receive  a  sum  equivalent  to  the  amount 
which  they  have  lost.  If  they  have  to 
make  a  new  and  additional  county  rate, 
the  ratepayers  will  take  notice  of  the 
increase,  although  the  poor  rate  may  be 
reduced.  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  we  cannot  eat  our  cake  and 
have  it.  But  in  the  present  year  there 
is  no  cake.  They  have  been  accustomed 
to  a  cake  of  a  certain  size,  and  they  have 
been  told  that  they  were  to  have  a  larger 
one  this  year.  But  they  are  not  to  have 
it,  and  what  tl^ey  ask  is  that  the  cake 
may  be  made  up  to  the  same  size  as 
before.  I  think  the  Government  are 
really  bound,  having  announced  that 
their  measure  will  tend  to  the  relief  of 
rates,  not  to  allow  the  year  to  go  over  in 
such  a  way  that  the  rates  will  be  actually 
increased  instead  of  decreased.    It  is  not 
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enough  to  sa;  that  they  will  get  tlie 
money  in  ftnothsr  year,  because  the 
ratepayers  of  another  year  may  not  ba 
the  same  as  the  ratepayers  of  this  year  ; 
and  they  would  be  relieving  the  rate- 
payers of  another  year  at  the  expense  of 
the  ratepayers  of  this  year.  I  hope  and 
believe  that  the  la^er  question  will 
receive  the  careful  eonsideration  of  the 
Oovemment  with  the  view  of  preventing 
the  grievance  complained  of  from 
arising. 

Lord  BELPEHt  My  Lords,  if  we 
understand  that  the  Oovemment  consider 
the  County  Councils  are  entitled  to  the 
payment  of  the  full  subvention  within 
the  financial  year  so  that  tbey  shall  not 
be  obliged  to  raise  higher  county  rates, 
I  think  that  will  be  an  answer  to  my 
question. 

AGRICULTUKAL  HOLDINGS  [SCOT- 
LANDj   ACT,   1883,  AMENDMENT  BILL- 

(No.  42.) 

(second  rejj)Ino.) 
The  Eabl  of  ELGIN  :  My  Lords,  in 
moving  the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill, 
I  have  to  explain  that  it  deals  with  a. 
single  provision  of  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  of  1883,  the  provision 
which  relates  to  the  appointment  of 
arbitrators.  Under  the  provisions  in 
question  each  party  has  power  to  appoint 
a  referee,  and  a  single  referee  can  only 
be  appointed  when  both  parties  concur. 
That  provision  has  caused  a  considerable 
amount  of  unneccesary  expense,  because 
many  of  these  arbitrations  are  in  respect 
of  small  holdings,  and  the  cost  of  the 
arbitratorsswallows  up  their  whole  value. 
Under  those  circumstances,  the  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships  proposes  a  change 
in  the  law  to  avoid  that  very  considerable 
and  unnecessary  expense,  so  that  unless 
the  parties  agree  that  a  single  referee 
shall  be  nominated  by  the  parties,  the 
nomination  shall  be  made  by  the  Sheriff. 
My  Lords,  I  may  mention  that  this  Bill 
has  passed  unanimously  through  the 
other  House,  and  I  would  ask  your  Lord- 
ships now  to  give  it  a  Second  Beading. 

*Thk  Makquess  of  LOTHIAN  :  My 
Lords,  I  have  no  objection  whatever  to 
the  passing  of  the  Bill,  which  does  not 
affect  the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1883. 
It  does  not  affect  more  than   a  small 

fart  of  the  procedure  under  that  Act. 
have  only  a  few  words  to  say  upon  the 
matter.     I    would    point   out  that  the 
27m  Earl  cf  jSimitr 
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procedure  nndar  the  Aot  as  it  now 
stands  is  this :  that  any  oass  of  arlritTa- 
tion  must  be  referred  to  two  arbibaton 
unless  the  partiea,  with  an  oTersman, 
mutually  agree  that  it  ahoald  be  n- 
lerred  to  one  referee.  The  propoMl 
under  this  Bill  is  that  the  procedure 
should  be  reversed — ^namelj,  that  any 
such  ease  must  be  refaned  to  one 
referee,  unless  the  partiea  intereatad 
agree  that  it  should  be  remitted  to  two 
referees  for  their  decision,  with  power 
to  appoint  an  ovemzian.  Thrae  ia^ 
therefore,  no  change  in  the  principle  of 
the  Act  of  1883,  the  alteration  propoaad 
having  only  the  ohjeot  of  aanng  ex- 
pense in  carrying  out  the  pTOvimons  ol 
that  Act.  As  any  anoh  aavin^  must  be 
for  the  interest  of  both  landlord  and 
tenant,  I  am  glad  to  give  my  anDDort  to 
the  Bill.  o  ^       ±-1- 

Bill  read  2*  (aooordine  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Oommittae 
for  General  Bills. 


HOUSE    OF    OOHHONS, 
Mmtday,   ISM  Jfoy,  1889. 


PRIVATE  smiNESS. 

MARGATE  GOAL  DDES  BILL. 
Order  for  Third  Beading,  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Questioa  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be   now  read  a  third 

Mb.  B.  W£BSTEB  (St  Pancras): 
I  do  not  rise  to  oppose  the  Third  Bead- 
ing of  this  BiU,  but  on  looking  through 
the  Bill  I  perceive  that  it  ocmSnns  the 
system  of  levying  modified  ooal  dues  in 
the  town  of  Mai^ate,  until  the  year 
1920.  The  Corporation  of  Hamte 
have  apparently  no  new  fangled  method 
of  raising  money  to  propose  for  Deny- 
ing out  the  town  improvements,  but 
prefer  to  rely  upon  the  old  system  of 
raising  money  by  means  of  the  ooal 
dues.  I  find  that  in  the  United  Kin^ 
dom  there  are  no  lees  than  300  otw 
towns  and  ports  which  also  impoaa  thaw 
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ooal  dues,  and  I  maintain  that  it  is  an 
extremely  bad  system  of  taxation  to 
resort  to.  It  is  a  tax  which  falls  npon 
the  consumer,  the  producer,  and  the 
middleman,  and  is  only  borne  to  a  very 
modified  extent  by  the  inhabitants  of  a 
town  generally.  It  is  acceptable  to 
owners  of  property  who  know  that  their 
land  is  not  taxed,  and  to  occupiers  who 
do  not  have  to  pay  an  increased  rent  in 
consequence,  and  therefore  it  is  a  tax 
which  is  acceptable  to  the  inhabitants 
ffenerally.  I  know  that  I  am  precluded 
by  the  Rules  of  this  House  from  refer- 
ring to  another  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  but  I  may  say  that  while 
by  this  Bill  the  town  of  Margate  will 
crystallize  the  system  of  imposing  coal 
dues  until  the  year  1920,  this  great 
metropolis  has  never  yet  been  afforded 
the  privilege  of  discussing  in  aoy  form 
or  shape  whether  in  London  the  coal 
and  wine  dues  are  to  be  renewed.  I 
know,  Sir,  that  if  I  were  to  go  further 
you  would  rule  me  out  of  order.  There- 
fore all  I  will  say  is  that  if  the  town  of 
Margate  is  to  have  the  privilege  of 
levying  these  dues,  the  inhabitants  of 
London  are  fairly  entitled  to  equal 
treatment. 

Question,     ''That  the   Bill   be    now 
read  a  third  time,''  put,  and  agreed  to 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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PIER    AND    HARBOUR    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL. 
Order  for  Third  Beading,  read. 

Bill  re- committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House,  with  respect  to  an 
Amendment  to  the  Wexford  Provisional 
Order. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and 
reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
to-morrow. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  CONFIRMATION 
(ACTON,    &c.)    BILL  [LORDS.] 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR    PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS. 

Copy  ordered, 

<*0f  Memorandum  stating  the  nature  of  the 
FkopoMls  contained  in  ttie  Provisional  Orders 
laeuded  In  the  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Con- 

YOL.  OOOXXXV.    [thibd  bsribs.] 


firmation  BiU  (No.  8)."— (^tr  Miehasl  Eieks 
B0Meh.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  140.] 

BRITISH    MUSEUM. 

Ordered — 

Account  of  the  Income  and  Expenditure  of 
the  British  Museum  (Special  Trust  Funds)  for 
the  year  ending  the  31st  day  of  March,  1889  : 

And,  Return  of  the  number  of  Persons 
admitted  to  visit  the  Museum  and  the  British 
Museum  (Natural  HiRtory)  in  each  year  from 
1883  to  1888,  both  years  inclusive,  together 
with  a  Statement  of  the  Progress  made  in  the 
Arrangement  and  Description  of  the  Collec- 
tions, and  an  Account  ot  Objects  added  ta 
them,  in  the  year  1888. — {Sir  J,  Lubbock.) 

REVISING    BARRISTERS.  ' 

Address  for — 

Return,  showing  the  Circuits,  including  the 
county  of  Middlesex  and  the  cities  of  London 
and  Westminster,  within  which  the  several 
Revising  Barristers  and  additional  Revising 
Barristers,  if  any,  were  appointed  to  revise 
the  Lists  of  Parliamentary  Electors,  Burgesses, 
and  County  Electors  in  England  and  Wales  in 
the  year  1888 ;  the  names  of  the  Barristers 
appointed  for  each  Circuit ;  the  places  where 
each  Barrister  sat  ;  the  Electoral  Areas, 
whether  Counties,  Boroughs,  or  Divisions  of 
Counties  or  Boroughs,  included  in  each 
Circuit;  the  total  number  of  Voters  in  each 
group  of  Areas  included  in  a  Circuit ;  the 
number  of  Days  actually  occupied  by  each 
Barrister  in  the  Revision: 

And,  the  total  Cost  incurred  for  the  payment 
of  such  Revising  Barristers  and  the  Amount 
received  by  the  Treasury  from  the  Local 
Authorities  in  respect  of  such  Costs : 

Names  of  Circuits. 

Names  of  Revising  Barristers. 

Places  at  which  each  Barrister  sat. 

Electoral  Areas  in  each  Circuit, 

Number  of  Electors  in  each  Circuit. 

Number  of  Days  actually  occupied  in  re- 
vision. 

£    i.    d» 
Cost  of  Revising  Barristers 

Cost  of  additional  Revising  Barristers 

Total    £ 


Amount  received  b^  Treasury  from 
Local  Authorities  in  respeot  of 
such  costs      ...        ...        •••    £ 


— (ifr.  Stansfeld.) 

QUESTIONS. 

IRELAND— THE  ANTRIM  POOR  LAW 

UNION. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  (Cavan,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland  whether  the  yearly 
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fftLfi'^^'j^.  of  *.&e  <^'«rk  of  ^he  Aatvim  '  appl;.  aad  the  D«te  axe  not  lifted.  I la 
Yvit  Iav  TjLi'.n.  in  ^rAz^.'m  xa  bii  -  tDmnwd  thet  thia  does  not  necennilT 
fonr.sl  n]«TT  «>  <^l?rk.  va'titX  to  £142 ;  i  mrolre  tAoehinfc  tb«  note  on  Sbb^ct. 
M  r<^r-j>T.:c;E  offi';<^.  £10  per  ■ciiTim :  I  If.  hoverer.  offenee  ie  Mneed  to  ^ 
t&&:t*rT  r'fp.r:*-r.  £  1 0  p^r  ansmc :  cUrk  |  fe*1ing«  of  mnrona,  he  haa  a  letawlr  bv 
t'l  T>y:«l  Ku'X'-r-'.j .  £,l!>  p«r  &DDDm:  trring  the  qnHtian  nnder  th«  ZftthSH- 
c)«Tk  v>  B'irik!  BoaH.  £10  p«r  anmini: ;  tion  of  the  Act  of  1862,  whidi  iciresAt 
Juron'  A'.-!.  £47  [><-t  a-.DTim:  Psrli&- [  tight  of  rnnsecntion  to  the  Oark  of  die 
Ci«nt*t7  V'>>r«'  A^^.  £C0  p«r  kcnarc ,  '  Diatrict  Board,  or  to  any  other  paKS- 
r^;n'!^r»ti'iD  of  ^irth*.  £14  p«r  anDnm ;  Skre  ia  ineli'led  in  a  district,  ud  t*u 
Iniyiia*- Tax  B^'t'irci.  £10  p<T  umam  ;' weekly  time  dnee  time  therofbreappliK. 
f»**  for  "^py  of  r^^st'^r,   2«.  64.  «e>^h.  ! 

£10f*Taniiani;  whi^h'-r  the  Guardiens  !  PESSIOSEIIS  IX  INDIA. 

prop'iM^  V.  give  in  addition  £40  of !  Ua.  ETXG  fHuU.  Ceatzal)  aaked  dM 
foni»]  ralary  >■  ol>-rk :  whether  the  |  Under  S«cretarv  of  State  for  Ib£> 
Lo-al  Gon^rnm'^r.t  Board  rt-fu*^  to  j  whether  he  will  lay  apoa  the  Tablet 
ra'ifr  th»  oai'l  propo'a] ;  if  vi.  on  whet  j  Statement  showing  the  namber  of  pes- 
(rroiir.d^ ;  undT  what  Ant  of  Parlia- '  aionera.  retired  members  of  the  Ub- 
mfBit  havr-  rhf!  T^i'ral  Gov^mmeDt  Board  i  oovenanted  Service  in  Zndia,  irhoee  pea- 
power  to  frjr(«  Guardians  to  ^Te  a  sions  were  paid  in  England  prior  to  d» 
hif;h«  jtalarv  than  thev  •;on<iJder  reaviD-  I  rear  1864  ;  the  nemes  of  penaioiisn  u 
aMe,  takinf;  all  cir'nm^tanc^s  into  paid,  and  the  Fresidenciea  to  whieh  the; 
ao^oTjnt;  and,  can  the  Guardians,  when  \  belonged, 
making  an  '  .         -™  ^ 


lew  appointment,  do 
>i  the  windition   that   the  appoJnt- 
Tn*^nt  IH  one  from  year  to  y^ar,  so  that 
no  rftdfid  interest  will  be  created  ? 

TnK  OniEF  SECRET AKT  foe  IBE- 
LANO  'Mr  A.  J.  Balfoce,  Manches- 
ter, E.)  said  the  facts  appeared  to  be 
flnbstnntiallj  as  stated  in  the  qnestioD. 

SALMON  SETS. 
Mr.  MACINTOSH  flnTemessshire) 
askod  the  L^ird  Advocate  whether  nets 
pla/!e<l  on  the  Rsa  coasts  of  Seotland,  or 
in  estuaries,  fur  thf*  purpose  of  taking 
salmon,  are  subjerit  to  the  law  or 
custom  of  Saturday  "  slap  "  in  Scottish 
Rivers,  and  liable  to  conGfcation  or 
penalty,  if  ko[>t  set  o7er  Sundays; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  salmon  nets 
on  th<^  oasts  of  the  Islands  of  Skye  and 
Haanay,  are  never  closed  during  the 
fishing  season;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  this  practice,  involviag  constant 
Kunday  labour,  within  view  of  those 
attending  Dirine  Serrioo,  is  a  just  cause 
of  offence  to  the  people  ;  and,  whether 
means  can  be  taken  to  put  an  end  to 
the  desecration  ? 
•The  lord  ADVOCATE  {Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBEETSOK,  Buteshire):  The  Statutory 
salp  and  the  relative  penalties  are  ez- 
presHxd  by  the  Statutes  as  applying  to  the 
several  districts  to  be  constituted  by  the 
Commissioners.  It  so  happens  that  Baa- 
say  is  not  comprehended  within  any  dia- 
trict, and  it  is  maintained  that  in  ooiue- 
quenoe  the  Btatutoiy  slap  doM 
J/r.  Biggar 


Tbs  UNDEB  SECBETABY  01 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gout, 
Chatham):  If  the  hon.  Memher  wiD 
confer  with  me,  I  will  settle  with  bin 
the  form  in  which  the  Bstnnt  he  sski 
for  can  be  given. 

BTTBIAL  OROUNDS. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  HOBQAN  (Denbigh- 
shire) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  it 
aware  the  Bishop  of  Wakefield  hae  in- 
formed the  Burial  Board  of  Kirkheaton, 
Yorkshire,  that,  after  oonanlting  the 
Archbishop  of  York  and  other  Bishope. 
he  is  prepared  to  dedicate  their  bunsl 
ground,  as  requested,  by  osing  tiie 
Consecration  Service  withoat  the 
ezeontion  of  a  legal  inetrniaent,  pn> 
vided  that  the  Home  Office  Order  fhi 
Consecration  is  eanoelled,  that  the 
rector  is  a  consentiag  parfy,  and  that 
an  agreement  is  oometoae  to  theoleriei] 
fees;  and,  whether  he  will  ocmaent  to 
cancel  such  order,  or,  if  unable,  on 
legal  grounde,  to  do  so,  the  Ghiremment 
will  facilitate  legislation  which  wQl  pw- 
mit  the  substitution  for  coneeoration  of 
a  dedication  eervioe,  the  prinoipla  of 
which  the  Archbishop  of  York  and  othw 
Bishops  have  aeoepted  ? 

Tm  SEOBETABY  of  STATE  »ia 
THx  HOUE  DEFABTHENT  [Hi. 
Hattekwb,  Biimiugham.  E.)  :  The 
a  'ex  to  the  fint  paragraph  ia  tn  the 
am    lativB.    B»  ths  Rnrial  Acta  a  por- 
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secrated,  but  the  Acta  do  not  require  tenant    of   Ireland    whether    be    haa 

tbat  an  order  to  conaecrate   should  be  received    a   memorial    signed    b;    the 

made  by  the  Home  Office,  aad  no  such  offiuers  and  attendants  of  the  various 

order  has  been  made  in  this  case.     All  I  asylums  for  the  care  and  treatment  of 

have  done  is  to  call  the  attention  of  the  the  insane  in  Ireland,  prajing  that  an 

Board  to  the  requirements  of  the  Acts,  Act,    simitar  to  the  English    Asylums 

Thich  I  bare  no  power  to  modify   by  Act   (25    and   26  Vic.  c.  3,  s.   12)    be 

substituting  dedication  for  consecration,  passed  to  provide  retiring  allowanoes  to 

I  understand,  moreover,     that  in   this  Irish  officials ;  and  whether,  as  such  a 

particular  case  the  vendor  of  the  site  measure  passpd  the  House  of  Commons, 

stipulated  that  a  portion  should  be  con-  unopposed  in  1867  with  the  approval  of 

secrated.     The  Qovernmentare  not  pre-  the  Oovecnment,  he  will  give  favourable 

pared    without  more    consideration    to  consideration  to  the  memorial,   and  in- 

proposeorfacilitateany  alteration  of  the  troduce  a  Bill  to  remove  the  anomaly  at 

«3deting  law.  present  esiating   in   regard   to   a  veiy 
deserving  class  of  public  servants  7 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  seen 


OLELAND  WATER   SUPPLY. 


Me.   DONALD  CRAWFOBD  (Lan-  ^he   memorial  alluded  to  by  my   hon 

arkshire.NE.)   asked    the   Lord    Ad-  Friend,  but  I  am  afraid   I  cannot  hold 

Tocate  whether  his  attention  has   been  out  any  hopes  of  our  introducing  a  BiU 

called  to  the    fact  that  an  apph cation  dealing  witli  the  question. 
under    the    Public     Health     Act,    by  **  ^ 

ThomM    Gibb     and     others,     for    the  MR.  THOMAS  BARRY. 


formation  of  ^  water  supply  district  at 


Cleland,  has  been  pending  for  about  six        "Jv,*^^*^""    ^^^%-    "O^^ekedthe 

years;  whetherapetition  for  thereetifi-  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lore.  Lieutenant 

^tion  of  the  proposed   boundaries  was  "'  ^™'"'*   '^    ^%'^*T?'f,  ''"'A  """• 

presented  to  tL  Sheriff  in  May,  1887,  T*"^™^"  ^"""l  ^"^,9  '  "allow  Union 

and  the  Sheriff  remitted  to  an  architect  U>  S^-,  ^'"  o**  ^^  "  P''l'*=«'"»°.  "*  Kantwk 

report  on  this  question  on  3rd  October,  Railway  Station  on  the  4th instant,  who 

1887;whetherthereportwasnotlodged  <^'as?«d  h™  violently  from  a  railway 

tiU  13th  December,    1888;  whether,  on  °?"'?K«'  *°^  wrenched  his  arm;  why 

12th  January.  1889,  he  made  an  order  did  the  head  constable,  who  was  present, 

permitting    written     objections    to    be  refuse  to  give  the  name  of  the  eonsteble  ; 

Qgedtothe  report  witkn  eight  days,  a^f'sit  a  fact  that  when  Mr.  Barry 

but  no  objections  have    been  lodged  ;  again  demanded  the  name  of  the  offen- 

whether     tlie     Sheriff    has    given     no  ^'°S  "«°«table  at  Banteer  Station,  he 

decision  ;  and  whether,  if  thefe  facts  be  ""«  threatened  with  violence,  and  filthy 

correct,  he  wiU  inquire  who  is  to  blame  «P"W't«>?  used  towards  him   by  the 

for  such   extreme   delay    in    a  matter  constable  m  question  ? 
affecting    public  health,    and    consider        Ms.  A.    J.  BALFOUR  :    From  the 

whether  the  law  requires  amendment  ?  constabulary  report  received  it  appears 

*Ma.  J.   P-    B.    ROBERTSON ;  The  that  no  assault  was  committed  on  Mr. 

facU  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  are  Barry,   and   tbat  the    occurrence  arose 

substantially  correct.     Soma  necessary  <*"*  of  *"  attempt  on  bis  part  to  prevent 

delay  was  occasioned  in  the  initial  stages  two  constables  from  entering  the  railway 

of  the  inquiry  by  a  difficulty  regarding  carriage.      The    head   constable  statea 

the  boundaries.    I  am  informed  that  the  that  he  did  not  refuse  to  give  the  oon- 

SheriftSubstituteofthe  district  has  been  stable's  name;  hut  as  the  constable  had 

suffering  from  illness  lately  whioh  may  done  nothing  wrong,  so  far  as  ho  had 

account  for  the  delay  in  his  pronouncing  seen,    he    asked    Mr.   Barry    what  he 

any  deduon,  bnt  I  hope  the  matter  will  wanted  the   name   for.     The   train   at 

now  ba  decided  as  soon  as  possible.     As  ence  moved  off,  and  the  matter  ended 

at  preaent  informed,    I  do  not  see  any  there.     The  constable  denies  the  allega- 

I  mi  II I  mi  t  J  for  amending  the  existing  law.  tion  in  the  question  that  Mr.  Barry 

asked  his  name  at  Banteer,  or  that  he 

lEBLiKD— RETIRING  ALLOWANCES  threatened  Mr.  Barry  with  violeaco  or 

TO  ASYLUM  OFFICIALS.  used  filthy  expressions.     But  be  adds 

^lb.JOHNf    <       (Belfast,  S.)  asked  that  Mi.  Barry  was  most  offensive  to- 

'"""""'""  "to  tkia  Lord  Lieu-  wards  him. 

8X2 
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Mr.  fly NN  :  Have  the  Constabulary 
Authorities  instructed  the  head  con- 
stable in  view  of  legal  proceedings  to 
g'ye  the  constable's  name  to  Mr. 
any? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  unable 
to  say. 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (Yorkshire,  W. 
Hiding,  Holmfirth}:  Am  I  to  under- 
stand that  the  head  constable  did  not 
g^ye  the  name  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  understand  the  name  was  not 
g^ven. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  Are  the  Constabulary 
Authorities  aware  that  Mr.  Thomas 
Barry,  P.L.O.,  Mallow  Union,  is  con- 
stantly followed  by  policemen,  whether 
on  his  private  or  public  business,  and  is 
prevented  from  transacting  his  private 
affairs  by  the  constant  proximity  of 
these  constables  ?  Are  these  constables 
authorized  by  their  instructions  to  inter- 
fere with  Mr.  Barry  by  thrusting  them- 
selves between  him  and  persons  with 
whom  he  may  be  engaged  in  conversa- 
tion; and,  why  is  this  gentleman  ex- 
posed to  such  treatment  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  the  local 
police  have  reason  to  believe  that  Mr. 
Barry  is  engaged  in  the  unlawful  prac- 
tice of  endeavouring  to  prevent  the  sale 
of  cattle  in  connection  with  evicted  farms, 
and  also  that  he  had  been  named  by  Mr. 
William  O'Brien,  M.P.,  as  a  proper 
agent  in  organizing  on  the  Kenmare 
estate  the  illegal  association  known  as 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  The  police 
have,  therefore,  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty  watched  his  movements.  They 
deny  that  they  have  prevented  him  from 
transacting  his  legitimate  private  affairs. 
^  Mb.  FLYNN:  May  I  ask  whether 
in  this  case  instructions  will  at  any  rate 
be  given  to  the  Constabulary  not  to  in- 
terfere with  Mr.  Barry,  when  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  own  private  business  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  They  deny 
that  they  have  in  any  way  interfered 
with  him  in  such  a  case. 

POLICE  HUT  AT  KILLABRAKER. 

Mb.  FLYNN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  he  can  state  whether  a  police  hut  has 
been  recently  erected  at  Killabraker, 
near  Charleville,  and  how  many  police 
constables  are  stationed  in  it ;  on  what 
fund  or  what  district  will  the  cost  of  the 


maintenance  of  these  extra  polioemni 
fall ;  what  is  the  reason  alleged  by  the 
Police  AuthoritieB  for  placuig  this  pdiee 
poet  in  the  neighbourhood  ;  and,  is  he 
aware  that  this  district  has  been  excep- 
tionally quiet  and  free  from  outrage  or 
disturbance  for  someyears  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFO UB :  The  Oonstaba- 
lary  Authorities  report  that  the  police 
hut  mentioned  has  reoentlj  been  estab- 
lished. One  sergeant  and  four  constables 
are  stationed  in  it.  The  men  form  part 
of  the  general  extra  force  of  the  county 
at  large.  The  hut  has  been  eetablidbM 
to  protect  a  man  whose  house  was  recently 
attacked  by  night  for  his  having  taken 
ground  on  an  evicted  farm.  In  addition 
to  the  outrage  mentioned  there  were  two 
others  in  February  last,  and  the  place 
being  very  remote,  and  commanding  a 
large  district  of  country,  the  responsible 
officers  have  deemed  it  advisable  to  place 
a  hut  there. 

TREATMENT  OF  EHiaRANTS  AT 
BUENOS  AYHES. 

Ma.  MAURIOE  HEALT  (Cork) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  ixx 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  John 
Callanan,  late  of  Cork|  one  of  the 
emigrants  from  Ireland  recently  landed 
at  Buenos  Ayres,  who  towards  the  end 
of  March  last  called  on  the  British  Gonsal 
there  and  complained  that  his  wife  had 
been  forcibly  detained  in  a  house  in  that 
city ;  that  he  (Oallanan)  had  been  denied 
access  to  her ;  and  that,  on  g^ing  to  the 
house,  he  had  been  savagely  assaulted ; 
whether  complaints  have  reached  him 
that  the  British  Consul  refused  to  take 
any  action,  and  used  abusive  language 
to  Oallanan ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause 
an  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  ? 
♦The  under  8E0RETABY  or 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Febgusson,  Manchester,  N.  W.) : 
I  have  inquired  of  Mr.  Bridgett,  H.M. 
Consul  at  Buenos  Ayres,  who  lutppens 
to  be  in  London,  having  left  his  post  on 
the  1st  of  April.  He  tells  me  tnat  he 
never  heard  of  such  a  case  as  that 
described  in  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion, and  that  if  he  had  he  would  nave 
advised  the  man  what  to  do  and  would 
not  have  abused  him.  I  may  add  that 
I  have  seen  a  paragraph  in  a  Limerick 
newspaper,  in  which  the  kindness  of  Mr. 
Bridgett  to  certain  emigrants  from  that 
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dty  to  the  Argentine  Republic  is  gprate-  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE :  Could  not  the 

fully  acknowledged.  Admiralty  send  orders  by  telegraph? 

In  answer  to  a  further  question  by  The  amount  of  water  on  the  bar  is  the 

Mr.  T.  Healy,  principal  thing  we  want  to  know. 

♦Sir  J.   FERGU880N  said  that  in-  Lord  G.HAMILTON:  I  have  already 

quiries  should  be  made  about  the  case,  said  that  the  Surveyor  has  been  directed 

to  inspect  the  mouth  of  the  Zambesi  on 
POSTAL  TELEGRAMS.  his  way  back  to  Zanzibar. 
Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo-  Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow.  College): 
minster)  asked  the  Postmaster  General  May  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether,  oon- 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  make  sidering  the  critical  position  of  mis- 
arrangements  with  the  railway  com-  sionaries  at  Nyassaland,  whose  lives 
panics  so  that  postal  or  private  tele-  so  much  depend  on  the  navigability  of 
grams  could  be  sent  from  and  received  the  Zambesi,  he  cannot  take  steps  to 
at  the  railway  stations  where  no  other  accelerate  action  in  the  matter  of  the 
telegraph  station  exists  ?  survey  f 

♦The      postmaster     GENERAL  ♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  There  is  very 

(Mr.     Raikes,     University     of    Cam-  little  connection  between  the  safety  of 

bridge) :  On  the  4th  May  of  last  year  I  missionaries  and  the  navigability  of  the 

stated  in  this  House,  in  reply  to  a  ques-  Zambesi.      But  ever3rthing  possible   is 

tion  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member  being    done    to    expedite  the  survey, 

for   the  Chester-le- Street    Division    of  especially  of  the  bar.   It  is  very  doubtful 

Durham,  that  there  were  nearly  1,600  whether  the  reports  which  have  reached 

railway  stations  open  for  the  transac-  this  country  concerning  the   supposed 

tion  of  telegraph  business  on  behalf  of  channel  are  accurate, 
the  Post  Office.  I  may  add  that  arrancre- 

ments  are  continually  being  made  with  ACQUISITION  OF  SUBMARINE  CABLES, 
the  railway  companies  to  open  addi-  Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
tional  stations  for  telegraph  business,  bury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General 
where  there  are  the  necessary  facilities  whether  he  has  any  objection  to  lay  upon 
for  transacting  it,  and  I  shall  always  be  t*^®  Table  of  the  House  the  oorrespbn- 
glad  as  opportunity  offers  to  communi-  dence  which  led  to  the  acquisition  by  the 
cate  with  the  companies  in  regard  to  Governments  concerned  of  the  submarine 
any  reasonable  application  for  such  o*bles  between  England  and  the  Con- 
facilities,  tinent,  and  also  the  correspondence  and 

documents  relating  to  the  fixing  of  the 

THE  ZAMBESI  RIVER.  rate  of   twopence   per  word   for  mee- 

8iR  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford-  sages  transmitted  between  England  and 

shire,  Lichfield)  asked  the  First  Lord  France,  Germany,  Holland,  and  Belgium? 

of  the  Admiralty  whether  he  will  take  *Mr.  RAIEES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 

the  necessary  steps  to  ensure  the  Report  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  the  corre- 

on    the  navigability    of   the    Zamoesi  spondence  to  which  he  refers  has  been 

River  being  presented  to    Parliament  regarded  as  confidential  not  only  by  this 

before  the  middle  of  next  August.  country,  but  also  by  the  t)ther  countries 

*The  first  lord  of  thx  ADMI-  concerned ;  and  I  may  add  that  it  would 

RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamiltok,  Middlesex,  be  contrary  to  the  public  interest  to  lay 

Ealing) :   As  the  surveying  vessel,  the  it  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 
atork,  which  has  been  directed  to  make  an 

mination  of  the  mouth  of  the  Zambesi,  ANNEXATION  OF  THE  SUWAREW 
recently  reported  to  afford  a  good  en-  ISLANDS. 
Irance  into  the  river,  cannot  be  on  the  Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Oolleffe) 
ground  until  the  end  of  July,  it  will  be  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Adminuty 
impossible  for  any  report  to  reach  Eng-  whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
land  at  the  time  mentioned  in  the  hon.  to  a  Renter's  telegram,  dated  Sydney, 
Baronet's  question.  Moreover,  the  Stork  9th  May,  to  the  effect  that  the  corn- 
will  only  be  able  to  survey  the  bar  of  mander  of  Her  Majesty's  Cruiser  Rapid 
the  river.  Any  survey  inland  as  to  the  had  hoisted  the  British  flag  in  the 
navigability  of  the  Zambesi  could  only  Suwarew  Islands,  a  small  group  in  the 


be    undertaken   by    a  vessel   specially 
-equipped  for  the  purpose. 


South    Pacific,    to    the    north-west   of 
Cook's  Island;  whether  the  statement 


>-4. 


«W::J     J^Jl0y^<      tjr.M^     \r^lt*S'     lUKlFU^^ 

•/f    M.*    /•«*>#  vf   •'**   ^■'.     .•-«•.       t    V^T^JL 
<rf.i.i   v.t    '  I    '-?    '/'.".    r,^  yv    V    '^f  *.?.   UA4e.'.Jt.. 

t^U'* \     U< « ♦.  K  h tt r/« tt  w it*t  « f J  in *\H\tHtk t\ HU t 

**ti*fiyjt  hnti^rttli  ♦//  /j<'nJ  with  r^trn/^sry 
mt\t*tt'iititiUt  tUit'.im,  n^rl  thiit  if  any 
l5oi*i*i  «»rii«»r<»'J  ^im*ff*tu*ry  uri'J  t/>'ik  part 
HUH  lit *i  tiirrj,  )iii  iihoijH  <9X|><9J  ttj<;rfi 
^r  .'i7;j7,  |,J,  7,  H, ;  if  1,1,  wiJ]  HUte 
wtiiit  wfiittcf  utiitiin///  tJiij  f yornrriiMiofier 
fi'riii  Ui<t  'I'lfiriMviiiiJ  wh'i  wfi«i  jir<;M<}rit  at 
th<i  ifMjiiiiy  hnlil  in  (hii  l'rot4;r:torate  hy 
Mil  Myilhity  Mhiji|iiinl  ;  uud  what  further 
Nf.<f|m  hfivit  hiiiiri  fjik «»ri  tf>  nottlo  this 
riiiiiitui-  (irifl,  if  fi  <li)<:iHion  had  heea 
fiirivful  fit,  iin  iitnitniucwi  at  Prottma, 
II null  v^hfit.  in  ihfit.  drciHion  baMCKl  ? 
*  Til  IT.  IINMKK  SKOKETAliY  of 
HTATK  I'.iii  n\K()i>U)NlKH  (Baron  H. 
clii  VVtiiiMH,  Iiiviii'|HM)l,  Toxtiith) :  In 
aiinwnr  t.n  iht)  llfHt  qiKmtion  put  by  the 
hull.  MtmilHir,  I  liuvo  to  Htatn  that  the 
tiihi^niiii  in  not  luutunito.  Khama  him- 
Niill  iiiid  nolhin)(  t.o  do  with  the  death  of 
Mr.  Ui'ohhir.  Thn  luitH  in  roHj)0(Jt  of 
whiiih  llur  Miijonty'H  (iovurninunt  de- 
ctldod  llint  £'.()()  por  annum  nliould  be 
|mid  an  iMiiiiptinNation  to  Mr.  (hohler's 
widow,  worn  thoNo   of  Khiima*B  native 


£.fcr5x^.  is  a  ffpfradi  ii^itrwwT  so  Xob- 
'xcJ'.^rcisic  as  Willis's  Rf^wm^  latt 
W^^endaj.  nsftd  tbew  vcvds:  -Toa 

vlll  ^d.  fcv  ezamf^  that  in  ihB  tmm 
<'i  fy/jry/T^jig  Mi  TonghaL  ihm  bujuuttifii 
vj  far  a*  I  hare  been  aUe  to  judge, 
faaT«;>«eeD  insdgaxed,  ia  the  fintinstaaee^ 
^  br  Hoxx«as  Casholk  piiesta.  that  the 
;  bojc/Jttem  are  iavariably  Bomaa 
Catholics,  and  that  the  bojoottees  are 
;  iuTariably  Protestants ; "  vhether  thii 
statement  is  to  be  understood  as  applj- 
ing  onlj  to  TonghaL  or  as  extending  to 
the  whole  of  Ireland ;  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  a  statement  showing 
the  proportion  of  Protestants  among  all 
[leople  boycotted ;  and  whether  he  can 
cite  an  instance  in  any  part  of  Ireland  in 
wliich  a  branch  of  the  National  League 
has  boycotted  any  Protestant  as  a 
Protestant,  or  on  account  of  his  religiooB 
beh'ef? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  report 
seems  accurate,  except  that  "Roman 
Catholic  priests  "  should  be  "  aBoman 
Catholic  priest."  The  statement  referred 
only  to  Toughal,  though  no  doubt 
priests  have  in  other  parts  of  Ireland 
frequently  instigated  boycotting.  Ai 
regards  the  last  paragraphs,  I  have  to  say 
that  I  not  only  never  suggested  thi^ 
boycotting  was  on  account  of  religions 
belief,  but  that  I  suggested  precisely  the 
contrary.  If  Protestants  have  been  sub- 
jected to  outrages  instigated  by    the 
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League,  it  is  presumably  because  they 
have  had  the  courage  to  resist  its 
tyranny. 

Mb.  FLTNN  :  Are  we  to  understand 
that  it  was  a  particular  Roman  Oatbolic 
priest  who  was  referred  to,  and  if  that 
conjecture  is  right,  has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seen  the  correspondence 
between  the  Roman  Catholic  priest 
referred  to  and  the  editor  of  a  certain 
newspaper  in  England,  in  which  the 
Roman  Catholic  priest  indignantly 
denies  having  had  anything  to  do  with 
boycotting, ,  and  furthermore,  that  the 
boycotting  had  anything  to  do  with 
religion  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
seen  the  correspondence  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (DubHn  County,  N.) : 
Who  is  the  Roman  Catholic  priest  in 
question  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Canon 
Kellar. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  make 
that  statement  outside  this  House  ? 

Mb.  W.  MACDONALD  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  explain  the 
expression  referred  to  in  the  question, 
* '  X  ou  will  find  that  the  boycottees  are 
invariably  Protestants  ?  ** 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
that  it  is  part  of  my  functions  to  explain 
in  this  House  speeches  which  are  made 
outside  the  House.  What  I  say  is  that 
80  far  as  the  boycotting  in  Youghal  is 
concerned,  it  is  openly  alleged  that  the 
persons  boycotteu  were  Protestants  and 
the  boycotters  were  Roman  Catholics. 
That  was  the  statement  made  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  it  appears  to  be 
perfectly  correct. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  majority  of  the  persons  boycotted 
are  Catholics  because  they  are  land 
grabbers  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  remarks  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  relation  to  the  boy- 
cotting at  Youghal,  and  to  Youghal 
alone. 

THE  SUGAR  BOUNTy  CONVENTION. 

8iB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT(Derby): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
Government  of  Denmark  declined  to 
sign  the  Sugar  Bounty  Convention  on 
the  ground  that  the  prohibitory  Artiele 


(VH.)  was  irreconcileable  with  the  most 
favoured  nation  clause  of  the  Commer- 
cial Treaties  (Commercial  Papers,  No. 
13,  pp.  373,  438);  whether  the  Govern- 
ment of  France  declared,  at  the  close  of 
the  Conference,  that  their  assent  was 
absolutely  '*  conditional  on  the  adhesion 
of  all  sugar-producing  States,"  and 
that,  **  unless  all  sugar- producing  coun- 
tries became  parties  to  the  Convention, 
the  prohibitory  Article  VII.  would  be 
contrary  to  the  most  favoured  nation 
clauses"  (ibid.  p.  431);  whether  these 
conditions  having  been  rejected  the 
Government  of  France  refused  to  sign 
the  Convention  (ibid.  pp.  437,  438)  ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  any  reason  to  believe  that 
the  Governments  of  Denmark  and  of 
France  have  abandoned  the  views  thns 
stated,  or  that  those  Governments  are 
prepared  to  recognize  the  nght  of 
States  who  are  bound  by  the  Conven- 
tion to  exclude,  on  the  score  of  bounty, 
the  sugar  of  other  States  not  parties  to 
the  Convention,  who,  under  treaty  or 
otherwise,  are  acting  on  the  principle  of 
the  most  favoured  nation  clause  ? 
♦Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  correctly  quoted  opinions 
expressed  by  the  representatives  of 
Denmark  and  France  during  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Sugar  Conference,  but 
the  position  of  the  Governments  of  those 
countries  towards  the  Sugar  Convention 
of  August,  1888,  is  authoritatively  de- 
fined in  the  declaration  annexed  to  this 
Convention.  Both  having  signed  the 
draft  Convention,  and  adhered  in  prin- 
ciple to  it  when  completed,  have  ac- 
cepted the  suppression  of  Sugar  Bounties 
within  their  territories.  Denmark  is 
not  a  sugar-producing  country,  and  as 
France,  having  accepted  that  principle, 
took  the  lead  in  the  Convention  of 
August,  1888,  the  ag^ement  that  privi- 
leges under  the  most  favoured  nation 
clause  should  not  be  pleaded  against 
prohibition,  even  on  the  part  of  such 
signatory  States  as  might  hereafter  with- 
draw from  the  Convention,  it  does  not 
seem  reasonable  to  suppose  that  she 
could  object  on  that  ground  to  prohibi- 
tion by  other  States,  should  it  become 
necessary  under  the  terms  of  the  Con- 
vention. 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT  asked  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  was  a  fact  that 
the  clause  proposed  by  France  com- 
menced with  a  statement  that  it  is  "on 
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cooidition  thst   all  the  sngar-iBodBaiiK  .  sbonld  bs  takfln  at  tfca  aasliart  paHUi 

oonntriM  joia  in  the  Convmitioa";  and    data?  

a-lietlier,  od  the  motioii  of  tlia  Pran-  I  *Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  TXn,  Or;  I  am 
dent  of  the  Conferenoe,  that  ooaditkn  without  the  infarmatiaB  to  ^Uck  Ifca 
vaa  atznck  ont  before  the  daoaa  waa  light  hoa.  Oeadaman  r^tea  ;  sad  I  ^ 
put  into  the  ConTeatioa  ?  of  opini<^  that  va  anu^  ud  tkat  ■• 

*Su  J.  FEBGUSSOX :  Yea,  Sir,  that  are  onlitled  to,  pneead  with  ti^  h^ 
waaao;  bat  the  declaration  that  France  '    ~  ' 

accepted  the  Coormtion  in  piincipfe  vaa 
■nbaeqoeat  to  it- 

Sa.  W.  HABCOUBT  aiksd  the  hon. 
Oentleman  vhether  his  oonteatian  waa 
that  France  waa  bound  bj  a  elaoae  of 
which  the  material  part  waa  struck  ont? 

•8irJ.  FEBGUSSOS:  The  right  ban. 
Gentleman's  qneMion  inToWes  a  legal 
pwnt.  which  1  should  be  rather  im- 
prudent to  answer  offhand-      I    do  not 

think  he  would  do  to  himaeU,    but  the    ^f  tte  intuition  of  tlia 
lact  is  that  the   Convottion,    with    the  ' 
reMrration    stated,    waa    accepted    in 
ininciple. 


attfntion  of  the  ( 
eaUed    to  I 
manT  of  the  indnaUiea  of  tluK  i 
■hirb  has  foflowed  the  ■ 


prise  of  aagax> — TlfmMmrf 
eriM  «r"Oh:"]  W^Iwmvit^bww 
that  remark,  and  I  will  aak  witethH^  m 
▼iew  of  the  deiangenaat  of  maaj  tt 
the  induatriea  of  the  eoantrf  in  eoK- 
aequence  of  die  ■iiaiima  i  iiiiail   of  Iha 


THE  SCCABOONTZSTIOSBILL. 
Sia  LTOX  PLATFAIB  .Laeda.  &)  : 
I  wiahto  aak  the  Fim  liord  of  the 
TreaauTT  whether,  ia  cMuplianee  with 
the  promise  of  the  Goremment  on  11th 
A^.  that  before  the  16th  of  Maj  the 
Goremmeoi  would  nx  a  daj  on  which 
thc^  would  propose  to  proceed  with  the 

Second  Beading  of  the  Suf^ar  CouTeU'    _^ 

tion  Bill,  he  would  now   state   the  daj    „.i^  ^ 

''"^-  that  fact  to  the  Honae? 

•Thk  FIBST  LOBD  op  tm  TBEA- 
SCBY  ;Mr.  W.  H.  Sjotb,  Strand: 
The   Government   regard    the    Bill 


right  hou.  Gentleman  doaa  not  f 
it  a  matter  of  nrgaatinnpaataaea  to  itala 
what  the  riewa  of  the  GonranaHt  an 
on  the  matter?  SboaldthoOoparaaHBt 
determine  nit  to  proeead  witt  tba  bm^ 
sura,  win  the  ngU  hoa.  GeaHeaaB 
diate  aaaoBncoauat  of 


Mb.  CAUSrON  (Sonthwnrfc.   W.} 
Ia  the  Honse  definitelj  to  i     ~ 


queetion  as  aot  beia^one of  immediate    *^*^* ^™  "  T**^"-  "- ~*' 
iai  preaaing  importLce  ;  and,  as  there    P™*^.  "  *'"'!?'  'l^TS^S?^'.' 
aie  other  mea*i«.  which^uire  the    •™''  '"  *^"8  *^1^T^^  Beadn*? 


aato 


earlj  consideration  of  the  House,  it  ia 
not  the  intenticn  of  the  Government  to 
take  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Sugar 
Conrention  BiU  before  Whitsuntide. 
Thej  will  give  ample  notice  of  the  dale 
when  the  ;5econd  Beading  will  be  fixed.    , 

Ua.  GLADSTONE   ;Mid  l*«hian)  :    entiiely  denj  that  thne  ia  anj  d 
In  connection  with  the  declaration  of    ment  <A  industry  whaterer  at  flia  pi  1 1 1  at 


*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  htm.  Ga»- 
tleman  is  to  dcfinitdj  aadeaalaad  that 
which  I  have  dearij  atatad  to  tlN 
House  in  mj  answer.  I  have  to  a^,  ia 
answer  to  the  hem-  Monber  for  l4Tar> 
pool     Mr.   T.   P.   0*0011007), 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  thia 
is  not  a  measure  of  urgent  and  pr«eNng 
importance,  I  wish  U>  aak  him  whether 

he  has  heard  anything  of  the  proceed-  Uember  of  the  House  and  a  large  a^ 

ings  of  the  Protectionist  Partj  in  France  ployer  of  labour.  Mr.  Oeorga  Fanner  of 

and  other  countries,  who  are  founding  Beading,  aaaerting  that  there  ia  aack  a 

themselree   on   this   Sugar   Gonrentibu  derangement  of  buttncaa,  and,  tfaanfanw 

Bill  as  a  meana  of  obtaining  restrictiTe  I  ask  the  right  hon-  Gentlamaa  to  aak* 

legislation    in    thoee    conntriea ;     and  an  annoancemeut  aa  to  the  intaaiuau  of 

whether,  if  that  is  ao,  it  ia  not  a  matter  the  GoTemment  at  the  eariieat  poaribW 

of    Terr    urgent   importance    that    the  moment.     Already  the  Frendt  Gora^i- 


decision  of  Parliament  upon   this  Bill    : 
Air  WtUitm  HarMmi 


X  are  taking  ateps  in  the  mattw. 
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Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Is  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  aware 
that  the  price  of  sug^  to  the  poor  has 
considerably  risen  and  is  still  rising, 
and  whether  that  does  not  make  the 
matter  one  of  urgent  and  pressing  im- 
portance ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  My  attention 
has  not  been  called  to  any  considerable 
rise  in  the  price  of  sugar.  No  doubt  the 
price  is  higher,  but  it  is  not  attributable 
to  the  proposed  Convention.  The  price 
of  sugar  for  delivery  in  the  autumn  is, 
I  understand,  much  lower  than  usual. 

Sib  L.  PLAYFAIE  :  As  the  Oonven- 
tion  is  not  to  be  ratified  until  the 
autumn  of  next  year,"  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  postponing  the 
Bill  that  it  is  only  postponed  until  a 
later  period  of  the  Session,  or  post- 
poned to  any  time  before  the  ratifica- 
tion ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  very 
anxious  to  g^ve  all  the  information  in 
my  power,  but  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
say  more  at  the  present  time  than  I  have 
already  said.  The  Government  regard 
the  business  before  the  House — the 
Scotch  measures  especially — as  of  great 
importance,  and  they  do  not  think  they 
can  proceed  with  the  Sugar  Convention 
Bill  until  after  those  measures  have  been 
disposed  of. 

WEIGHING   CLAUSES   OF  THE  MINES 
REGULATION  ACT. 

Mb.  J.  SPENCER  BALFOUR 
(Burnley)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  if  he  is  now 
in  a  position  to  announce  his  decision 
upon  the  applications  which  have  been 
made  to  him  to  withdraw  the  exemptions 
from  the  weighing  clauses  of  the  Mines 
Regulation  Act,  granted  to  certain 
collieries  at  Burnley  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No,  Sir.  I  am 
not  able  as  yet  to  announce  my  decision 
upon  these  applications,  pending  an 
inquiry  into  the  particular  circumstances 
of  the  collieries,  which  I  have  directed 
the  Mines  Inspector  to  hold. 

IRELAND-THE  OLPHERT  EVICTIONS. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
HoxtoD)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
it  is  the  case  that  in  the  evictions  to 
take  place  to-day  at  Glasserchoo,  on  the 
estate  of  Mr.  Olphert  in  Donegal,  it  is 
intended  to  bum  down  the  houses  from 


which  the  tenants  are  evicted ;  and, 
whether  he  will  give  instructions  to 
the  police  not  to  assist  in  burning  the 
housos  ? 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) : 
Is  it  the  case  that  any  evictions  are  to 
take  place  todinr? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  statement 
to  that  effect  in  the  first  paragraph 
appears  to  be  a  blunder.  There  are 
no  evictions  to  take  place  to-day.  In 
answer  to  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
question,  I  have  to  say  that  the  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  report  that  the 
allegation  contained  in  the  first  para- 
graph is,  so  far  a^  they  are  aware,  per- 
fectly unfounded.  There  is  no  necessity 
to  g^ve  the  instructions  indicated  in  the 
second  paragraph,  the  police  being  quite 
aware  of  their  duty  in  the  matter. 

CHIEF  RECEIVER  (LANDED  ESTATES). 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  whether  the  office 
of  Chief  Receiver,  to  which  Mr.  Edward 
Murphy  has  been  really  appointed,  is  a 
new  office ;  under  what  section  or 
sections  precisely  of  the  Landed  Estates 
Act  or  Judicature  Act  was  the  appoint- 
ment made;  out  of  what  fund  is  Mr. 
Murphy  paid  his  salary,  and  will  his 
salary  appear  upon  the  Estimates ;  and, 
is  it  the  fact  that  a  new  additional 
Stamp  Duty  was  imposed  upon  the 
suitors  for  the  purpose  of  producing 
funds  for  payment  of  his  salaiy  ? 

Thk  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University 
of  Dublin) :  The  temporary  Chief  Re- 
ceivership to  which  Mr.  Edward  Murphy 
has  been  appointed  is  a  new  office. 
The  appointment  was  made  pursuant  to 
the  9th  Section  of  the  Landed  Estates 
Court  Act  and  the  7Srd  Section  of  the 
Judicature  Act.  Mr.  Murphy's  salary 
will  be  met  out  of  a  fund  created  by  th« 
imposition  of  an  additional  Stamp  Duty 
on  the  Receiver's  Account,  pursuant  to 
the  84th  Section  of  the  Judicature  Act. 
The  salary  will  appear  upon  the 
Estimates. 

ARREARS  OF  RENT. 
Mb.  AIRD  (Paddington,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  it  would  be  possi- 
ble to  obtain  a  Return,  or,  failing  that, 
an  approximate  estimate,  of  the  total 
amount  of  arrears  for  rent  owing  in  the 
several  counties  of  Ireland  ? 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  regret  that 
the  machinery  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Irish  Government  would  not  admit  of 
their  obtaining  such  information  with 
regard  to  arrears  of  rent  as  would  enable 
them  to  give  even  the  approximate  esti- 
mate required ;  nor  would  it,  I  fear,  be 
possible  without  legislation  to  devise 
any  means  by  which  the  information 
sought  by  my  hon.  Friend  could  be 
obtained. 

INJURIOUS  PAINTS. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (University  of 
London)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  serious  injury  to  the  health  of  the 
workmen  employed  in  carbonate  white- 
lead  factories,  he  would  consider  whether 
sulphate  whitelead  could  not,  at  any 
rate  partially,  be  used  in  its  place  ? 

LoBD  G.  HAAQLTON:  Trials  of 
white  paints,  prepared  in  the  manner 
suggested  in  the  question,  have  been 
made  in  the  Dockyards,  but  the  result 
has  not  been  such  as  to  lead  to  their 
adoption  in  the  Service.  Any  suitable 
invencion,  free  from  the  defects  hitherto 
found  to  exist  in  the  compounds  sub- 
mitted for  trial,  would  be  readily  ac- 
cepted by  the  Admiralty. 

BROMPTON  CEMETERY. 

Mk.  PICKEESGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  for  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  the 
Board  of  Health  reported,  so  long  ago 
as  1851,  that  Brompton  Cemetery  did 
not  possess  the  conditions  essential  to  a 
burial  ground,  and  recommended  that  it 
should  be  closed ;  whether  the  Govern- 
ment then  purchased  this  cemetery,  and 
have  since  carried  on  the  business  of  the 
cemetery ;  whether  representations  have 
reached  him  that  the  soil  of  the  ceme- 
tery has  become  perfectly  surcharged 
with  human  corruption,  and  is  a  serious 
danger  to  the  neighbourhood ;  and, 
whether  he  will  order  that  the  cemetery 
shall  be  closed  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed 
that  the  earliest  report  on  this  cemetery 
is  in  February,  1853,  when  Dr.  Suther- 
land reported  that  the  Brompton  Ceme- 
tery could  afford  burial  space  for  up- 
wards of  3,000  bodies  per  annum  for  an 
indefinite  period  without  injury  to  the 
public  health.  The  Treasury  purchased 
the  cemetery  under  the  46  Section  of  the 
15  and  16  Vict.,  c.  85.     The  only  com- 


plaint made  to  the  Home  Office  was  on 
May  16,  1876,  by  a  Mr.  Wright,  who 
was  of  opinion  that  the  oemetery  was  in- 
jurious to  the  health  of  a  thioklj  popu- 
lated district.    Mr.  Bolland,  the  Boiial 
Inspector,  reported  on   this  complaint 
that  no  interference  was  necessary.  The 
present  Burial  Inspector  reports  to  me 
that  there  is  no  ground  whatever  for 
saying  that  the  soil  of  the  cemetery  hat 
become  surcharged  with  hunum  corrup- 
tion, or  that  it  is  any  danger   to  the 
neighbourhood.    There  is  still  available 
space  for  common  interments  for  at  least 
three  years,  and    in  private  and  select 
ground  for  an  indefinite  period.     There 
is  no  reason   for  closing  the  cemetexy, 
and  the  present  regulations  are  quite 
sufficient  to  prevent  injury  to  the  publie 
health. 

SIR  HERCULES  ROBINSON. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  (Oamberwell,  Peek- 
ham)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  will 
undertake  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  full  and  authentic  report  of  the 
speech  delivered  by  Sir  Hercules 
Eobinson  at  a  farewell  banquet  in  the 
Cape  Colony  ? 

Baron  H.  ds  WORMS:  In  answer 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  regrets  that  he 
does  not  see  his  way  to  oomply  with  his 
request.  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  is  now 
on  his  way  home,  and  his  yiews  will  be 
laid  before  the  Secretai^  of  State  and 
fully  considered  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

REFUSAL  TO  ACCEPT  A  VERDICT. 

Mb.  CUNINOHAME  GBAHAM 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  fact  that  Sir  Peter 
Edlin  reiused  to  take  a  jury's  verdict  of 
**  Not  Guilty  "  a  few  days  ago ;  and  if 
he  had  any  legal  right  to  do  so  P 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
by  the  learned  Judge  that,  in  the  ease 
to  which  he  understands  the  question 
to  refer,  the  defendant  was  charged 
with  having  unlawfully  and  mali- 
ciously wounded  his  wife.  He  did 
not  refuse  to  accept  the  verdict.  Oa 
the  contrary,  he  did  accept  it,  and 
the  prisoner  was  acquitted  and  dis- 
charged ;  but  before  accepting  it,  having 
reason  to  think  that  the  jury  might 
have  misunderstood  the  meaning  of  the 
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word  ''maliciously"  in  the  indictment, 
he  directed  their  attention  to  the  legal 
meaning  of  tliat  term.  The  Judge  con- 
sidered it  to  be  his  duty  to  guard 
against  any  possible  error  on  this  score ; 
and  he  did  no  more  than  he  had  a  right 
to  do. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Was  the  state- 
ment of  the  learned  Judge  made  after 
the  verdict  was  returned  ? 

*Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  not  in- 
formed whether  it  was  after  the  ac- 
quittal or  not,  but  I  presume  it  was 
after  the  foreman  had  delivered  the 
verdict  verbally.  It  is  a  matter  of 
common  practice  in  this  country. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  That  is  the 
whole  point.  Are  we  to  understand 
that  after  the  verdict  was  returned,  and 
when  the  record  ought  to  have  been 
filled  up,  the  learned  Judge  questioned 
the  verdict  of  the  jury  ? 

♦Mb.  MATTHEW.8:  My  information 
is  that  the  learned  Judge  simply  desired 
to  explain  a  point,  the  signiticance  of 
which  the  jury  were  likely  to  have  mis- 
understood. 

SCOTCH   LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    BILLS. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  with  reference  to  the  four 
Bills  which  were  simultaneously  intro- 
duced &fi  constituting  together  the 
scheme  of  Local  Government  in  Scot- 
land proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, whether  it  is  intenaed  that,  on  the 
stage  of  Second  Heading,  the  Bills 
should  again  be  simultaneously  dis- 
cussed, or  that  each  Bill  should  be  taken 
separately ;  and  whether  the  former 
course  will  be  in  accordance  with  the 
Bules  of  the  House  ? 

*Mr,    W.  H.   SMITH:    I   hope   the 
House  will   be  content  to  refer  No.  2 
Bill  to  a  Standing  (Committee,  and  in 
those    circumstances    will    consider  in 
debate  Bills  r^os.  1  and  2.    With  regard  ' 
to  No.  3,  Parochial  Boards  Bill,  it  will ' 
be  open   to  the    House   to   take  what ' 
course    it  prefers.     But  il  it  should  be  j 
the  pleasure  of   the  House   to  give  a 
Second  Heading  to  that  Bill  immediately 
after  the  other  Bill  the  Gx>verument  will 
be  exceeding  glad.    Bill  No.  4,  referring 
to   Private   Bill   legislation,    is   totally 
distinct,    and,  I   am   afraid,    must    be 
separately  considered. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  evident, 
from    the    answer  of   the    right    hon. 


Gentleman,  that  he  is  in  an  extremely 

genial  state  of  mind,  and  is  disposed  to 
g^ve  all  the  information  he  can.  May  I 
ask  whether  we  are  to  understand  that 
when  the  Scotch  Bills  are  disposed  of  in 
their  material  stages  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  proceed  with  the 
Sugar  Bounties  Bill  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  fuUy 
appreciate  the  good  feeling  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to- 
inform  him  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment  what  we  intend  to  do. 

Db.  CAMERON  :  As  a  point  of  order 
arising  out  of  the  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Speaker  whether,  if  the  two  first  Local 
Government  Bills  are  taken  together,  it 
is  competent  for  the  second  standing  on 
the  Paper  on  the  same  day  as  the  first  to 
be  discussed  along  with  it.  Must  not 
the  debate  be  restricted  to  the  Bill  re- 
garding which  the  question  will  be  put 
in  the  House  ? 

♦Mb.  SPEAKEK:  I  have  been 
privately  asked  my  opinion  upon  the 
matter,  and  I  hold  the  opinion  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  discuss  all  the 
four  Bills  together,  but  that  the  Bills  re- 
ferring to  the  Poor  Law  and  to  private 
Bill  legislation  should  be  entirely  dis- 
tinct. But  the  first  and  second  Bills- 
might  be  discussed  together,  the  second 
Bill,  if  I  recollect  rightly,  dealing  with 
supplementary  provisions  to  Bill  No.  1, 
the  precedent  of  the  Local  Government 
England  Bills  would  thus  be  followed. 

Sib  G.CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy):  To 
what  Grand  Committee  is  it  proposed  te 
refer  Bill  No.  2  ?  Any  Bill  dealing  with 
law  may  be  referred  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee on  law,  but  this  deals  with  trade 
and  commerce  as  well  as  law,  and  is  it 
proposed  to  appoint  another  Grand 
Committee  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  ask  me  that  question* 
when  we  reach  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  him 
an  answer. 

IRELAND— THE  LOKD  LIEUTENANCY. 
Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether,  in  view  of  the  im- 
pending resignation  of  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenancy  of  Ireland  by  Lord  London* 
derry,  and  the  very  widespread  feeline 
that  if  the  office  is  maintained  it  should 
be  detached  as  much  as  possible  fronu 
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th*  Bill.  In  hrlLjrlr.^  tbe  Moti'm  for- 
wari  a;r«::^  th;.*  y*-tLT  I  ac.  qi::*  pre- 
parvi  V/  ^/*  charg*^  with  impomnacy ; 
l/Tjt  rr.y  <rip*:Tif:i.c;^  of  the  TiryiMs  of 
OjirirTioriA  ha«  irrjpr«r*s%il  me  deeply  with 
the  wi.vloTn  r'^yntained  in  the  well-known 
parable  of  the  unjujst  Judfl^e.  Not  that 
1  woTjld  oharj^e  this  Hoose  with  in- 
JTjfltioe;  but  I  think  that  all  suitors 
V9  this  House  would  do  well  to  follow 
the  example  of  the  poor  widow  who,  by 
her  imfKirtunity,  wearied  the  Judge,  and 
in  the  end  got  her  request.  I  feel 
obliged  to  take  this  course ;  it  is 
widows  and  p^Kir  women  who  constitute 
by  far  the  larger  number  of  clients, 
in  whose  behalf  I  am  about  to  make  this 
appeal.  It  is  of  no  use  to  tell  me  that 
the  question  does  not  excite  any  clamour 
out  of  doors.  "Wise  legislators  would 
prefer  to  render  clamour  unnecossary 
on  a  question  like  this  rather  than  wait 
until  thn  public  mind  is  exoitod.  I  am 
afraid  that  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Kx- 
f))inr|iinr,  with  all  his  well-known  tlnan- 
ciiiil  Hkill,  has  been  during  his  tenure  of 
ollliMi,  thn  sport  of  popular  passion.  In- 
•tdiid    of    pushing    forward  to  higher 


Ids  Budget. 
**  I:  a  'Tir  (ir^  to  ksw 
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£300lo£:( 
to 


SHr,  we  are  asked  to  shov  sympsthy  ft 
certain  classtti  of  ineome  taxpsjerB,  b« 
if  we  are  caQsd  apon  to  deal  tendeil; 
with  thoee  having  ineomea  of  froo 
£300  to  £700,  becanae  thej  hav 
to  spend  all,  or  nearly  aU  that  the] 
earn,  leaving  no  maigin,  or  ecareely  an] 
margin,  still  more  tenderiy  ought  we  t( 
deal  with  those  who,  with  aU  the  agom 
of  stmg^ng,  cannot  make  both  endi 
meet,  and  who  have  to  spend  more  thai 
they  earn,  and  if  they  have  any  maigii 
at  all  have  it  on  the  wrong  side.  It  is  ti 
the  case  of  these  poor  people  that  I  an 
calling  attention,  and  1  earnestly  hop 
that  I  shall  not  plead  in  vain.  The  xign 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  very  next  senteno 
after  that  which  I  have  quoted,  said  tha 
he  would  look  to  the  surplus  whid 
could  be  put  by  rather  than  to  th< 
resources  which  could  not  be  diminishee 
without  imposing  sacrifices  out  of  pro 
portion  to  the  sacrifices  made  by  othea 
Members  of  the  community,  or  to  ua 
another  phrase,  he  said  he  would  laj 
special  weight  upon  aooumuUtionfl 
Now,  Sir,  it  is  precisely  beoausetheTai 
Duty  is  flagrantly^  at  variance  with  thosf 
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principles  laid  down  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  I  am  attacking  it 
now.  I  shall  prove  that  the  Tea  Duty  is 
a  plunder  of  poverty  and  distress.  Tea 
has  become  a  necessary  of  life ;  it  is  a 
special  consolation  to  the  poor  and 
heavy  laden  when  they  are  over- 
done by  daily  toil.  The  tired  seam- 
stress, the  exhausted  washerwoman,  the 
poor  under-paid  teacher  all  find  re- 
freshment in  their  cup  of  tea,  and  you 
will  often  hear  a  hard-working  woman 
declare  at  the  end  of  the  day  that  she 
cannot  keep  on  unless  she  has  a  cup  of 
tea.  Now,  the  tax  upon  tea  amounts  to 
sixpence  for  every  pound  consumed  by 
these  patient,  suffering,  laborious  people. 
And,  again,  I  contend  it  is  a  case  of 
plundering  poverty  and  distress.  Sir, 
if  I  could  gather  into  one  picture  the 
thousands  of  garrets  in  this  great 
Metropolis,  and  in  other  large  cities 
and  towns  which  are  the  haunts  of  ill- 
paid  and  suffering  women ;  if  we 
could  only  realize  the  temptations 
ever  pressing  upon  them  to  par- 
take of  drinks  which  bring  madness 
and  dishonour  in  their  train,  I  do  not 
think  I  should  plead  in  vain  when  I 
urge  that  this  kind  of  refreshment  should 
be  lightened  of  the  tax,  and  should 
be  made  as  cheap  as  possible.  For 
without  any  deviation  whatever  from  the 
strictest  lines  of  political  economy,  by 
taking  off  this  sixpenny  tax  upon  tea, 
we  could  actually  add  about  a  week's 
wages  to  many  of  the  most  poorly  paid 
labourers  in  our  country.  This  is  a 
consideration  which  the  House  ought 
not  lightly  to  disregard.  We  are  asked 
to  mulct  these  poor  creatures  in  a  week's 
or  half  a  week's  wages  in  order  to  build 
ironclads,  and  to  provide  soldiers,  gun- 
powder, and  weapons  of  destruction. 
Why,  if  that  proposal  were  made  now 
for  the  first  time  in  so  many  words  to 
this  House,  the  proposal  would  be 
scouted,  and  yet  that  is  what  we 
are  actually  doing  by  enforcing  this 
tax  upon  tea.  In  many  poor  houses 
tea  is  drunk  as  often  as  four  times  a 
day.  I  know  there  are  very  few  hon. 
Members  in  this  House  who  drink  it  so 
often,  but  that  is  simply  because  they 
have  a  sufficiency  of  beef  and  mutton 
and  of  other  generous  sustenance,  and 
they  can  get  ample  stimulants  for 
the  brain  without  drinking  tea.  But 
people  who  have  to  live  on  bread  and 
nerring  for  breakfast,  bread  and  bacon 


for  dinner,  and  bread  and  dripping  for 
tea  or  supper,  cannot  be  so  satisfied,  and 
need  some  stimulant,  and  if  they  do  not 
have  tea  they  must  partake  of  some 
other  drink  which  is  most  dangerous  for 
them.  Prudence  and  industry  induce 
these  people  to  drink  tea  instead  of 
beer.  Two  of  the  reasons,  then,  upon 
which  I  ask  the  House  to  abolish  this 
tax  upon  tea  are  that  it  is  drunk  by 
those  who  are  in  abject  poverty,  and  that 
it  is  partaken  of  for  reasons  of  self-con- 
trol, prudence,  and  industry.  Are 
either  of  these  fit  qualities  for  taxation  ? 
Surely  a  just  Government  would  do  all  it 
possibly  could  to  encourage  properties  like 
this  Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to  lay  before 
the  House  some  few  considerations  to 
show  how  very  disproportionate  this 
tax  is,  which  has  to  he  borne  by  the  ranks 
of  labour.  I  say  the  ranks  of  labour, 
beoause  I  prefer  using  that  phrase  to 
saying  working  classes,  because,  in 
my  opinion,  the  ranks  of  labour  do 
not  constitute  a  class  at  all ;  they  form 
the  vast  majority  of  the  population. 
Professor  Leoni  Levi,  in  his  book  on 
**  The  "Wages  and  Earnings  of  the  Work- 
ing Classes,"  published,  I  believe,  in  1 885, 
holds  that  those  who  work  for  wages 
are  two  out  of  three  in  the  population ; 
but  then  he  separates  from  these 
workers  for  wages  the  lower  middle 
class,  whom  he  treats  as  having  incomes 
ranging  from  £100  to  £110  per  year. 
Now,  Sir,  for  my  purpose  in  regard 
to  the  tea-tax,  I  contend  that  the  lower 
middle  class  must  be  reckoned  in  the 
ranks  of  labour,  beoause  an  income  of 
£100  or  £110  does  not  raise  them 
beyond  the  needs  of  this  class.  There- 
fore if  I  add  the  lower  middle  class  to 
Professor  Leoni  Levi's  workers  for  wages, 
I  find  that  altogether  they  constitute 
five- sixths  of  the  whole  proportion  of 
the  country.  The  question  I  am  urging 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House  is 
wnether  the  sixpence  a  pound  they  pay 
for  tea  is  a  fair  share  of  taxation,  and 
whether  it  presses  fairly  or  unfairly 
upon  them.  Now,  I  need  not  ask 
whether  they  ought  to  pay  in  general  to 
the  sustenance  oi  national  expenditure, 
because  my  point  is  that  they  pay  in  a 
much  greater  proportion  than  those  who 
are  more  comfortably  off.  Li  the  first 
place,  they  drink  a  great  deal  more  tea, 
and  consequently  ^ey  have  to  pay  a 
greater  share  of  this  taxation,  in  the 
next  place,  I    have   to  urge   that  the 
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taxation  is  much  heavier  in  the  lower 
qualities  of  tea,  in  proportion  to  the 
diarge  on  the  higher  qualities,  hecause 
it  is  sixpence  a  pound  all  round.  And 
whereas,  while  on  the  tea  costing  four- 
pence  half- penny  or  fivepence  in  bond, 
the  tax  amounts  to  more  than  100  per 
oent  on  the  value,  in  the  case  of  tea 
costing  two  shillings  and  sixpence  per 
pound  it  is  only  20  or  25  per  cent. 
Therefore  at  least  seven-eighths  of  the 
tax  upon  tea  falls  upon  the  shoulders  of 
poor.  It  may  be  said  that  they  do  not 
drink  it  as  strong  as  the  rich  people  do, 
but  then  they  cannot  afford  to  do  so ; 
but  that  makes  my  case  all  the 
stronger.  They  want  tea  as  a  gentle 
•timulus,  but  because  of  the  tax 
they  are  obliged  to  drink  it  so  weak 
that  it  does  not  do  them  much  good. 
Therefore  I  contend  they  are  robbed  of 
their  just  dues  by  a  tax  which  presses, 
I  believe,  iniquitously  upon  them.  I 
take  it  that  the  tax  upon  beer  amounts 
to  about  two- pence  per  gallon,  or  about 
a  farthing  per  pint.  Well  now,  I  find 
that  according  to  one  calculation  made 
by  the  officials  in  the  Tea  Boom  in  this 
House,  sixteen  pints  can  be  made 
from  one  pound  of  tea,  and  that  g^vesyou 
a  tax  of  a  little  less  than  a  halfpenny 

Eer  pint.  But  this  is  strong  tea,  and  I 
ave  consulted  an  authority  who  takes 
an  opposite  extreme,  and  says  it  is  pos- 
sible to  make  42  pints  out  of  a  pound  of 
tea.  If  you  tike  the  extreme  estimate, 
you  find  that  even  then  the  taxation 
upon   tea   amounts   to   half-a-farthing 

Ser  pint,  so  that  while  everyone  who 
rinks  a  pint  of  beer  has  to  pay  one 
f  arthiug  to  the  tax  gatherer,  the  drinker 
of  this  weak  tea  has  to  pay  half-a-far- 
thing  for  the  privilege  of  drinking  a  pint 
of  that.  Sir,  I  do  not  think  that  that  is  a 
proper  proportion,  and  I  appeal  to  the 
friends  of  temperance  in  this  House 
whether  such  a  tax  should  be  imposed 
upon  tea.  Take  the  consumption  of  a 
poor  family,  consisting  of  a  father, 
mother,  and  three  children,  whose 
wages  come  unitedly  to  20  or  25 
shillings  per  week.  As  a  general  rule 
they  consume  half  a  pound  of  tea  per 
week,  though  I  know  that  there  are 
some  families  which  have  to  be  content 
with  less.  I  have  come  into  contact,  for 
instance,  with  a  labourer  earning  11 
shillings  per  week,  who  had  to  be  con- 
tent with  a  quarter  of  a  pound  of  tea 
per  week,  until  after  his  children  had 

Mr,  FicUm 


left  home.      Then,    althon^h  he  was 
earning  just  the  same  wag^es,  he  and  his 
wife    increased    their     quantity;    thus 
showing  that  before  they  had  had  to 
stint  themselves  of  what  was  necessary 
for  their  comfort.     Kemember,  the  oon- 
sumption  of  half  a  pound  of  tea  per 
week  represents   13  shilling    a  year, 
paid   in    taxes,  which     is     more  than 
many  agricultural    labourers   earn    in 
one  week.    Is  it  to  be  wondered  at,  Sir, 
that  a  revenue  obtained  from   such  a 
source  as  this  should  prove   inelastio? 
Last  year  the  Chancellor   of   the   Ex- 
chequer  informed    us    that    the    con- 
sumption of  tea  just  kept  pace   with 
the   population ;  tliis  year  we  are  in- 
formed that  the  proceeds  from  the  tea 
tax  were  disappointing,    the    increase 
had  only  been  one-third  percent,  whilst 
the  population  had  increased  at  the  rate 
of  one  per  cent.    I  know  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  explained  that  this  was 
mainly  attributable  to  the  increased  use 
of  Indian  tea.  But  here.  Sir,  I  find  a  veiT 
strong  argument  on  my  side,  because  it 
is  precisely  the  discouragement  imposed 
by  this  tax  on  a  growing  trade  with  India 
which  forms  one  of  the  strongest  points 
against  the  duty.  It  is  true  that  the  use 
of  Indian  tea  has  increased  considerably 
at  the  expense  of  Chinese  tea,  and  ex- 
perience shows  that  if  only  you  abolish 
the  tea  duty  the  trade  in  Indian  tea  would 
increase  by  leaps  and  bounds,  to  the 
great  benefit  not  only  of  our  poor  popu- 
lation at  home,  but  of  our  vast  population 
in  India — in  that  great  dependency  of 
which  we  are  never  weaxj  of  boasting, 
as  one  of  the  brightest  and  most  splendid 
jewels  in  the  British  Crown.     Surely  we 
ought  not  to  discourage  a  profitable  and 
growing  industry,  like  the  tea  trade  in 
India,  by  enforcing  this  duty  of  sixpence 
per  poimd.     Now,  Sir,  I  should  like  to 
sum  up  my  arguments  in  opposition  to 
this  tax.  In  the  first  place,  I  have  shown 
that  it  is  borne  to  the  extent  of  seven- 
eighths  by  the  ranks  of  labour.     I  have 
shown  that  it  presses  particularly   on 
misery  and  suffering ;  that  it  is  a  tax  on 
temperance,  and  that  it  bears  an  improper 
proportion  to  the  taxation  on  beer.    It 
takes  an  appreciable  part  out  of  the 
income  of  the  worker ;  it  discourages  the 
consumption  of  tea,   and  finally,  it  is 
unfair    in   its  operation  to   our   g^reat 
dependency  of  India.  But,  Sir,  I  cannot 
sit  down  without  alluding  to  some  of  the 
objections  which  are  sure  to  be  made 
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affainst  my  proposal.  The  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Excheouer  regretted  last  year  very 
much  that  tnere  were  so  few  objects 
upon  which  he  could  lay  his  handjs  for 
taxation ;  but  remembering  the  benefi- 
cent course  of  financial  reform  by  which 
the  great  Leader  on  this  side  of  the 
House  had  thrown  so  widely  open  our 
trade,  and  had  removed  taxation  from 
all  necessaries  of  life  with  the  single 
exception  of  tea,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  acknowledged  the  justice 
of  the  doctrine  that  taxation  should 
be  upon  accumulations  and  not 
upon  matters  of  consumption.  I  suppose 
I  shall  be  told  again  that  there  are  very 
few  subjects  possible  for  taxation,  and 
that  it  is  inexpedient  to  lessen  them  still 
further.  I  only  wish  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, would  have  the  courage  of  his 
opinions  expressed  in  his  recent  speech, 
and  that  he  would  look  forward  to  the 
true  ideal  of  taxation,  which  I  take  to  be 
this,  that  with  a  few  exceptions  for  certain 
luxuries,  all  Imperial  taxation  ought  to 
be  drawn  from  realised  property,  whether 
in  land  or  funds.  I  would  not  go  so  far 
as  Henry  George,  who  advocates 
one  single  tax  —  a  tax  only  on 
land,  but  I  do  think  the  land 
might  yield  a  great  deal  more 
than  it  does  at  present.  I  know  when 
such  a  proposal  is  made,  there  is  a  great 
outcry  from  hon.  Members  opposite 
about  the  poor  landed  interest.  That 
interest  is  always  complaining.  It  re- 
minds me  of  the  hypochondriac,  who 
thinks  that  he  has  all  the  diseases  under 
the  sun,  when  in  fact,  he  only  wants  a 
little  fresh  air  and  exercise.  And  so  it 
is  with  land.  If  you  get  rid  of  all  the 
settlements,  entails,  mortgages,  and 
game  laws  which  keep  it  down,  it  would 
once  more  flourish,  and  it  would  be 
able  to  bear  much  more  taxation.  I 
know  that  we  are  told  that  it  cannot 
bear  more  because  it  jdelds  only  2^  per 
cent  to  investors,  but  it  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  land  owners  or  investors, 
in  land  are  quite  willing  to  consider 
that  the  prestige  that  Roes  with  the 
possession  of  land,  and  the  political 
influence  which  attaches  to  it  are  equal 
to  another  2^  per  cent.  Sir,  if  the  land 
were  treated  on  more  commercial  prin- 
ciples than  it  is  now,  it  would  be  capable 
of  yielding  very  much  more  to  the 
exchequer.  I  contend,  however,  what- 
ever may  be  the  proportion  that  should 
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be  raised  from  land,  we  ought  to  get  a 
far  larger  part  of  our  taxation  from 
realized  property,  whether  personal  or 
real,  from  accumulations  in  fact.  We 
are  told  that  there  are  ten  thousand 
millions  of  accumulations  in  this  country, 
and  if  we  charged  these  with  only  a 
quarter  per  cent,  we  should  get  twenty- 
five  millions  of  income.  There  I  suggest 
is  a  resource  for  future  Ohancellors  of 
Exchequer.  If  they  will  only  put  the  tax 
on  these  accumulations,  they  will  be  able 
to  abolish  income  tax,  and  also  abandon 
these  imposts  on  the  necessaries  of  the 

Eoor.  The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
as  more  than  once  indicated  that  he  is 
strongly  at  variance  with  the  doctrine 
that  the  scanty  incomes  of  the  labourer 
should  be  altogether  fr'ee  from  taxation. 
I  do  not  think  that  that  is  so  dreadful 
a  thing  at  all  in  a  wealthy  nation  like 
this,  and  I  think  where  the  labourers 
are  nearly,  if  not  all,  quite  on  the 
borders  of  pauperism,  they  have 
claims  upon  our  consideration,  which 
have  not  always  been  attended  to. 
As  regards  these  accumulations,  we 
ought  to  see  how  they  have  been 
gathered  together.  It  is  because  the 
landowners  have  been  living  in  a  pros- 
perous country,  and  a  country  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  depending  for  its  pros- 
perity on  the  energy  and  industry  of  its 
labourers  that  the  value  of  the  land  be- 
longing to  many  of  the  proprietors  has 
enormously  increased.  I  know  noble 
Lords  who  possess  land  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  great  towns.  Their 
ancestors  got  it  in  times  long  gone  by 
for  an  old  song,  and  now  it  is  worth 
£20  or  £30  the  square  yard,  and  that 
without  the  slightest  effort  on  their 
part.  They  never  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  trade  of  the  community  that  made 
their  land  so  valuable,  and  have  never 
done  a  stroke  of  commercial  work  ia 
their  lives.  Whilst  they  neither  toiled 
nor  span,  industries  have  been  growing 
up,  and  the  value  of  their  property  has 
increased  in  consequence.  I  am  not  in 
favour  of  dividing  the  goods  of  the  rich 
amongst  the  poor,  but  I  am  in  favour  of 
showing  a  generous  consideration  for 
the  poor  because  they  have  not  suffi- 
ciently shared  in  the  prosperity  to  which 
they  have  so  largely  contributed.  Again, 
under  the  present  system  of  wages^ 
labour  does  not  share  as  it  ought, 
in  the  profits  of  industrial  enterprise* 
Wages  are,   as  everyone  know,  fixed 
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by  the  standard  of  the  necessary  cost 
of  living.  If  the  standard  rises,  wages 
must  rise  or  work  must  stop.  If 
the  standard  falls  wa^es  must  fall. 
There  are  companies  which  distribute 
dividends  of  16,  20,  and  even  25  per 
cent,  and  they  are  not  ashamed  to  pay 
9s.  and  lOs.  a  week  to  their  poor  female 
workers.  I  do  not  say  for  a  moment 
that  they  ought  to  make  paupers  of 
these  people,  but  I  do  say  that  out  of 
the  16  or  20  per  cent,  some  5  or  7  per 
cent  might  very  well  be  divided  amongst 
the  poor  workers  at  the  end  of  the  year, 
and  then  they  would  have  a  share  in  the 
profits.  It  is  bec'ause  they  have  not 
got  that  at  the  present  time  time  that  I 
think  they  should  be  generously  con- 
sidered in  the  matter  oi  taxation,  and 
that  it  is  very  cruel,  indeed,  to  ask  them 
to  pay  6d.  a  pound  on  their  tea.  I  may 
be  told  that  this  savours  of  socialism. 
Well,  Sir,  I  shall  not  be  at  all  terrified 
by  that  observation.  I  am  justified  in 
being  coinparatively  callous  to  it,  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  said  with 
much  point  a  short  time  ago,  in  public, 
^*  We  are  all  socialists  now."  I  quite 
understand  and  I  do  not  wish  to  misin- 
terpret that  remark.  There  is  a  sense 
in  which  it  is  perfectly  true.  It  is  only 
by  socialism,  in  the  best  sense,  which  I 
am  sure  is  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  in  his  mind,  that  we  can  dis- 
courage communism,  which  would  eat 
the  heart  out  of  the  community.  It  is 
only  by  putting  all  our  common  interests 
upon  a  common  basis,  and  causing  the 
abundance  of  the  rich  to  make  good  the 
want  of  the  poor,  in  our  public  affairs, 
that  we  can  ease  the  load  of  the  poor  in 
life,  and  show  them  something  better 
than  the  vicious  communism  which  is 
often  preached  to  them.  Being  recently 
in  Scotland  upon  a  Royal  Commission 
I  heard  much  there  about  '^  the  com- 
mon good."  I  had  not  heard  the 
phrase  used  in  the  same  sense  in  our 
English  towns.  In  Scotland  they 
seemed  to  speak  of  corporate  property 
as  '^  common  good."  It  is  an  admirable 
phrase.  I  wish  we  had  not  only  the 
phrase,  but  the  principle  amongst  us. 
Surely  a  fair  share  of  the  accumulations 
of  which  I  have  been  speaking  are  a 
debt  owing  to  the  community,  which  has 
not  had  its  legitimate  proportion  of 
them.  I  am  afrai^  I  can  scarcely  hope 
for  a  majority  upon  this  question,  but  I 
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feel  impelled  to  go  to  a  Division  upon 
my  Motion.  I  invite  all  those  hon. 
Members  who  really  believe  in  the 
doctrines  preached  by  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  with  reg'ard  to  the  inci- 
dence of  taxation  upon  surplus,  I  invito 
all  who  think  threepenoe  a  week  too 
much  to  take  in  taxes  on  tea  out  of  the 
wages  of  a  poor  family,  I  invite  all 
friends  of  temperanoe  who  do  not  think 
it  fair  that  beer  and  tea  shoald  be 
taxed  almost  alike,  or  mnoh  too 
nearly  alike,  I  invite  all  Pennine 
Radicals,  and  I  invite  also  aU  those 
prudent  Conservatives  who  agree  with 
me  that  a  kindly  socialism  is  the  best 
preventative  of  a  fierce  and  destmctive 
communism  to  vote  with  me.  I  beg  to 
move  the  Resolution  of  which  I  luive 
given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That  **  to  the 
end  of  the  Qoefltion,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
"this  HoDse  is  nnwilUnff  to  sanction  a  BiU 
which  involves  the  continuance  lor  another 
year  of  the  present  Daty  on  Tea"— (Jfr. 
P%eUM\ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  outetand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Sir  W.  Lawson  (Cumbeiiand,  Oocker- 
mouth)  formally  seconded  the  Motion. 
«Mr.  GEDGE  (Stookport):  I  think, 
Sir,  it  would  have  been  kinder  of  the 
hon.  Member,  who  has  ing^ionsly  taken 
us  round  the  whole  range  of  politioal 
economy  and  social  eoonomy  and  taxation 
in  general,  if  he  had  given  us  a  little 
hint  of  it  in  his  Amendment  so  that  we 
might  have  been  prepared  to  reply  to 
him.  I  do  not,  however,  intend  to 
follow  him  over  all  the  ground  he  has 
covered,  I  wish  simply  to  ask  the  House 
to  consider  whether  this  tax  is  or  is  not 
a  proper  tax  to  be  levied,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  it  produoes  four  and  a 
half  millions  sterling  a  year,  ooUeotad 
with  very  little  expense  or  motion.  I  th^ 
we  shall  nearly  all  agree  that  the  work- 
ing man  who  earns  weekly  wages  should 
pay  some  taxes.  As,  unfortunately,  it  is 
necessary  to  raise  money  by  taxes  eveiy 
year  in  order  to  keep  the  maohineiy 
of  Government  in  motion,  I  think  eveiy- 
body  ought  to  contribute  his  share 
towards  the  total  amount  wanted.  Ai 
every  man  enjoys  the  benefits  of  living 
under   a  properly   organised    Govern- 
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ment,    every     man     ought     to      pay 
something     towards    the     cost;     and 
especially    now    that    everybody    pos- 
sesses  the   voting   power.     Upon    the 
voting  body,   of  whom  the  poor  form 
a  large  proportion,  depends  the  decision 
of  many  great  questions,  such  as  that  of 
war  and  of  peace,  in  which  questions  of 
expenditure  are  largely  involved.     I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  for  the  advantage 
of  the  country  if  large  classes  of  the 
people  escaped  taxation  altogether ;  and 
how  are  you  to  get  at  the  wage- earning 
classes  unless  you  tax  some  article   of 
general  consumption  ?    They  certainly 
do  not  pay  income  tax  or  house  tax,  and 
it  rarely   happens  that   they    pay  the 
Death  Duties.  There  is  nothing  tnev  pay 
taxes  on  except  the  tax  on  the  tobacco 
they  smoke,  the  tax  on  beer  and  the  tax 
on  tea.     I  would  point  out  that  the  poor 
families  who  are  spoken  of  as   being 
severely  handled  if  tLey  have  to  pay  as 
much  as  1  ds.  a-year  upon  their  tea,  their 
wages  being  assumed  to  be  the  same 
sum  per  week,   because  the  tax  is   a 
52nd  part  of  their  income,  do  not  in  some 
cases  confine  themselves  to  the  consump- 
tion of  tea,  but  the  father  and.  mother 
generally  take  beer  also  and  the  father 
smokes  tobacco.     If  a  man  smokes  an 
ounce  and  a  half  of  tobacco  a- week  he 
will  pay  4d.  upon  that,  and  he  and  his 
wife  will  perhaps  have  to  pay  S^d.  a- 
week  in  taxation  upon  their  beer.     It 
zZiUst  also  be  remembered  that  the  man 
who  pays  an  income  tax  of  6d.  in  the  £, 
pays  in    that    tax    alone    a    40th    of 
ids  income,  and  he  also  pays  the  Tea 
Duty  as  well  as  the  House  Duty,  and 
Tarious  other  taxes  which  the  poor  man 
escapes.    While  we  should  be  very  glad 
to   see  the   burden    of   the    Tea  Duty 
lightened  if  it  could    be,  it    does  not 
seem  to  us  to  be  a  very  large  amount  to 
pay.    The  general  objection  to  indirect 
taxation  upon  articles  of  consumption 
like  bread  is  that  the  poorer  a  man  is 
the  greater  the  proportion  of  his  money 
that  goes  in  taxation  upon  the  articles 
taxed.     I  think,  however,  with  regard 
to  tea,  that  it  is  drunk  in  families  very 
much  in  proportion  to  the  income.     In 
many  families  they  use  half  a  pouiid  of 
tea  per  head  a  week.     We  know  the 
fashion  of  tea-drinking  now — tea  in  bed 
in  the  morning,  tea  at  breakfast,  tea  at 
four  o'clock,  and  tea  after  dinner.    The 
result  is  that  the  rich  man.  pays  in  pro- 
portion far  more  of  the  Tea  Duty  than 


the    poor     man.      If    this    tax    were 
abolished,  as  the  hon.  Member  proposes, 
what  taxes  would  the  teetotal  working 
man  pay  ?    I  do  not  wish  to  tax  teeto- 
talizm,    but  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
teetotaler  gets  the  benefit  of  the  system 
of  G-overnment  equally  with  the  man 
who  drinks  beer,  and  I  do  not  see  why 
he  should  pay  nothing  whatever.     His 
teetotalism  and  his  thrift  enable  him  to 
bear  the  burden  of  taxation  better  than 
others  of  his  own  class.     I  think  it  is 
probable  that  before   long    the  teeto- 
talers will  not  smoke  any  more    than 
they  drink  now.     I  know  the  Salva- 
tion   Army,    which    is    having    great 
popularity    amongst    the    masses    and 
18    doing    a     great     deal     of     good 
bars  tobacco   as  well  as  beer  and  en- 
deavours to  get  its  young  people  to  take 
the  pledge  against  both.     It  seems  to 
me   that  the  teetotaler  ought   to  pay 
some  tax,  and  if  you  take  off  the  tea 
duty  he  will  pay  none.     There  are  diffi- 
culties in  the   way  of   making  it   an 
ad  valorem  tax,  and  the  result  is  a  cer- 
tain inequality.     There  are,  however, 
inequalities  in  all  things.   The  teetotaler 
ought  to  pay  some  tax,  and  therefore  I 
think  this  tax  ought  not  to  be  abolished. 
♦The  chancellor  of    the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :    I  do  not  complain 
of   the  hon.  Member's  introduction  of 
this   subject,    which   he   also   brought 
forward  last  year.     Evidently  he   has 
the  matter  very  strongly  at  heart,  and 
he  may  be  right  in  indulging  in  impor- 
tunity in  bringing  it  forward.    I  am 
not,  however,  so  satisfied  with  the  some- 
what grotesque  description  he  gave  of 
the  financial  policy  I  have  pursued.     I 
must  say  I  think  he  exaggerated  and 
perverted  the  history  of  the  last  three 
Budgets  in  a  somewhat  extraordinary 
fashion,  and  I  hope  he  will  excuse  me  if 
I  do  not  follow  him  in  that  portion  of 
his  speech.    I  object  to   some  of  the 
phrases  he  used  because  I  think  they 
are  likely  to  do  harm.    When  he  speaks 
of  taxation  which  is  imposed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  government  of  the  country 
as  plunder,  he  uses  a  phrase  which  is 
unnecessarily  strong  and    which    is   a 
dangerous  phrase  to  employ.      I  may 
point    out    that    there    has    been    no 
additional    taxation    of    tea    for    any 
purpose    whatever.      The     duty     has 
remained  at  its  present  level  since  1866. 
If  the  working  classes  pay  that  duty, 
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they  pay  it,  as  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Gedffe)  has  justly  pointed  out,  for  the 
whole  machinery  of  government  under 
which  they  live,  and  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  institutions  which  they  enjoy.  I 
certainly  hold  that  every  person  should 
contribute  something  towards  taxation. 
It  is  quite  competent  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  contend  that  some  one  class  pays 
tnore  than  its  proportion.  I  think, 
however,  the  hon.  Member  goes  too  far 
when  he  pleads  that  the  working  classes 
ought  to  make  no  contribution  whatever 
to  taxation.  He  indulges  in  a  fallacy 
which  is  very  frequently  advanced  when 
he  argues  his  whole  point  on  the  basis  of 
the  very  poorest  class.  All  taxation  bears 
with  very  great  severity  on  the  poorest 
people.  The  hon.  Member  referred  to 
the  poorest  class,  to  whom,  no  doubt, 
the  Tea  Duty  is  a  most  important  item, 
but  if  his  resolution  were  adopted,  he 
would  bring  about  a  result  which  would 
not  be  in  accordance  with  the  wish  of 
many  of  those  who  belong  to  his  Party 
— namely,  that  a  large  class  of  persons 
would  contribute  nothing  whatever  to 
the  revenue.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
siders that  we  ought  to  relinguish  alto- 
gether the  £4,500,000  or  £5,000,000 
sterling  we  derive  from  this  tax,  and  he 
only  throws  out  one  suggestion  to  meet 
the  financial  difficulty  that  would  thus 
be  created — namely,  that  we  should  put 
a  tax  upon  accumulations.  The  hon. 
Member  lays  hold  of  a  phrase  of  mine 
to  the  effect  that  we  should  look  to  ac- 
cumulations rather  than  to  profits.  I 
think  it  is  scarcely  doing  me  justice  to 
suggest  that  as  a  general  proposition  on 
which  I  should  be  glad  to  rest  the  whole 
taxation  of  the  country.  He  takes  a 
rather  fantastic  return  of  the  aggre- 
gate accumulations  of  the  country,  and 
upon  that  he  suggests  that  we  should 
raise  a  duty  of  1  per  cent.  This  pro- 
position means  that  if  you  have  a  person 
possessed  of  £10,000,  and  receiving 
£300  a  year  income  from  it,  you  are  to 
take  £100  from  that  £300  every  year. 
*Mr.  PIOTON  :  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  do  me  the  justice  to 
remember  that  I  did  not  propose  that. 
I  said  ^  per  cent. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Then  the  income 
tax  the  hon.  Member  would  propose 
upon  the  £300  a  year  would  amount  to 
£25,  which  is  rather  a  heavy  annual  tax 
to  put  upon  such  an  income.  I  really 
think  the  hon.  Member  has  not  thought 
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out  his  proposition  in  this  respect ;  nor 
has  he  examined  the  Beturn  in  detsiL  or 
he  would  have  seen  that,  in  order  to 
make  up  the  £8,000,000,000  he  men- 
tioned, £300,000,000  are  pat  down  as 
belonfi;ing  to  people  who   are   so  poor 
that  they  do  not  pay  inoome  tax  at  aH 
Upon  that  group  of  persons  the  hon. 
Member  womd  levy  this  enormous  tio. 
Again,  farming  stock  and  implements 
of  husbandly  are  induded  in  the  Betonu 
I  need  not  labour  the  point,  howevflf, 
because  I  think  it  would  he  lon^  befors 
any  responsible  statesman  would  think 
of  imposing  such  a  tax.     There  is,  na 
doubt,  a  tax  of  the  kind  in  the  United 
States,  but  I  have  read  of  the  fraud  and 
perjury  to  which  it  leads,  and  I  know 
statesmen  in  America  spciak  of  it  with 
sorrow  and  regret.    The  hon.  Member 
said  he  thought   from    the  lessons   I 
have    derived    from    the     finance    of 
my    right    hon.    Friend    the    Member 
for     Mid     Lothian    (Mr.     Oladstone) 
I   might  have    conceived  it  to  he  my 
duty  to  repeal  this  tax ;  but  the  House 
will  remember  that  the  tax  has  Biood 
where  it  now  stands  since  1866,  that  in 
the  interval  we  have  seen  the    income 
tax   reduced  from  6d.  to  5d.,  and  from 
5d.  to  4d.,  and  from  4d.  toSd.  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  o£Blce,  and 
that  nevertheless  the  Tea  Duty  has  not 
been  touched.     It  must  also  be  remem- 
bered that  the  price  of  tea  has  fiallen  to 
such  an  extent  that  less  is  paid  for  tea 
now  than  would  have  been  paid  if  there 
had  been  no  dutj  at  all  twen^  years 
ago.    We  are  glad  to  think  tnat  the 
falling  o£P  in  the  price  of  this  artide  has 
contributed  so  much  to  the  comfort  of 
the  poor.     I  do  not  maintain  that  the 
duty    must    always     remain    at    6d. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  a  very  light  tax» 
But    what    the    hon.    Member    pro- 
poses is  that  we  should  impose  other 
taxation  now  in  order  to  repmoe  the  4 
millions    sterling    we  should    lose    bv 
taking  off  of  this  duty.    I  do  not  think 
there  are  many  Members  of  the  House 
who  would  be  willing  to  face  that.    In 
a  year  when  there  is  a  large  surplus  to 
dispose  of,  tea  would  have  a  good  claim 
to  some  consideration,  but  I  maintain 
that  it  would  be  a  deplorable  error  of 
judgment    to    abolish    the    Tea    Do^ 
altogether  and  thereby  to  establish  the 
principle  that  a  large  proportion   of  the 
population  need  never  pay  any  taxes  at 
all.    I  think  the  House  would  b^e  searo(^ 
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lurepared  to  create  such  a  gap  in  the 
JSeyenae  of  the  oountry  as  would  be 
created  by  the  abolitioa  of  the  Tea 
Daty. 

Sm  W.  HARCOUET  (Derby) :  I  feel 
sympathy  with  a  great  deal  that  has 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  Picton),  and  certainly  the 
duty  on  tea  cannot  be  regarded  as  a 
li^ht  duty.  Oomparing  the  duty  now 
with  the  cost  price  of  tea,  it  is  a  much 
heavier  duty  than  it  was  some  years 
ago.  Pro  rata  with  the  value  of  the 
commodity,  the  duty  is  a  high  one.  We 
may  congratulate  ourselves,  at  all  events, 
if  the  Tea  Duty  is  to  {remain,  that  it 
seems  probable,  from  what  we  have 
heard  this  evening,  that  the  measure 
for  raising  the  pnoe  of  sugar  is  likely 
to  be  indefinitely  postponed,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  has  that 
consolation,  though  he  may  be  unable 
to  enforce  his  views  as  to  the  Tea  Duty. 
We  have  voted  a  large  sum  for  pubUc 
expenditure,  and  we  must  fina  the 
money  for  this  expenditure.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  if  the  Tea  Duty  is 
not  to  be  removed,  other  taxes  have  to 
be  imposed,  and  this  is  due  to  that 
enormous  and,  in  my  opinion,  pre- 
posterous expenditure  to  which  we  are 
^K>mmitted.  The  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  a  speech  made  in  the 
country  some  months  ago,  maintained 
that  he  had  a  good  surplus,  and  that 
everything  seemed  favourable  to  his 
Budget,  but  then  there  were  demands 
made  upon  him  that  ruined  his  Budget. 
Well,  they  have  ruined  his  Budget.  In  a 
time  which  we  may  call,  as  compared  with 
recent  years,  one  of  public  prosperity,  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  a 
large  surplus  has  to  come  forward  and 
>make  proposals  for  increased  taxation. 
What  is  the  reason  of  this?  It  was 
given  by  an  authority  that  will  be 
accepted  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
Lora  Beaconsfield  many  years  ago,  when 
he,  in  a  lucid  interval — I  mean  not  to 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  but  to  the  Party— de- 
nounced bloated  armaments,  and  said, 
"expenditure  must  depend  on  policy." 
There  never  was  a  time  that  afforded  a 
more  conspicuous  instance  of  the  truth  of 
this.  What  is  the  situation  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  might  very  fairly 
•have  made  a  demand  for  the  reduction 
of  the  Tea  Duty.  I  think  a  very  fair 
■4tnd  very  proper  demand  it  would  have 
been.     He    would    have    said    to    the 
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Ohanoellor   of  the    Exchequer,    ''  you 
have  got  a  surplus  which  according  to  aU 
rules  of  finance  has  hitherto  been  dis- 
tributed among  the  different  classes  of 
the  community ; "  and  the  reduction  of 
the  Tea  Duty  would  have  been  a  very 
fair  contribution  towards  the  relief  of 
the  taxation  of  the  most  numerous  class 
in    this   country.     Well  what   is   the 
situation  ?    The    additions    you    have 
made  in  this  one  financial  year  to  the 
expenditure  of  the  country  would  have 
almost  enabled  you  to  repeal  the  Tea 
Duty  altogether.     I  think  it  is  not  very 
far  short  of  £4,000,000  you  have  added 
to  the    expenditure    of     the    country 
this  year,  and,  mind  you,  that  addition 
has    been     made    in     face     of     the 
declaration     of     every     Member     of 
the    GK>vemment    last    year    that   ex- 
penditure   at    that    time    (last    year) 
was  amply  sufficient  for  the  necessities 
of  the  oountry;  therefore,  this  is  a  new 
discovery    made    by    the    Government 
themselves  in  1 2  months  that  it  is  in- 
dispensable   to    make    this    enormous 
addition    to   the    expenditure    of    the 
country.    If  you  go  into  a  policy  of  this 
kind  vou  cannot  decrease  the  Tea  Duty, 
and,  indeed,  you  have  to  increase  taxa- 
tion not  only  in  the  Death  Duties  and 
the  Beer  Duty,  but  you  must  go   on 
adding  to  every  souroe  and  commodity 
for  taxation.    There  was  a  very  alarm- 
ing and  ominous  phrase  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  "he  wished  he  had  more  sources 
of  taxation."    So,   I  suppose,  in   the 
future  we    must  look  to  have  duties 
raised  from  other  commodities  and  other 
sources  of  taxation.    I  thought  this  one 
of  the  most  alarming  sentiments  I  ever 
heard  from  a  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  this  House.    It  seems  we  are 
to  revise  the  financial  policy  of  many 
years,  which  has  been  so  beneficial  to 
the  people  of  this  country,  not  in  regard 
CO  the  Sugar  Duty  only,  but  in  the 
principles   of   general   taxation.     The 
great  object  of  that  policy  was  in  1841, 
according  to  Sir  Hobert  Peel,  to  diminish 
the  taxMl  articles  in  use  among    the 
people  of  this  country,  and  after   the 
Upse  of  all  these  years  since  1841  we 
have,  I  think,  for  the  first  time  a  Ohan- 
oellor of  the  Exchequer  standing  up  in 
the  House  of  Oommons  holding  out  a 
prospect    of    imposing     taxation     on 
other    and    more    numerous     articles 
than  those  taxed    hitherto.      That  is 
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not,  I  think,  a  pleasant  prospect ;  bnt  it  i 
is   the  ineyitable  consequence  of  the  - 
policy  you  are  pursuing.     There  are 
missionaries  and  apostles  of  extrara- 
gance  going  about  the  country.    As  I 
read  this  morning,  there  is  a  political 
partizan    adjutant-general    making    a 
violent  Party  speech,  a  thing  totally  un- 
heard of  in    our   Army    organization 
before.     I  have  never  heard  of  anybody 
in  the  position  of  adjutant-general  hold- 
ing  language   and    behaving    in    the 
manner   pursued   by  the  present  ad- 
jutant-general.    All  this  is  intended  to 
inflame  expenditure;  and  if  you  have 
enormous  expenditure  you  must   have 
increased   taxation.      I    see    the   hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Sussex  (Sir  W. 
Barttelot)  opposite.     He  does  not  like, 
as  he  said,  some  of  the  proposals  made, 
though  I  have  no  doubt  he  sympathises 
in  the  objects  which  make  that  taxation 
necessary  ;  but  everybody  will  have  to 
suffer  under  a  policy  of  this  kind,  and 
the  fair  expectation  whir*h  the  working 
classes  might  have  had  of  relief  from 
taxation  is  gone.      The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  a  surplus  to  begin 
with.     I  am  speaking  of  the  surplus  of 
the  coming  year,  upon  which  every  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  is  to  be   con- 
ipratulated.      I    never    congratulate    a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  what  is 
called  a  realized    surplus,    because  a 
realized  surplus  is  merely  the  result  of 
incorrect  Estimates.     The  theory  of  the 
finance  of  this   country  is    that    each 
year  you  should  only    ask    from   the 
people  as  much  as  is  wanted  for  tUe 
year  with  a  small  and  reasonable  margin 
that  you  may  not  be  on  the  wrong  side 
at  the  end  of  the  year.    There  should  be 
a  margin  of  from  £200,000  to  £300,000. 
I    think    that   the   Chancellor    of   the 
Exchequer  allows  a  margin  of  something 
under  £300,000.     If  at  the  end  of  the 
year  you  find  yourselves  with  one,  two, 
or  three  millions  more  than  you  esti- 
mated, that  is  because  you  placed  the 
produce  of  the  year's  revenue  too  low 
and  the  expenditure  too  high.     You  can 
manufacture  a  surplus  to  any  extent  by 
that  process,  but  if  your  Estimates  are 
reasonably  correct  you  ought  never  to 
exceed,    say  half  a  million  surplus.     I 
find  last  year,  and  I  have  pointed  it  out — 
not    blaming   the    Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer  particularly,    for    it  is    an 
established  habit — that  the  Estimate  of 
stamps  was  a  great  deal  too  low.     This 
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year  we  find  the  revenae  fiom  Btampt 
exceeding  the  Estimate  by  nearly  halt  a 
million,  and  there  is  the  aame  thing  with 
the  income  tax — an  ezoess  of   £df  a 
million  or  thereabonte. 
*Mb.  GK)S0HEN  :  On  enormous  smna. 
Sib  W.  HASOOUBT  :  Tea,  bnt  yoa 
are  habitually  dealing  with  these  soms. 
Great  credit  is  due  to  the  permanent 
officials  for  makmg  as  dose  an  VSa^mmi^ 
as  they  can,  but  to  be  out  by  half  a 
million  under  one  head  is  more  tfaaa 
ought  to  be  reasonably  expected.    But 
what  is  the  conseqnenoer    Ton  levy 
on    the    year,    it   may   be,   a  millioB 
or     more     more     than      yon      wan^ 
and  then  yon  say  what  a  fine  surplns ; 
but  in  my  opinion  it  is  not  a  sound  sys- 
tem, and  a  departure  from  the  prind^ 
that  yon  should  only  adr  in  the  year  lor 
what  is  wanted  in  the  year.     The  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  parted  with  two 
millions,    I  thought    unwisely,    appro- 
priated for  the  roduction  of  the  ^ht, 
but    by    this   system    of  miecalonlated 
Estimates  we  get  the  money  back  again, 
and  so,  like  Penelope,  he  does  at  one 
time  what  he  undoes  at  another.  While 
he  makes  his  Estimate  on  the  assumption 
that  the  two  millions  are  no  longer  to 
le  appropriated  to  the  Debt,  he  raises 
the  money  all  the  same  through  tiie 
system  of  incorrect  Estimates,  and  it  goes 
to  the  liquidation  of  the  Debt.    So  fn 
as  it  results  in  this  manner  I  am  glad, 
but  surely  this  is  not  the  proper  way  in 
which  it  should  be  done.   It  oug^t  to  be 
done  by  correct  Estimates  of  revenue 
and  expenditure.   I  only  say  this  by  way 
of  parenthesis,  because  I  am  speaking 
of  the  Budget  proposals  for  the  coming 
year.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Ezdiequer 
has  to  deal  with  the  liquidation  of  the 
debt ;  he  cannot  hope  always  to  recover 
in  the  same  manner  the  two  millions  he 
has  given  away.      But  we  find  in  the 
National  Debt  Bill  he  proposes  to  make 
away  with  a  third  million,  practically 
making  three  millions,  that  is,  what  he 
has  gained  from  the  reduction   of  the 
interests  on  the  Debt.    But  for  the  Bill 
as  the  law  stands  this    million   would 
have  gone  to    the    reduction    of  the 
Debt,  as,   of  course,   that  would  have 
constituted  part  of  the  Sinkinff  Fond 
going  to  the  reduction  of  the  Debt.  The 
result  of  the  finandal  arrangement  is 
that   he    practically   diverts  from   the 
Fund  for  the  reduction  of  the  Debt  three 
millions,  which  by  law  is  appropriated 
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to  that  purpose.     That,  I  think,  cannot 
be  denied. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  surely  see  that  only  two 
millions  are  diverted,  the  other  million 
comes  out  of  interest. 

8iB  W.  HAECOUET :  It  is  really 
only  a  matter  of  phraseology.  In  the 
National  Debt  Bill,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Ebcchequer  says  that  the  permanent 
charge  for  Jthe  reduction  of  the  Debt 
shall  be  £25,000,000  instead  of 
£26,000,000,  and  that  ''  25  "  shall  be 
substituted  for  **'26"  in  Section  1  of 
the  Sinking  Fund  Act. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  excuse  me  interrupting, 
but  I  have  no  opportunity  of  reply. 
He  states  that  the  Sinking  Fund  is 
£26,000,000,  but  that  is  a  fallacy. 
£26,000,000  is  not  the  Sinking  Fund, 
it  includes  both  the  Sinking  Fund  and 
the  interest.  It  is  unfair,  1  think,  to 
make  the  statement  that  a  million  is 
withdrawn  from  the  payment  of  the 
Debt,  while  clearly  that  million  comes 
from  the  saving  in  interest. 

Sib  W.  HAROoURT:  It  reaUy  is 
only  a  question  of  phrasing.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Fzohequer  will  admit 
that  if  he  had  not  proposed  a  special 
Act  that  million  would  have  gone  to 
the  reduction  of  the  Debt.  I  do  not 
care  how  you  put  it,  that  is  the  effect.  I 
will  describe  it  in  any  form  of  words 
you  may  prefer.  It  is  necessary  to  legis- 
late to  prevent  the  money  going  as  it 
would  have  gone  to  the  liquidation  of 
the  Debt.  I  only  draw  attention  to  this 
to  show  what  is  the  operation  of  this 
inflated  expenditure  on  the  finan- 
cial condition  and  taxation  of  the 
country.  I  show,  first,  that  you 
have  by  your  policy  diverted  this 
amount  from  the  linking  Fund. 
I  give  you  credit,  of  course,  for  having 
diminished  the  interest  on  the  Debt.  I 
do  not  dispute  that  for  a  moment.  One 
of  the  beneficial  consequenced  of  that 
reduction  ought  to  have  been  either 
lowering  of  taxation  or  redemption  of 
more  debt.  Instead  of  that,  however, 
three  millions  a  year,  which  would 
otherwise  have  diminished  the  Debt, 
have  not  gone  to  the  benefit  of  the  tax- 
payer. On  the  contrary,  increased  taxa- 
tion in  the  form  of  Death  Duties  and 
beer  tax  is  being  levied.  I  wish  to  be 
fair  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
80  I  mention,   of  course,  that  beeidee 


increased  expenditure,  there  has  been 
contribution  to  local  taxation  ;  but  this 
does  not  alter  the  fact  that  you  had  this 
year  a  good  surplus,   from  which  we 
ought  to  have  expected  relief  from  taxa- 
tion, and  certainly  no  diversion  from 
the  fund  for  the  reduction  of  debt  which 
had  accrued    from   the  conversion    of 
interest.     Instead    of    that    you    are 
obliged  to  call  on  the  House  for  addi- 
tional   taxation,    and    that    is    simply 
accounted  for  by  the  enormous  increase 
made  in  the  expenditure  of  the  country. 
With  respect  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  I  can  only 
say  that  I  have  voted,   and  shall  on 
every  occasion  vote,  against  the  addi- 
tional taxation.     But  as  the  money  has 
to  be  found,  I  could  not  vote  for  striking 
off  four  or  four  and  a  half  millions  of 
taxation  on  this  occasion,  andean,  there- 
fore, not  vote  with  my  hon.  Friend,  aa  I 
am  not  prepared  to  suggest  an  alterna- 
tive tax.     Nor  do  I  think  that  this  is  a 
fitting    opportunity    for  raising  those 
larger    questions   with  respect  to    the 
incidence  of  taxation   which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  raised.     They  are  most  im- 
portant questions,  such  as  are  going  to 
command  the  keenest  interest  in  the 
future.    There  is  no  doubt  the  charges 
that  have  been  made  in  the  electoral 
conditions  of  this  country,  the  greater 
voice  given  to  the  humbler  classes  of 
the  community  will  inevitably  lead  to 
that     voice     being     heard     on     the 
subject    of    relative    taxation.      It    is 
right   that  should   be  so;  it  is  one  of 
the  objects  with  which    the  electoral 
extension    was    made.    I    hope    these 
matters  will  be  approached  in  a  reason- 
able and  prudent  spirit.     I  have  never 
seen  any  indication  myself  on  the  part  of 
any  great  number  of  the  people  of  deal- 
ing with  the  subject  in  other  than  a  rea- 
sonable manner.    I  have  no  hesitation 
myself  in  expressing  the  opinion  that 
realized  property  does  not  bear  a  fair 
share  of  taxation.     I  believe  that,  with- 
out laying  down  any  proposition  that 
there  should  be  any  class  of   the  com- 
munity exempt  from  contribution  to  the 
public  burden.     I  do  not  contend  that 
at  all ;  but  I  do  say,  so  far  as  I  have  con- 
sidered the  subject,  that  I  think  realized 
property  ought  to  bear  a  larger  share 
than  it  does  at  present.     I  will  not  go 
further  into  this  question  now ;  it  is  one 
that  will  have  to  be  carefully  considered. 
The  people  of  this  country  will  make 
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dft^  vZl  uTe  so  L4  don*  is.  :&«  &cc- 
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I>KM«t«r  ao  u  v>  gTTe  niief  to  all 
<litiiK€  of  tAzpAT«n  in  the  eoonsry. 

•M*.  HALLET  STEWART  lin- 
mAnkhln.  3ri>In;r.g, :  TLe  ChanosIIor 
of  th6  Exchequer  hma  nf€fmd  a»  the 
tdtr^aoh  cases  dealt  virh  bj  the  moTcr 
of  the  JU^Autym  u  if  they  formed  the 
lOAin  mbject  matter  of  the  Votion  of  mj 
hon.  Friend  'Mr.  Ficton/  Mj  hon. 
TrUmd  pleeded  for  tbow  whose  incomes 
range  from  20s.  to  258.  a  veek,  but  in 
LiacolnAhire  and  among  my  constitaentB 
the  average  wage  of  the  agricnltoral 
labourer  is  only  12s.  a  week,  and  I  see 
from  the  fiegistrar  General's  Beport 
that  there  are  other  counties  where  the 
average  is  only  9s.  a  week.  On  incomes 
such  as  theee  hon.  Members  can  hardly 
imagine  what  the  pressure  of  a  6d.  tea 
tax  is.  There  has  been  a  fall  in  the 
price  of  tea,  but  we  are  not  indebted 
to  the  Oovemment  for  that,  and 
the  incidence  of  the  duty  remains  the 
same.  Passing  through  a  town  in 
Lincolnshire  last  wedc,  I  saw  tea 
advertized  at  a  shilling  a  pound,  and  it 
was  sold  by  the  Mayor  of  the  borough. 
It  is  certain  that  that  tea  did  not  cost  him 
more  than  4d.  a  pound,  and  every  pound 
had  to  bear  6d.  duty.  Tea  is  quoted  in  the 
market  at  4d.  a  pound.  The  House  will 
realize  the  enormous  inequality  of  the 
impost.  The  tea  of  the  rich  man, 
at  26.  or  28.  6d.  a  pound,  pays  6d., 
and  the  poor  man's  tea,  at  4d.,  equally 
pays  6d. ;  the  first  is  taxed  20  to 
25  per  cent,  the  latter  150  per  cent ! 
Let  the  House  realize  the  weight 
of  this  burden  upon  those  who,  with 
wife  and  family,  have  to  make  both 
ends  meet  on  is.  6d.  per  day  wages. 
"Every  man  must  pay  something," 
says  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
**  for  the  luxury  of  Government."  Yes, 
but  the  working  man  does  pay  some- 
thing. He  gives  his  toil.  What  more 
can  a  man  give  to  the  service  of  his 
country  ?  When  a  man  rises  at  five 
o'clock  in  the  morning  and  works  until 
six  in  the  evening,  is  not  that  enough  ser- 
vice? Do  you  think  it  just  to  exact 
•"^d.  or  4d.  a  week  besides  from  the  man 
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them  widi  as  good 
have  done  against  tha  Sugar  Ooirrentioa. 
Ma.  LABOUCHEBE:  Tuea.  tbona^ 
evila,  most  be  lofried  oa  aomebody,  aadi 
agree  with  the  Chancelloar  of  the  Ez- 
eheqaer  that  everybody  who  liaa  a  vote 
oogfat  to  oontiibiita  aomethiiig  to  taxa- 
tion.     Taxation     and     repveaentatioa 
ought  to  go  together  if  we  are  to  have 
'  any  sound  mtem  of  fi"^"^fil  Govem- 
;  ment  here.   But,  admitting  that  we  have 
.  to  levy  taxes  and  that    ereiy  psnon 
:  ought  to  pay  in  some  aoit  of  way  towaids 
I  the  Bevenne  of  the  conntry,  the  quattioa 
is,  whether  this  in itMlf  is  a  fair  tax?    I 
deny  that  the  Tea  Duty  ia  a  fair  tax.   In 
your  income  tax,   whoever  dreamt  of 
charging  the  sameamoonton  all  inooma 
taxes,   whether  large  or  small?    Ton 
have  an  inhabited  hooae  tax,  but  who- 
ever would  dream  of  charging  the  aaoie 
amount  on  a  palace  and  a  hovel  ?    My 
main  complaint  of  this  tax  is  that  it  is  an 
md  valorem  on  tea,  and  that  you  make  the 
poor  man  pay  a  certain  sum  of  money, 
which,  in  comparison  with  his  inoomOi  is 
far  greater  than  the  sum  you  make  the 
rich  man  pay,  by  Tpnr  income  tax  and 
your  other  taxes.    You  charge  a  higher 
rate  to  the  poor  man  than  to  the  riohmani 
because,  wnilst  the  poor  man  pays,  say, 
only  Is.  a  pound  for  his  tea  and  ue 
rich  man  2s.,  the  duty  is  the  same  on 
each  description.      And  ^et  the  poor 
man  and  the  rich  man  drmk  about  the 
same  amount  of  tea,  for  though  the 
rich  man  can  afford  any  quanti^,  he 
cannot  drink  beyond  the  amount  which 
fills  him.    This  tax  is,   to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  a  poll    tax  on  all  in* 
dividuals,    the  poor  man  getting  less 
for  his  money  than  the  rich  man.     It 
is  said  it  would  be  impossible  to  do 
away  with  the  tax,  and  it  is  asked  "  If 
we  abolish  this,  where  are  we  to  raise 
the  money?"      Well,  I  am  not  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     I  as  a 
Member  of  the  Opposition  have  only  to 
express  my  opinion  when  I  object  to  a 
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certain  method  of  raising  money,  and 
it  is  the  Chancellor  of  the  fizohequer's 
duty  to  find  means  for  raising  revenue 
which  are  satisfactory  to  all  parties  in 
the  House.  I  dare  say  the  duty  is  a 
difficult  one  to  perform,  but  that  is  why 
we  get  a  olever  man  as  Ohancellor  of 
of  the  Exchequer.  We  poor  men  are 
only  here  to  protest  agamst  what  we 
think  unfair.  We  hare  heard  the 
question  again  and  again,  when  it  has 
been  proposed  to  do  away  with  a  tax, 
/'Oh,  but  where  are  we  to  get  the 
money?"  You  had  a  tax  on  sugar; 
you  abolished  it,  and  yet  you  managed 
to  get  the  money  somewhere  else.  You 
have  abolished  other  taxes,  and  yet 
have  always  managed  to  recoup  your- 
seWes.  We  want  to  lay  down  the 
principle  that  we  shall  have  a  tax 
that  will  net  every  one  according  to  his 
means,  and  yet  place  no  tax  on  the 
necessaries  of  life.  No  one  would  think 
nowadays  of  putting  a  tax  on  bread, 
because  it  is  a  necessary  of  life,  and  I 
think  that  tea  may  be  regarded  as 
equally  a  necessary.  We  are  told  that 
this  tax  has  not  been  altered  for  a  long 
while,  but  that  is  no  reason  why  it 
should  never  be  altered.  It  is  quite 
true  as  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
says  that  Ohancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
come  and  go,  and,  with  all  respect 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  per- 
sonally, I  hope  he  himself  may  soon 
go  —  but  that  is  no  reason  why 
this  objectionable  tax  should  go  on  for 
ever.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  supports  the  tax  and 
says  he  must  vote  for  it,  because  we  have 
agreed  to  the  expenditure,  and  he  can- 
not at  a  moment  s  notice  say  where  the 
money  is  to  be  taken  from  if  not  from 
the  Tea  Duty.  That  is  his  position  as  an 
•ex-Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  But 
we,  who  are  more  independent,  are  not 
bound  by  such  ties.  We  say  we  think 
the  tax  unjust,  and  therefore  we  will 
vote  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
introduced  the  Amendment.  The 
Amendment  does  not  say  that  the  duty 
should  be  altogether  abolished,  so  that 
those  who  object  to  the  amount  can 
vote  for  it.  Those  who,  like  myself, 
object  to  the  whole  tax,  can  likewise 
vote  for  it,  and  also  those  who  object  to 
it  being  an  ad  valorem  duty.  Personally 
I  object  to  the  duty  on  all  these  grounds, 
and  therefore  have  no  hesitation  in 
voting  for  the  Amendment. 


SntG.  OAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy):  I 
entirely  agree  that  indirect  taxation 
presses  verv  unfairly  on  the  poor,  but  I 
think  that  if  this  tax  were  removed  it 
would  lead  to  increased  intemperance  in 
tea  which  would  be  used  by  tne  poorer 
classes  in  the  place  of  milk  in  the  bring- 
ing up  of  the  young.  In  my  opinion 
reuef  ought  radier  to  be  given  to 
currants  and  raisins,  which  are  almost 
entirely  consumed  by  the  poor.  With 
regard  to  the  Death  Duties,  I  hope  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  give 
hon.  Members  an  opportunity  of  ta£ng 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  question 
of  the  duty  on  personalty.  The  rieht 
hon.  Gentleman  has  admitted  that 
anomalies  still  exist  in  his  proposals,  but 
I  take  it  that  I  should  be  ruled  out  of 
order  if  I  were  to  move  to  add  to  the 
burden  of  one  particular  class,  the  duty 
of  proposinfl;  increase  of  taxation  resting 
entire^  with  the  Government. 
♦Mb.  hartley  (Islington,  N.) :  I 
wish  to  say  one  or  two  words  on  the 
subject  brought  up  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  though  I  do  not  at  all 
agree  with  him  in  the  necessity  or 
desirability  of  doing  away  with  the  duty 
on  tea.  I  should  say  that  those  who  go 
into  the  general  subject  of  taxation  will 
ag^ee  that  the  poorer  classes  do  pay  a 
larger  amount  in  proportion  to  their 
eamin  gs  than  the  richer  classes.  This  is 
in  no  way  a  party  question,  but  a  question 
which  must  be  considered  before  very  long 
I  hope  that  for  the  simple  reason  that 
the  temperance  habits  of  the  people  are 
growing,  it  will  before  long  become 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  overhaul  and  re- 
arrange the  general  model  of  his  Budget. 
The  man  earning  10s.  or  15s.  a  week 
who  takes  a  moderate  amount  of  beer, 
tea,  and  tobacco  in  proportion  to  his 
earnings  pays  a  larger  amount  in  the 
shape  of  Imperial  taxes  than  the  richer 
man,  and  the  man  who  is  at  the  bottom  of 
the  income  tax  scale  is  more  nipped  than 
those  higher  up.  I  do  hope  the  time  will 
come  when  we  shall  be  able  to  readjust 
these  duties  and  taxes  in  a  more  satis- 
factory manner.  I  maintain  that  it  la 
not  just  that  the  man  who  earns  £40  a 
year  or  15s.  a  week  should  pay  more  per 
£  of  his  earnings  than  the  man  who 
earns  £1,000,  £2,000,  or  £3,000  a  year. 
On  a  previous  occasion  I  was  reported  as 
having  spoken  in  favour  of  a  graduated, 
rising  income  tax.     I  did  not  do  so. 
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the  fallaoy  that  in  their  opinion  the 
"Sinking  Fund  is  a  fixed  annual  amonnt, 
whereas  it  is  no  such  thing.    No  one,  so 
far  as  I  know,  made  any  such  assertion. 
Everyone  knows  perfectly  well  that  the 
essence  of  the  so-called  new  Sinking  Fund 
is  not  that  it  is  a  fixed  annual  amount, 
but    that  it    is  an   increasing  annual 
portion    of    the    fixed    Debt    charge, 
which  is  applied  to  the  redemption  of 
Debt  as  savings  are  realized.   The  point 
of  the  Sinking  Fund  is  that  every  saving 
effected  is  to  go  to  the  further  reduc- 
tion of  Debt.    The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  carrying  out  his  financial 
proposals,   has  twice    during  the   last 
three  years  infringed  on  the  Sinking 
Fund.     Li    1887  he  did  not  actually 
infringe  on  the  principle  but  he  reduced 
its  e£Eective  by  no  less  than  £2,000,000 
a  year,  and  now    he  is  doing  a  still 
worse  thing.     For  the  first  time  since  it 
was  instituted,   the    principle    of  the 
Sinking  Fund  has  been  infringed,  the 
princime  that  every  saving  within  the 
annuu  fixed  charged,  should  be  applied 
to  the  further  reduction  of  Debt.     He 
has  reduced  the  amount  this  country  is 
^annually  to  pay  towards  the  redemption 
of  Debt  to  the  lowest  sum  it  has  reached 
during  the  last  80  years.    He  has  re- 
duced it  to  a  figure  less  by  £4,000,000, 
than  30  years  ago ;    to  a  figure  much 
less  than  what  our  fathers  paid  when 
they  were  bearing  an  infinitely  greater 
load  of  taxation,  and  when  the  income 
tax  was  much  higher  than  at  present. 
He  has  reduced  the  Sinking  Fund  by 
no  less  than  £8,000,000  a  year;    ana 
this  he  has  not  done  in  order  to  carry 
our  fiscal  reforms,  but  simply  and  solely 
to  reduce  the  income  tax  by  2d.  in  the 
poimd ;  and  by  so  doing  he  has  rendered 
future  fiscal  reforms  much  more  difficult. 
He  knew  very  well  that  one  of  the 
most  popular  things  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  could  do  with  the  taxpayer 
w^as  to  reduce  his  income-tax. 

♦Mr.    GOSCHEN:    It    is    the    least 
popular. 

Mb.  BUXTON  :  It  was  most  popular 
with  the  supporters  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  certainly  more 
popular  than  imposing  or  maintaining 
taxation  for  Debt  purposes.  I  fear  that 
it  is  but  beating  the  air  in  these  days  to 
advocate  the  more  rapid  reduction  of  the 
Nationid  Debt.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  the  other  day  spoke  of  our 
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Debt  as  now  beinff  under  £700,000.000; 
bat  he  forgot  to  add  the  £86,000,000  of 
Debt  whisn  last  year  he  transferred  from 
one  aooonnt  to  another.     Saoh  a  Debt 
as  this,  which  is  the  largeat  National 
Debt  except  that  of  Franoe,  ong'ht  to 
be  a  subject  of  great   anzietj  to  liii 
country.    Taking  it  all   round,  we  aie 
reducing  it  veiy  slowly.     In  the  last  30 
years  we  have  rednoed  it  by  Bomethiog 
like  £100,000,000  only,  and  he  wonU 
be  a  bold  man  who,  in  ike  present  steie 
of  European  politics,  will  propheqy  that 
it  will  be  reduced  by  as  large  a  mun  in 
the  next  30  years.  The  right  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Derby  has  shown  that  so  &r  as 
&e  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  eon- 
cemed,  he  is  in  the  habit  of  under  esti- 
mating the  revenue.    An^  large  aurplns 
at  the  end  of  the  year  in  the  revenue 
only  indicates  that  he  has  made  a  mis- 
calculation,   while    any   reduotion    in 
expenditure  is  due  to  his  oolleagues. 
If  the  Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer, 
who    relies    upon    these    amounte  of 
surplus  as  justi^ring  him  in  the  reduo- 
tion of  the  Sinking  Fund,  would  lode 
back  a  few  years,  he  would  find  that 
at  the  end,  including  his  own  yean 
of  office,  there  was  on  the  aegremte 
number  of  years,  not  a  sur^ua,  hut 
a  deficit.    The  truth  is  that  the  only 
mode  in  which  we  can  hope  to  reduce 
the   Debt    is  by  applyixiff  an  annual 
sum  for  that  purpose.     There  ia  one 
great  danger  wnich  this  oountiy  has  to 
look  forward  to,  and  that  is  the  eompe- 
tion  of  America  in  the  markets  of  uie 
world  when    that  country  adopts  the 
principles  of  free  trade.    Ultimately,  it 
is  certain  that  America  will  abolish  her 
protective  duties,  and  we  who  are  now 
able  to  compete  with  every  other  nation 
will  then  have  a  great  commercial  rival 
who  will  have  got  rid  of  her  debt,  who 
has  no  great  expenditure  on  army  and 
navy,  and  who  has  every  physical  ad* 
vantage  which  we  have,  and  many  which 
we  lack.  There  will  then  be  the  greatest 
possible  danger  of  this  country  lodng 
its    commercial    supremacy.      In    that 
state  of  things  our  National  Debt  would 
be  a  very  serious  hindrance,  and  it  is  to 
be  regretted  that  two  of  the  principal 
financial  acts  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  be  to  infringe  upon 
the  Sinking  Fund,  and  to  reduce  by  a 
large  sum  the  annual  amount  we  are 
paying  towards  the  reduotion  of   the 
National  Debt. 
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♦OoLONBL  AN8TRUTHEE  (St.  An- 
drew's  Burehs) :  Tlie  beer  tax  must 
neoeesarily  fall  to  a  grater  or  lesser 
extent  upon  the  industry  that  is  least 
able  to  bear  it — the  barley  gprowers  of 
the  country.  Farmers  in  arable  dis- 
tricts find  that  at  present  prices  they 
cannot  grow  wheat  at  a  profit,  but  they 
do  look  to  some  small  margin  of  recom- 
pense from  their  barley  crop.  Now, 
non.  Gentlemen  know  well,  that  it  is 
these  very  farmers  in  arable  districts 
who  have  suffered  most  severely  from 
the  agricultural  depression,  and,  more- 
over, they  have  not  reaped  any  advan- 
tage from  the  revival  of  trade.  On  this 
account,  if  for  no  6ther,  they  especially 
deserve  the  sympathy  of  this  House, 
and  they  are  the  last  class  to  have  any 
further  taxation  placed  upon  them. 
The  increase  of  the  duty  caused  by 
the  proposal  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  lower  the  alcoholic 
standard  oi  the  beer  will  undoubtedly 
cause  the  brewers  to  use  less  malt,  and 
it  has  already  caused  a  widespread 
feeling  of  alarm  among  the  farmers  of 
the  Eastern  Oounties.  In  this  way  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  although 
no  doubt  he  thought  he  was  taxing  a 
class  who  could  afford  it,  is  also  taxing 
another  class  who  cannot  afford  to  pay. 
I  hope  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer cannot  see  his  way  clear  to  raise 
this  sum  of  £300,000  by  some  other 
method,  he  will  be  able  to  assure  the 
agricultural  interest  that  it  is  merely 
a  temporary  tax,  and  that  he  will 
remove  it  at  the  first  opportunity  which 
offers. 

♦Mb.  BAETLEY:  I  should  like  to 
say  a  word  upon  the  subject  which 
has  been  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Poplar  (Mr.  S.  Buxton). 
I  fully  agree  with  what  he  has  said 
in  regard  to  the  reduction  of  the 
National  Debt,  and,  looking  to  the 
future  of  this  country  and  of  America, 
I  think  it  would  have  been  wiser  this 
year,  instead  of  reducing  the  Sinking 
Fund,  to  have  left  it  as  it  was.  I  con- 
sidered that  the  saving  to  the  country 
from  the  reduction  of  the  interest  on  the 
National  Debt  would  have  been  very 
well  applied  in  reducing  the  Debt  itself. 
In  the  event  of  war,  or  when  America 
becomes  a  free  trade  country,  I  have  no 
doubt  whatever  that  we  shall  find  our- 
selves so  heavily  handicapped  by  our 
enormous  debt  and  heavy  expenditure 


in  the  shape  of  taxation,  that  it  will  be 
almost  impossible  to  compete  with  the- 
United  States.  With  regard  to  the 
Income  Tax,  I  have,  on  several  occasions 
during  the  last  three  or  four  years^ 
brougnt  the  question  of  the  mode  of 
collecting  the  tax  before  the  House.  I 
hope  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  this  year,  as  he  promised  some 
years  ago,  be  able  to  alter  the  whole- 
system  of  assessments  and  appeals  and 
the  mode  of  payment  for  the  collection 
of  Income  Tax  by  poundage.  Owing  to 
the  present  system  of  collection,  the  tax 
is  not  always  one  upon  net  income.  In 
times  of  declining  trade  there  is  no 
doubt  that  the  system  of  payment  on  the 
three  years'  average  earnings  bears  ex* 
tremely  hard  on  small  tradesmen.  I 
trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
be  able  to  tell  us  that  he  does  look 
forward  to  some  system  which  will 
enable  him  to  do  away  with  th» 
anomalies  of  this  tax.  My  complaint 
is  that  of  late  years  the  Income  Tax 
Assessor,  instead  of  taking  into  account 
the  distressed  circumstances  of  the 
payers  of  Income  Tax,  has  been  engaged 
in  making  the  screw  tighter.  No  doubt 
it  is  only  right  that  a  man  should  pay 
upon  his  full  income,  but  there  are 
hardships  which  do  arise  in  connection 
with  this  tax  which  render*  it  exceed* 
ingly  unpopular,  and  which  might  and 
ought  to  be  removed. 
♦Sm  E.  BERKBECK  (Norfolk,  E.) : 
I  do  not  intend  to  follow  the  hon» 
Member  in  the  expression  of  opinion  as 
to  an  Import  Duty  on  foreign  barley, 
but  I  do  wish  to  enter  my  protest 
against  the  proposal  for  an  increased 
duty  on  beer,  and  I  do  so  on  behalf  of 
the  farmers  of  East  Anglia.  They 
object  entirely  to  the  imposition  of  a 
tax  on  the  produce  of  the  land,  which 
comes  in  about  the  worst  of  the  ten 
years  of  depression  which  thev  have 
experienced.  They  object  to  the  pro- 
posal also  that  this  tax  is  to  be  allowed 
to  go  on  for  seven  years.  The  Govern- 
ment have  described  this  tax  as  a 
homcspathic  dose,  but  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  that  it  will 
most  seriously  affect  the  barley 
growers.  There  are  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers, representing  county  constituencies 
where  tney  do  not  grow  barley,  who  will 
not  consider  the  matter  of  any  moment ; 
but,  in  those  parts  where  they  do  grow 
barley,  it  is  a  subject  of  very  great 
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importance.  I  am  confident  that  if 
every  Member  of  the  Cabinet  farmed  a 
thousand  acres  of  land  in  a  barley  grow- 
ing district,  or  if  Sir  Algernon  West  had 
a  thousand  acres  of  barley,  this  tax 
would  never  have  been  imposed.  I  can 
assure  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  had  Mr. 
■Glare  Sewell  Read  been  in  the  House  he 
would  have  spoken  in  no  unmeasured 
terms  upon  this  question.  I  do  hope 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
^ye  us  the  assurance  that  this  is  to  be 
a  tax  limited  to  one  year.  If  not,  then 
I,  for  one,  shall  place  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  restricting  the  proposal 
to  one  year. 
*Mk.  GOSCHEN:  I  waited  to  see 
whether  any  hon.  Member  would  rise, 
but  as  no  one  has  done  so,  I  may 
assume  that  I  have  heard  all  the 
objections  to  the  Budget  before  us. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Isling^n  referred  to  a  subject  in  which 
I  take  considerable  interest — namely, 
the  manner  in  which  our  income  tax 
collectors  are  paid.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
ao  officer  in  the  service  of  the  Inland 
Hevenue  is  paid  by  poundage  at  all ;  and 
in  the  case  of  local  collectors,  where  they 
are  paid  by  poundage,  the  localities  have 
the  removal  of  the  grievance  in  their 
own  hands,  but  the  desire  to  maintain 
patronage  seems  to  outweigh  the  desire 
to  protect  the  income  taxpayers.  I  do 
not  give  up  the  hope  that  it  may  be 
possible  to  deal  with  this  matter  when 
opportunity  offers.  Several  of  my  hon. 
Friends  have  suggested  that,  instead  of 
fresh  taxation,  1  should  have  made 
another  inroad  on  the  Sinking  Fund; 
but  the  observations  of  several  others 
would  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  I  had 
already  gone  too  far  in  that  direction. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  S.  Buxton)  has 
just  put  forward  the  view  that  our  Debt 
is  dangerously  large,  but  I  would  point 
out  that  while  our  Debt  is  large  the 
interest  upon  it  is  less  than  that  of  any 
other  country. 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON:  Not  than 
A.D[ienca 
♦Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  think  that  on  the 
whole  Debt  it  is.  America  is  able  to 
borrow  part  at  3  per  cent,  but  other 
portions  of  her  Debt  still  continue  at 
higher  rates  of  interest.  The  hon. 
Member  will  remember  that  it  is  not  only 
the  capital  amount  of  the  Debt,  but  the 
burden  of  the  Debt  which  has  to  be 
taken    into    consideration.     The    hon. 
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Member  suggests  that  oar  Debt  ohazge 
is  less  than  it  used  to  be,  and  that  it 
ought    to    be  greater.       Well,   if  ws 
have  reduced  the  interest,  surely  that 
is    one    reason   for   our  Debt  ohargs 
being  so  much  less.    We    have  been 
at  work  for  many  years  rednoing  not 
only  the  total  amount,  bnt  the  rate  of 
interest  of  the  Debt,  and  therefore  it  is 
natural  that  the  total  Debt  ehari^e  also 
should  be  reduced.    The  hon.  Member 
thinks  it  a   fair  description  of  what  I 
have  been  able  to  do  wiu  regard  to  the 
Debt  to  say  that  my  two  performanoes 
have  been    to  withdraw  two  millions 
from  the  Sinking  Fund,  and  I  forget 
what  the  other  performanoe  was,  bnt 
certainly  it  was  not  the  oonyersion  of  the 
Debt.  The  fact  that  I  have  managed  to 
convert  500  millions  from   3   to  2f  per 
cent  is  a  matter  of  no  importanoe  what- 
ever in  his  eyes. 

♦Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  My  ripht  hon. 
Friend  will  not  do  me  the  injnstioe  of 
misrepresenting  what  I  said  with  regard 
to  the  Sinking  Fund.  No  one  on  this 
side  of  the  House  forg^ets  to  appreciate 
the  very  great  financial  operation  of  the 
conversion  of  the  Debt,  bat  I  was 
speaking  simply  of  the  infringement  on 
the  Sinking  Fund. 

♦Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  perhaps  not  sufficient  ezpeiienoe  of 
the  House  to  be  perfectly  aware  of  the 
effect  of  what  he  said.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  practically,  that  my  Budgets 
would  be  remembered,  for  two  per- 
formances, of  which  the  conversion  of 
the  Debt  was  certainly  not  one.  Had 
his  words  been  uttered  in  Poplar,  thej 
would  have  been  taken  in  their  literal 
sense,  and  not  as  he  interprets  them. 
But  while  I  cannot  go  along  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Poplar  in  his  some- 
what extreme  views  as  to  the  National 
Debt,  I  should  be  unwilling  to  diminish 
further  the  amount  of  the  Sinking 
Fund;  and  as  we  have  undertaken  a 
heavy  extra  expenditure  it  seems  to 
me  right  that  some  portion,  at  all  eventSi 
should  be  raised  by  the  present  gener- 
ation. My  hon.  Friend  says  that  fdture 
generations  will  derive  the  benefit,  but 
I  am  not  sure  that  future  generations 
will  not  have  to  do  what  we  are  doing 
now.  However  that  may  be,  the 
Government  seem  to  have  tsJken  a  fair 
middle  course  by  imposing  the  chief 
part,  but  not  the  whole,  upon  the  present 
generation.      The   hon.    Member  for 
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Poplar  asked  me  a  question  with  regard 
to  the  principal  yalue.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  managed  to  make  his  speech 
on  this  point  at  the  present  stage  of  this 
Bill,  although  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
indicated  that  it  would  be  most  oon- 
yenient  that  the  matter  should  be  dis- 
cussed at  another  stage.  I  suppose  the 
hon.  Member  was  perfectly  within  his 
right  in  so  doing,  but  I  am  sorry  that 
the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  were  not 
in  their  places  when  he  made  his  speech, 
to  have  heard  from  him  his  view  of  how 
the  principal  value  should  be  taken. 
He  stated  correctly  enough  that  the 
maximum  principal  value  of  real  pro- 
perty, according  to  the  Bill,  was  24^ 
times  the  annual  value.  He  was  dis- 
satisfied with  that  because  some  property 
may  be  sold  at  33  years'  purchase.  He 
did  not  remember  that  this  proposal  of 
putting  the  maximum  at  24^  times  the 
annual  value  was  taken  from  the  very 
proposal  of  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  in  1885.  That  proposal  took 
the  principal  value  in  the  same  way, 
and  certainly  I  do  not  propose  to  sug- 
gest any  more  oppressive  way  of  esti- 
mating the  principal  value  upon 
property  than  that  of  my  prede- 
oessor  dealing  with  this  same  question. 
I  have  yet  to  reply  to  the  remarks  of  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  on  the  subject  of 
the  Beer  Duty.     Of  course  I  regret  the 

feat  anxiety  excited  by  this  proposal, 
regret  that,  because  a  tax  of  3d.,  or 
not  quite  as  much,  is  to  be  put  on  every 
36  gallons  of  beer,  the  idea  has  got 
abroad  that  the  consequences  will  be 
disastrous  to  barley  growers  throughout 
the  country.  The  idea  comes  from 
a  much  larger  increase — that  of  Is. 
suffgested  in  1885  whereas  now  it  is 
only  3d.  It  is  said  that  by  this  addition 
of  3d.  the  barley  erowers  will  be  placed 
at  a  very  great  disadvantage.  I  can 
only  say  to  those  hon.  Members  who 
represent  the  views  of  barley  gprowers 
that  I  feel  convinced  that  is  an  anxiety 
which  they  need  not  entertain.  What 
does  this  theory  of  the  great  danger  to 
barley- growers  from  this  small  tax 
involre?  It  involves  the  assumption 
that  the  brewers  have  got  it  in  their 
power  to  pay  what  they  like  for  the 
barley  which  they  buy.  I  have  asked 
this  of  the  brewers,  and  I  ask  this  of 
you,    ''If  the    brewers    are     in     that 


position  that  they  can  dictate  terms  to 
both  the  consumer  and  the  barley 
grower,  and  that  they  can  threaten  the 
grower  of  barley  that,  if  the  Government 
puts  the  slightest  additional  tax  upon 
beer,  they  will  pay  so  much  less  for 
barley,  why  do  they  not  do  that  now  ?  " 
If  it  were  contended  that  there  was  no 
margin  of  reasonable  profit  between  the 
present  price  of  beer  and  the  cost  of 
that  beer,  I  admit  at  once  that  the  tax 
would  have  to  come  either  from  the  con- 
sumer or  the  producer,  but  it  would  be 
a  bold  assertion  that  the  margin  of 
profit  in  the  case  of  beer  is  as 
narrow  as  this.  When  it  is  said  the 
margin  of  profit  is  so  small  that  the 
brewers  must  throw  this  extra  tax  on 
the  barley  growers,  I  ask  the  House  to 
take  the  case  of  sugar.  When  sugar 
rose  the  brewers  might  at  once  have 
said,  *'Now  that  the  price  of  sugar 
has  increased  we  shall  immediately 
begrin  to  pay  less  to  the  growers  of  barley, 
because  we  cannot  afford  to  lose  the  dif- 
ference." This  is  a  matter  in  regard  to 
which  I  am  afraid  I  shall  never  be  able  to 
persuade  the  barley  growers  or  brewers, 
but,  as  I  have  said,  I  most  distinctly 
assert  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  that 
there  is  in  our  opinion  no  reason  why 
this  additional  tax  on  beer  should 
affect  the  barley  growers  in  such  a 
manner  as  their  friends  in  this  House 
seem  to  think.  At  the  same  time,  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  other  tax  that 
could  be  imposed,  which,  would  upon 
the  whole,  be  fairer,  although  I  am 
fully  aware  that  this  tax,  like  every 
other,  must  lead  to  a  considerable 
amount  of  dissatisfaction  and  friction. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  near  me  thinks  it 
might  be  possible  to  avoid  raising  this 
sum  of  £300,000  by  running  the  risk  of 
not  having  a  surplus  thisyear ;  while  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  and  other  hon.  Members 
have  said — I  think  the  hon.  Member 
for  Poplar  (Mr.  Sydney  Buxton)  took  that 
position — that  we  are  wrong  in  making 
estimates  that  will  leave  us  with  con- 
siderable surpluses.  I,  for  one,  dispute 
that  position,  and  say  that  it  involves  a 
most  dangerous  doctrine.  If  we  were 
to  out  our  estimates  too  fine,  we 
should  run  the  risk  of  finding  our- 
selves with  a  deficit,  and  with  a  tax 
revenue  of  £70,000,000.  What  we  have 
provided  is,  after  all,  a  very  small  margin 
indeed,  when  we  consider  the  vast  nam- 
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ber  of  possible  accidents.    To  aroid  the 
risk  of  a  deficit,  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary   that    we   should   be  exceedingly 
earelul.     I  cannot  accept  the   view  of 
my  hon.  Friend  behind   me  that  we 
can  afford  to  run   the  risk  of  haying  a 
deficit;    nor  do  I  think  it  would  be 
a  proper  course  if  we  were  to  ask  for  the 
whole  of  the  proposed  increaseof  taxation 
from  realized  property  alone,  or  from 
any  other  single  source.     It  has  been 
held  that  when  there  is  a  considerable 
remission  of  taxation  some  relief  should 
be  giren  to  all  classes,  and  also,  when 
new  taxes  hare  been   proposed,  it  has 
been  considered  sound  and  conserva- 
tive  to  make    more  than    one  interest 
contribute.     These  are  the  explanations 
I  have  to  offer  with  regard  to  a  tax 
which  has  caused  some  anxiety  to  the 
Friends  of  the  Govemment,  but  I  may 
add  that  in  all  the  imposts  under  the 
Bill  the  Government  have  endeavoured 
to    observe    justice    between    various 
classes. 
♦Sm  J.  LUBBOOK  (London  Univer- 
sity):     The    Chancellor    of    the    Ex- 
chequer  has    not    answered  one|  point 
raised     by     the     hon.     Member     for 
North   Isling^n    (Mr.    Bartley)    with 
reference  to  the  system  of  three  years' 
average  on  the  coUeotion  of  income  tax 
on  business  incomes.    Formerly  people 
engaged  in  business  used  to  pay  on  the 
average  of   three    years,    and  if   the 
current  year  were  lower  than  the  aver- 
age the  payment  would*  be  proportion- 
ately   reduced;     whereas,    under     the 
present  system  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  pointed  out,  persons  in  business  often 
are  obliged  to  pay  income  tax  on  profits 
they  have  not  earned.    This  is  felt  to  be 
a  considerable  hardship,  and  I  hope  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  consider  the  point  in 
the  course  of  the  ensuing  year.  I  believe 
the   change  was  made  without  anyone 
interested  in  it  having  the  least  idea  of 
what  was  being  done,  and  while  I  do 
not  complain  of  the  mode  in  which  the 
Bill  has  been  drawn  I  would  point  out 
that  it  has  to  be  read  along  with  other 
Acts,  and  the  process  is  so  complicated 
that  it  is  almost  impossible  to  under- 
stand the  clauses  by  their  own  context. 
I  hope,  therefore,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  consider  the  point  when  he  will  be 
sure  to  see  what  amount  of  justice  it 
will    be  necessary  to  render.      While 
I     am    on      my    legs     I    may    also 
say    a    few    words    with    regard    to 
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what  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Poplar  (Mr.  Sidney  Buxton)  as  to 
the  Sinking  Fund,  because  I  think  that 
in  strict  justice  to  the  Chaaoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  we  are  bound  to  admit  that 
as  mudi  will  be  done  now  as  before  the 
alteration  of  the  interest  on  the  National 
Debt,  and  I  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Poplar    has    hardly    appreciated    how 
much  we  are  indebted  to  the  Ohanoellcir 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Seoretaiy  for 
the  Treasury  in  resisting  olainis  on  the 
public  purse,  and  thus  seooring^  a  sur- 
plus. Still  I  cannot  help  regretting  thst 
the  Chancellor  of  the  E&ohequer  has  not 
seen  his  way  to  do  more  towards  the 
reduction  of  the  National  Debt.     With 
regard  to  the  questions  affecting  farmers^ 
there  is  one    point   I  ahonla  like  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    to     oonaidsr. 
Hon.    Members    will    see    from,    the 
19th  Clause  of  the  Bill,  which   deals 
with  the  inoome  tax,  that  the  English 
farmers  will  have  to  pay  a  da^  of  Sd., 
while  the  Scotch  and  Irish  farmers  will 
only  have  to  pay  2|d.    I  do  not  see  why 
English  farmers  should  liave  have  to 
pay  a  higher  rato  of  income  tax  than 
those  engaged  in  businees  of  the  same 
hind  in  other  parts  of  the  kingdom ;  and 
I  think  it  will  be  well  worth  the  while 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  ^chequer  on 
some  future  occasion  to  consider  whether 
it  would  not  be  right  to  make  the  rate 
in  all  parts  of  the  kingdom  the  same. 
«Mr.  0.  GRAY  (Maldon) :  Although 
I    am    very   sorry  the  Chancellor   of 
the  Exchequer   should  have  proposed 
to  increase  the  beer  tax,  I  do  not  take 
quite  so  gloomy  a  view  of  that  proposal 
as  to  the  effect  it  will  have  on  the  East 
Anglian  barley  growers  as  is  taken  by 
some  of  my  hon.  Friends  behind  me. 
At  the  same   time,  I   wish   the  right 
hon.    Gentleman     had     only     asked 
us  to  support  the  proposal  for  one  year 
instead  of  seven.    There  are  many  dif* 
ferent    opinions    on    this  side  of   the 
House  as  to  whether  it  will  or  will  not 
affect  the  interests  of  the  English  bar- 
ley growers,  and  I  think  it  better  that 
we  should  not  be  committed  to  an  un- 
certainty for  seven  years.      The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  a  rise  of  Sd. 
per  barrel  could  not  be  a  very  serious 
question,   but   if  a  barrel  of  beer  is 
brewed  from  two  bushels  of  malt  that 
would  mean  a  tax  of  Is.  a  quarter  on 
the  barley,  and  that  would  be  a  very 
large  sum  indeed.    There  are  yeiy  few 
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of  us  who  make  Is.  a  quarter  profit  on 
on  our  barley ;  we  have  not  done  so  for 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  and  if  we 
bad  to  pay  Is.  a  quarter  on  the  produce 
during  that  time  it  would  have  taken 
away  all  our  profits.  I  quite  under- 
stand that  those  who  are  not  farmers 
may  look  on  3d.  a  barrel  as  a  trivial 
sum,  and  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  I  anticipate  the  proposal  will 
make  a  difference  of  a  whole  shil- 
ling per  quarter,  but  I  think  it  would 
be  a  very  unpopular  tax,  and  even  if  it 
be  considered  only  a  straw  on  the  back 
of  the  British  farmer,  I  regard  it  as  the 
last  straw  that  can  be  placed  on  that 
already  almost  broken  back. 

Sir  R.  PAGET:  I  wish  to  put 
before  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
with  reference  to  the  income  tax  that 
there  are  strong  claims  upon  his  consi- 
deration with  regard  to  the  incidence  of 
that  tax — I  allude  to  the  way  in 
which  it  presses  on  the  owners  of 
real  property,  whether  houses  or  land. 
The  Budget  of  last  year,  so  far  as  it 
affected  real  property,  was  a  Budget  of 
readjustment ;  but  in  the  present 
Budget  I  see  no  readjustment  whatever. 
We  do  not  complain  that  special  cir- 
cumstances make  it  necessary  to  impose 
a  duty  which  brings  thoroughly  within 
its  purview  all  classes  of  property,  real 
and  personal ;  but  I  do  hope  that  the 
readjustment  of  taxation  is  only  post- 
poned for  the  present,  and  that  in  years 
to  come  we  may  not  be  disappointed  in 
eeeing  readjustment  carried  still  further, 
considering  the  necessity  there  is  for 
striking  an  equilibrium  in  this  matter. 
One  more  word.  I  must  express  my 
regret  that  circumstances  prevented  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  from 
realizing  the  hope  which  he  held  out  to 
us  last  year,  that  we  should  receive 
£800,000  in  aid  of  local  taxation  from 
the  wheel  and  horse  tax.  I  will  not 
enter  into  the  question  of  the  desirability 
of  the  tax  itself,  but  I  will  express  a 
hope  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  JBxche- 
quer  will  consider  this  subject  again  in 
iuture  Budgets.  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  take  exception  to  the  present 
Budget.  I  only  look  upon  it  as  still 
leaving  the  equilibriujn  to  be  restored. 
♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  London 
University,  I  may  say  that  objection 
iias  been  taken  by  high  authorities 
to  the  system  upon  which  the  assess- 
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ments  of  business  incomes  to  the  income 
tax  are  made,  and  I  will  take  care 
that  it  is  carefully  looked  into.  I 
will  also  look  into  the  question  of  the 
position  of  the  English  farmer,  as  com- 
pared with  that  of  the  Irish  and 
Scotch  farmer.  I  have  already  stated 
to  the  House  that  I  do  not  wish 
a  single  farmer  to  pay  income  tax 
on  more  than  the  actual  income  he  earns. 
It  is  for  that  reason  that  farmers  are 
now  allowed  to  assess  themselves  under 
Schedule  D.  I  can  assure  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  all  their  suggestions  shall  be 
carefully  considered.  Reviewing  the 
discussion  which  has  taken  place,  I  find 
myself  in  this  position  : — I  am  asked  to 
replace  the  Sinking  Fund,  in  its  original 
position,  i.tf.,  to  give  up  £3,000,000  of 
Revenue  available  to  meet  the  expenses 
of  the  year,  to  give  £800,000  in  aid  of 
local  taxation,  not  to  impose  a  beer  tax, 
or  indeed  any  new  tax,  and  nevertheless 
to  conduct  the  present  business  of  the 
country,  and  to  provide  for  Naval 
Defence.  These  are  the  impressions 
which  I  derive  from  the  present  discus- 
sion, and  I  trust  my  hon.  Friends  will 
see  in  the  large  and  incongruous  demands 
which  are  made  upon  me  some  of  the 
difficulties  which  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer  have  to  face. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  to-morrow. 

NAVAL  DEFENCE  BILL.    (No.  186.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  G.  J.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford, Central) :  The  Amendment  I  have 
to  move  is  one  of  some  importance, 
though,  as  it  does  not  touch  the  principle 
of  the  BiU,  I  think  it  may  be  accepted 
by  the  noble  Lord  without  substantially 
interfering  with  the  object  which  he  has 
in  view.  My  proposal  is  to  substitute 
the  word  "may"  for  "shall"  in  this 
clause,  which,  as  it  stands,  imposes  a 
statutory  obligation  to  carry  out  the 
programme  of  the  Bill — a  programme 
extending  over  four  years — and  to  carry 
it  out  exactly  in  the  manner  stated  in 
the  schedule  as  regards  the  class  of 
vessel,  the  armaments,  and  the  cost.  It 
appears  from  the  schedule  and  also  from 
the  statement  made  by  the|  noble  Lord 
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that  no  fewer  than  70  reaeels  are  to  be 
laid  down  precisely  according  to  the 
echedole,  and  no  discretion  apparently 
is  to  be  allowed  to  the  Admiralty  in 
fntnre  as  to  the  types  of  ressel  to  be  laid 
down.  If  tliey  were  to  be  laid  down  in  the 
present  financial  year  I  would  not  make 
the  objection,  because  they  might  be  car- 
ried out  without  any  substantial  change. 
But  I  understand  Irom  the  schedule  that 
a  considerable  number  of  thsse  ressels 
will  bo  laid  down,  not  this  year,  but 
in  the  course  of  the  next  two  years; 
indeed,  I  gather  that  22  of  them  are  to 
be  so  delayed,  as  the  whole  of  the  ressels 
cannot  possibly  all  be  laid  down  at  once. 
Now,  in  regard  to  the  22  vessels  which 
cannot  be  liud  down  until  after  the  expira- 
tion of  two  years,  it  does  seem  to  me  to  be 
absurd  that  so  long  in  advance  we 
should  prescribe  by  Act  of  Parliament 
the  exact  type  of  vessel  and  the  size 
and  nature  of  the  armament.  That  is 
surely  a  novelty  in  procedure  at  the 
Admiralty  and  in  the  legislation  of  this 
House.  These  22  vessels  include  one 
ironclad  of  9,000  tons,  two  protected 
cruisers  of  7,300  tons,  ten  cruisers  of 
second  class  of  3,500  tons  each,  and 
eight  torpedo  vessels  of  750  tons  each. 
Between  the  present  time  and  the  day 
whsn  they  can  possibly  be  laid  down 
there  may  be  considerable  changes  of 
view  as  to  what  class  of  vessel  it  is 
desirable  to  lay  down.  I  will  give  a 
very  striking  illustration  of  the  changes 
which  might  take  place  in  something 
less  than  two  years.  In  the  latter  part 
of  the  Session  of  1887,  I  moved  for  a 
Boyal  Commission  to  consider  the  types 
of  the  ironclads  which  should  be  laid 
down  in  the  future ;  but  the  noble  Lord 
refused  to  give  the  Royal  Commission, 
on  the  ground  that  the  Government  had 
determined  not  to  lay  down  any  iron- 
clads at  all.  He  said  he  did  not  believe 
that  in  the  future  it  would  ever  ag^in 
be  necessary  to  lay  down  any  fresh  iron- 
clads. On  the  7th  of  March  this  year 
the  noble  Lord  said  that  two  years 
previously  he  had  hoped  that  the  Nile 
and  Trafalgar  would  be  the  last  battle- 
ships laid  down  in  this  country,  as  it 
then  appeared  that  there  was  to  be  a 
general  cessation  of  ironclad  building, 
torpedo  boats  having  come  into  use. 
The  second  European  naval  Power — 
France — had  practically  suspended  her 
armour-clad  building,  and  the  other 
Powers    had    followed    her    example. 
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But  since  then,  owing  to  the  deweLap- 
ment  in  quick  firing  gima  and  the  nse> 
of  new  explosivea,    a  general  impetus 
had  again  been  given  to  the  bnildiiig  of 
irondads,    and    oonaequently   he    (tiie 
noble  Lord)  came  down  to  this  Honae 
and  made  a  proposal  to  lay  down  iu> 
fewer  than  10  armouied  Toeeela,     Now 
I  quote  that  simply  to  show  what  great 
changes  may  take  place  in  the  ooorse  of 
two  years.    It  is  nnreasonahia  to  expect 
that  there  will  be  no  change  of  opinion 
in  the  course  of  the  next   two    yeaia 
which  may  prove  of  equal  importance. 
I  say  it  is  not  wise,  neither  is  it  prudent 
to  decide,   two  years  in  advance,  the 
type  of  vessels  to  be  built  either  in  our 
Dockyards  or  by  contract.     The  effect 
would  be  to  relieve  the  Admiralty  of  all 
responsibility,    for    when    once    theee 
vessels    are    determined    on    the    Ad> 
miralty,  whatever  may  be  the  views  of 
the  members  of  the  Board  individuaUy, 
will  consider  themselves  bound  by  this 
Bill.  I  understand  also  that  it  is  proposed 
to   lay  down    32  vessels  "by  contract. 
Now,  the  noble  Ix>rd  will  find,  when  he 
comes  to  invite  tenders,  that  it  is  not 
desirable  in  the  present  state  of   tiie 
shipbuilding  bunness  to  contract  for  all 
these  vessels    at  once;  but  the  Act  of 
Parliament  will  hardly  give  him  any 
choice.    Then  if  any  oiange  has  to  lie- 
made  a  new  Act  will  be  necessary,  and 
the  House  of  Lords  will  obtain  a  control 
which  they  do  not  now  possess  over  the 
naval    expenditure    of    this    oountiy. 
Would  it  not  be  wise  instead  of  impos- 
ing a  statutory  obligation  on  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  Admiralty,  to  give  them 
some  discretion  by  inserting  the  word 
''may"   instead   of   *<  shall"    in    thi» 
clause.    There  need  be  no  fear  that  the 
money  will  not  be  spent    eventuallv;: 
indeed,  tiie  present  Admiralty  would  be 
very  different  from  its  predecessors,  and 
from  every  other  public  department,  if 
it    failed  to  spend  the   money  voted. 
Again,  in  regard  to  the  control  which 
this  proposal  will  sive  the  House  of 
Lords  over  the  navu  and  military  ex- 
penditure  of  this  country,  I  contend. 
it  is  contrary  to  all  constitutional  prac- 
tice, for  it  has  always    rested   solely 
with  this  House  to. determine  what  shall 
be  the  nature  and  extent  of  our  naval 
and  military  expenditure.    I  believe  we 
shall  be  acting  more  in  accordance  with 
constitutional  practice  by  giving  ner- 
missive  powers  in  this  dause  instead  oC 
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imposing  a  sUtutoir  obli^tion,  because 
then  the  responsibiJitj  will  rest  with  the 
Admiralty.  The  wisest  course  will  be, 
while  indicating  in  the  schedule  the 
dasB  of  Tessels  which  the  Oovtrnment 
and  the  Admiralty  now  think  may  be 
prudently  laid  down  to  avoid  imposing 
anr  statutory  obligation  on  the  Admi- 
ra^y  to  carry  out  a  specific  programme, 
but  to  leave  to  them  the  responsibility 
in  the  future  of  determining  whether  it 
is  wise  and  prudent  when  the  time  comes 
to  build  vessels  of  the  class  indicated  in 
the  schedule.  I  think  the  noble  Lord  may 
well  accept  my  Amendment  which  is  in 
accord  with  the  policy  he  has  proposed 
to  the  House,  for  while  it  will  g^ve 
him  full  power  to  act  according  to  the 
Act  of  Parliament  and  its  schedules,  it 
will  enable  him,  should  circumstances 
arise  hereafter  which  make  it  undesirable 
to  carry  out  the  Programme  now  laid 
down  in  its  specitic  form,  to  make  any 
necessary  changes. 

Amendment  proposed,  ^'In  paee  1, 
line  25,  to  leave  out,  ninety-four,  and 
insert  *  nine-six.*  " — {Mr.  t^haw  Lef^vre.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  'ninety- 
four  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

♦LoM)  G.  HAMILTON:  I  believe 
there  is  a  general  impression  among 
Members  of  this  House  that  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament  the  words  ''may"  and 
"shall"  are  almost  convertible  terms. 
At  any  rate  I  have  often  heard  that  they 
have  pretty  much  the  same  meaning;  but 
in  oroer  to  make  it  dear  what  we  desire 
we  have  used  the  imperative  mood  and 
inserted  the  word  "  snail."  No  doubt 
a  statutory  obligation  is  imposed  by  the 
Bill  on  the  Admiralty ;  but  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  not 
without  careful  investigation  as  to  the 
producing  powers  of  the  country  that 
the  Government  took  upon  themselves 
this  statutory  obligation,  and  having  so 
taken  it  upon  themselves  they  think  it 
imdesirable  that  it  should  be  optional 
on  the  part  of  any  future  Admiralty  to 
vary  the  policy  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  committed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  argues  that  it  is  not 
business-like  to  lay  down  so  many  ships 
at  one  time.  I  quite  agree  with  him 
that  that  would  certainly  be  so  if  it  were 
not  that  time  was  of  primary  importance. 
But  we  hold  time  to  be  of  the  utmost 
importance,  and  therefore  deem  it  neces- 
sary to  press  forward  the  completion  of 


the  vessels.  The  number  of  vessels  to 
be  laid  down  this  year  is  52,  and  in 
subsequent  years  18.  I  agree  that  in 
these  days  of  change  it  is  not  desirable 
to  decide  long  in  advance  the  class  of 
vessel  to  be  built.  But  with  respect 
to  some  of  the  ships,  a  discretion  is  re- 
served. All  the  ironclads  with  the  ex- 
ception of  one  will  be  laid  down  this 
year ;  and  that  one  at  the  beginning  of 
next  year.  As  to  the  18  vessels  which 
are  not  to  be  laid  down  this  year,  five 
will  be  begun  next  year,  tea  the  year 
after,  and  three  the  year  after  that. 
These  are  all  of  the  smaller  type,  and 
no  vessels  of  an  experimental  type  are 
to  be  built.  Thus  far  I  believe  we  are 
on  safe  ground.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  said  that  this  Bill  would  give 
the  House  of  Lords  control  over  taxa- 
tion. I  do  not  agree  with  that.  No 
doubt  the  House  of  Lords  might  throw 
out  a  Bill  modifying  this  Bill ;  but  they 
have  no  power  with  regard  to  expenditure 
which  is  decided  by  the  annual  Esti- 
mates. The  Government  have  taken 
every  precaution  to  secure  the  com- 
pletion of  the  vessels,  and  I  think  the 
word  "  shall  "  is  preferable  to  the  word 
**  may." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  think 
that  upon  this  occasion  it  is  desirable 
for  us  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
at  any  great  length,  but  one  objection  to 
the  whole  proceeding  is  so  strong  that  I 
am  glad  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
taken  an  appropriate  point.  Now,  there 
are  two  observations  which  I  wish  to 
make  clear,  and  the  first  is  this,  that  in 
my  opinion  the  use  of  the  word  "  shall" 
is  altogether  inconsistent  with  the  pro* 
posal  of  the  Government  themselves, 
which  is  that,  as  regarded  1 1  millions, 
the  whole  expenditure  is  to  depend 
upon  the  voting  of  money  from  year  to 
year.  At  the  same  time  Parliament  is 
to  enact  without  any  qualification  or  re- 
servation that  in  any  contingency  a  cer- 
tain number  of  ships  shall  be  built. 
At  the  same  time,  it  is  provided  that  aa 
regards  one-half  of  the  expenditure  Par- 
liament may  say  whether  the  "  shall " 
shall  be  hmd  fide  binding.  This  is  not 
a  Parliamentary  or  appropriate  mode 
of  proceeding.  The  word  "shall" 
means  "  shall,"  and  it  is  a  strange  and 
wholly  unprecedented  method  of  pro- 
ceeding to  say  with  one  breath  that 
a  thing  "shall"  be  done,  and  then, 
as    to    half    that    thing,    to    reserve 
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tn^Hrti  fJt  (h^  yiiilfi«>  of  thu  tj[Hm  of 
yifiNii»U  ytfii  itt*nt*fn4%  Uf  huMf  tin  A  jfm 
w)U  mIh*!  h<i  nhftt  Uf  tlhfofji  M  Kr#iiit  OimU 
of  Ufo  f  oriftffij«',ffir<i  imlAffji  of  th<^ 
Afhft)ftt\iY  Uf  iUh  \thrtt^^\nyi  of  thi»  4«« 
N|i(rm  of  ih<i  v«iMMflM  tii  b^  laid  down, 
roij  w)IK  tnhfMtfhrf  havfi  thif  ndTuntii^e 
of  «MMiiri|/(  wlini  oUiftr  I'owfim  do  in  the 
NArrMi  d{r«if;Mori.  An  t/i  tho  tyiie  of 
Irori'sliid,  I  fiMfiriot  tliirilc  it  in  wiiw  to 
Uy  down  at  oriftn  mo  fnany  an  flight 
\rmw\tii\n  of  ilin  Inr^imt  ^am.  I  know 
Uinrfi  In  vnry  Krniit  difrnronce  of  opinion 
AiiioiiifHl  vnry  (HifritMitoiit  mon  as  to  the 
viiliin  of  vitmioU  of  14,000  tons.  Lord 
AriiiNlniiig  liMM  cixpritHNmi   the   opinion 

Mr    1/    O.  Shaw  /^Aorj 


penV^  of  nz  yean  initead  of  tiie  Ibar- 
and-a-half  yean  proposed  in  Ae  BiD. 
liifiding  the  proposed  ezpeoditare  of 
ten  miUions  orer  six  yean  means  an  ez> 
penditure  each  year  of  £1,600,000, 
which  is  only  £200,000  more  than  fhs 
annual  payment  now  proposed  tobs 
spread  oyer  seren  yean.  Adopt  the 
principle  of  expenditure  and  payment 
orer  six  yean,  and  you  avoid  all  thoss 
flnancial  proposals  in  the  Bill  whidh  an 
fraught  with  novelty  and  oonstitntional 
difficulty.  It  would  be  possible  to  ^J 
for  the  vessels  as  they  are  built,  making 
the  payments  equal  in  each  of  the  six 
years— a  far  better  plan,  I  think,  thaa 
to  spread  the  oonstrnotion  over  four- 
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and-a-half  yean  and  the  payments 
oyer  eeren  years.  Under  the  present 
arrangement  it  is  proposed  to  incur  the 
expenditure  but  not  to  make  the  pay- 
ment on  the  Tessels  of  no  less  than 
£2,400,000  in  the  present  year,  next 
year  £4,700,000,  the  third  year 
£8,000,000,  having  very  unequal  pay- 
ments oyer  the  term  of  years.  I  would 
suggest  as  an  altematiye  spreading  the 
building  oyer  a  somewhat  longer  period, 
and  spreading  the  payment  equally  oyer 
a  term  of  years,  instead  of  concentrating 
it  in  three  or  four  years.  It  appears  to 
me  a  preferable  proposal  to  that  in  the 
Bill,  both  from  an  economic  point  of 
yiew,  avoiding  the  necessity  of  throwing 
all  the  vessels  on  the  trade  at  once  for 
contract,  and  from  a  shipbuilding  point 
of  view,  preventing  the  determining  of 
the  tjrpes  of  vessels,  at  the  same  time 
etereotyping  the  vessels  of  the  Navy 
and  throwing  the  cost  on  future  years 
after  the  vessels  are  completed.  The 
adoption  of  this  plan  would  not  be  in- 
consistent with  the  main  details  of  the 
Bill.  I  offer  the  Amendment  as  not  in 
hostility  to  any  of  the  main  objects  of 
the  Bill,  and  it  is  quite  consistent  with 
•all  the  noble  Lord  has  said  for  the  last 
two  or  three  years  as  to  increasing  the 
strength  of  the  Navy. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
:26,  to  leave  out  *' ninety -four ''  and 
insert  **  ninety-six."  —  {Mr.  Shaw 
Z0/0vre.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  '  ninety- 
iour '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Attention  was  called  to  the  fact 
that  there  were  not  40  Members 
present.  The  House  was  counted,  and 
40  Members  were  found  to  be  present. 

♦Lord  C.  BERESPOED  (Maryle- 
bone,  E.)  :  I  think  there  are  some 
tremendous  objections  to  the  arguments 
broufi^ht  forward  by  the  ric^t  hon. 
Oentreman  opposite.  I  would  like  to 
ask  him  this  question  :  Does  he  regard 
the  financial  question  of  greater  import- 
ance than  the  question  of  the  safety  of 
the  Empire  ?  I  would  also  ask  him 
whether  he  agrees  that  the  standard  of 
our  fleet  shoiud  be  such  as  to  enable  us 
to  defend  the  interests  of  the  Empire 
against  the  fleets  of  two  combined 
nations.  If  he  does  agree  in  that  he 
must  also  agree  that  we  cannot  be  too 
^uiok  in  running  our  fleet  up  to  that 


standard.  I  have  also  shown  the 
House  that  the  proposal  of  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  G.  Hamilton)  does  not 
come  up  to  the  standard  which  he 
acknowledges  is  desirable.  The  other 
night  I  proved  conclusively  that  the 
First  Lord  was  wrong  in  saying  that  the 
standard  he  desires  would  be  necessarily 
arrived  at  when  his  programme  is 
finished,  because  of  scratcning  four  ships 
off  his  list,  as  he  has  done  on  account  of 
their  being  obsolete.  He  ought  to  have 
scratched  off  18,  some  of  which  at  the 
end  of  five  years  would  be  32  years  old. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
says  "  take  a  little  longer  to  build  your 
ships  " 

♦Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  did  not 
say  that ;  I  said,  spread  the  building  of 
these  vessels  over  a  longer  period.  Do 
not  commence  the  building  of  so  many 
of  them  at  once. 

♦Lord  CHARLES  BERB8F0KD : 
Then  we  at  once  go  backto  the  other  ques- 
tion. What  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man consider  the  standard  of  the  fleet  f 
I  entirely  disagree  with  the  right,  hon. 
Gentleman.  On  many  points  I  think 
the  administration  of  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  G.  Hamilton)  cannot  be  too  highly 
praised,  but  where  he  has  made  a  mis- 
take is  in  not  allowing  for  the  wastage 
of  the  fleet.  In  five  or  six  years  there 
may  be  some  scare  in  Europe,  and  you 
will  go  through  exactly  the  same  thine 
again.  I  have  clamoured  and  hallooed 
in  order  to  get  a  business-like  arrange- 
ment— namely,  to  fix  a  standard,  and 
run  your  fleet  up  to  it.  If  you  do  that 
the  country  knows  what  you  are  at.  If 
you  follow  the  present  plan  the  country 
does  not  know  what  you  are  at.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre),  said  a  naval  architect  had 
stated  his  opinion  that  four  ships  of  a 
certain  tonnage,  a  certain  armament 
and  a  certain  price  would  be  more 
useful  for  defending  this  Empire  than 
one  ship  of  large  tonnage  at  the  same 

Srice.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
id  not  think  as  he  seemed  to  imply  that 
I  had  sneered  at  Sir  Nathaniel  Barnaby 
as  a  professional  man.  I  consider 
him  a  first  class  architect,  but  I  do  not 
consider  him  the  kind  of  man  to  tell 
me,  as  a  naval  officer,  what  sort  of 
ships  I  ought  to  have  to  fight  with.  My 
brother  officers  and  I  have  to  do  the 
work  and  we  know  what  kind  of  ships 
we  want  to  do  it  with. 
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Thb  GHAIBMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  Oommittee  the  limited  nature  of 
the  Amendment  moved.  It  proposes 
merelj  to  substitute  1896  for  1894  as 
the  time  when  these  ships  shall  be 
completed. 

♦LoED  CHARLES  BERESFORD: 
Well  Sir,  I  was  arguing  against  what 
the  right  hon.  GenUeman  said.  I  hope 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  O.  Hamilton)  will 
insist  upon  furnishing  these  ships  as 
soon  as  ever  he  can.  They  are  necessary 
for  the  defence  of  our  Empire,  and  1 
hope  we  shall  not  have  the  construc- 
tion delayed  for  another  two  years. 

Mb.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  E.):  I  sup- 
port the  Amendment,  because,  as  we 
are  going  to  do  a  bad  thing,  I  should 
like  to  spread  it.  over  a  longer  period. 
I  shall  be  very  glad  if  we  could  reach  a 
point  at  which  we  should  have  absolute 
safety,  but  I  notice  that  every  improve- 
ment made  in  the  Army  or  Navy  seems 
to  render  us  less  safe  than  we  were 
before.  It  seems  as  if  those  who  spend 
the  money  get  up  the  scares  for  their 
own  amusement.  I  think  the  time  has 
come  when  we  must  protest  against  this 
useless  and  wasteful  expenditure. 

♦Lord  Q.  HAMILTON:  When  I 
brought  this  scheme  before  the  House, 
I  expressed  a  hope  that  it  would  be 
accepted  as  a  whole.  We  propose  to 
speod  £21,500,000  in  five  years,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  is 
to  spread  ^he  expenditure  over  seven 
years. 

♦Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  take  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  as  spread- 
ing over  four- and-a- half  years,  and  I 
propose  to  spend  it  over  six  years. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Six  and  a 
half  years,  I  should  say.  Anyhow,  it 
seems  that  there  will  be  a  difiference  of 
about  four  or  five  millions  sterling  in 
the  amount  spent  in  the  first  five  years. 
Our  proposal  would  be  reduced  by  that 
amount,  and  a  corresponding  number  of 
ships  struck  ofif  our  programme.  We 
cannot  assent  to  such  a  proposal.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spuke  of  the  ob- 
jections of  putting  down  mamy  ships  at 
once.  We  have  most  carefully  con- 
sidered those  objections.  He  is  incor- 
rect in  assuming  that  a  number  of  new 
ships  have  recently  been  given  to  the 
shipbuilding  yards.  There  was  a  con- 
siderable spurt  in  shipbuilding  last  year, 
but  the  majority  of  ships  in  private 
yards  are  now  approaching  completion. 


We  made  careful  inquiry  also  as  to  the 
capacity  of  this  country  to  prodace  th» 
heaviest  armour  plates,  and  I  think  I 
may  say  we  have  suooeeded  in  making 
arrangements,     assuming     the    House 
agrees  to  our  proposal,  which  will  enaUs 
us  to  get  the  plates  when  we  require 
them.    At  present  the  number  ol  Sbi^ 
we  have  in  hand,  and  our  liabilities  in 
reference  to  incomplete  ships,  are  less 
than  they  have  been  at  any  period  for 
some  years,  and  at  the  dose  of  the  pre- 
sent financial  year  we  shall  have  onlj 
four  ships  and  only  one  ironolad  on* 
finished.    I  have  a  list  of  the  number 
of  armourolads  that  have  been  on  the 
stocks  in  the  last  few  years.    In  almost 
every  year  there  were  more  than  10* 
The  number  rose  to   13  in  1884-5.    It 
was  13  in  1885-6,  and  21  in  1886-7.    It 
must  be  recollected  that  during  the  last 
few  vears  we  have  deliberate^  held  our 
hand  in  regard  to  new  ships,  in  order 
that  we  might  complete  the  work  we 
had  left  unfinished,  and  in  order  that 
we  might  obtain  the  fullest  information 
in  reference  to  the  designs  to  be  adopted* 
We  cannot  accept  the  right  hon.  G^tie* 
man's  Amendment.  This  is  a  five  years^ 
programme,  and  we  cannot  consent  to 
having  the  period  during  which  it  is 
to  be  completed  in  any  way  altered. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEvBE :  The  noUe 
Lord  has  either  misinterpreted  or  mis- 
stated my  proposal.  I  do  not  propose 
to  cut  down  the  expenditure  by  five  or 
six  millions  sterling,  or  to  cut  down  the 
number  of  ships.  All  I  propose  is  to 
spread  the  expenditure  over  six  years 
instead  of  four  and  a  half  years,  and 
the  effect  would  be  to  obviate  the  neces- 
sity of  laving  down  so  many  vessels 
immediately.  The  noble  Lord  has  stated 
over  and  over  again  the  objections  to 
the  laying  down  of  so  many  vessels  at 
once.  Those  objections  seem  to  me  con- 
clusive, and  I  believe  that,  unless  my 
Amendment  is  adopted,  the  Board  A 
Admiralty  will  before  long  find  oat  fhej^ 
have  made  a  great  mistake. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE:  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone 
has  furnished  us  with  an  ezoelleni 
argument  in  favour  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  Amendment,  for  he  said 
in  his  speech  the  same  thinff  would 
occur  at  the  end  of  five  years.  STow,  we 
consider  this  expenditure  wasteful,  and 
in  excess  of  the  requirements  of  the 
country.      The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
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for  Marylebone  seems  to  be  able  to 
make  the  Qovemment  do  pretty  well 
what  he  likes  in  naval  matters,  and  it 
is  very  clear  at  the  end  of  that  period 
he  will  come  forward  and  say,  '*!  want 
another    £5,000,000  or  £10,000,000." 
It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  it  is 
better  to  spread   the  payment  over  a 
much  longer  period.     1  am  only  sorry 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  say 
twenty  years  instead  of  six  years.    As 
he  has  proposed  to  increase  the  period 
to  six  years  I  shall  support  his  Amend- 
ment. 

♦Sib  D.  CURRIE  (Perthshire,  W.) : 
I  am  convinced  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  these  ships  completed 
as  soon  as  possible,  and  I  hope  the 
Qovemment  will  insist  upon  pressing 
them  forward  without  delay  in  the 
interests  of  the  security  of  the  Empire. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  105  ; 
Noes  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  107.) 

Clause  2. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
move  on  this  Clause,  in  line  26,  to  leave 
out  from  **  of,"  to  the  second  **  the,"  in 
line  27,  and  insert  ''  moneys  to  be  pro- 
vided by  Parliament  for  this  purpose." 
This  Amendment  I  at  once  frankly  admit 
embraces  the  other  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  in  my  name,  and  I  submit  to  the 
House  that  the  debate  should  take 
place  upon  this  Amendment,  and  not 
upon  the  subsequent  Amendments.  By 
this  Amendment  I  am  not  going  to 
raise  the  question  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  which  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee has  accepted.  I  am  not  con- 
sidering the  proposal  to  spend  21  ^ 
millions  to  carry  out  the  Govern- 
ment scheme.  I  do  not  interfere  with 
their  proposal  that  10  millions  should 
be  for  contract  vessels,  and  11^^ 
millions  for  dockyard  vessels.  I  do 
not  interfere  with  the  special  desire 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
that  he  should  not  be  hampered 
by  surrendering  balances  of  the 
end  of  the  year.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
C.  Beresford)  pointed  out  that  the 
surrender  of  these  balances  interferes 
very  much  with  the  continuity  of  policy. 
My  Amendment  interferes  with  none  of 
these  things.  It  leaves  the  £2 1 ,  500, 000 
—the  £10,000,000  for  contract  vessels 
and  £11,500,000  for  Dockyard  vesseb— 
and  it  leaves  money  voted  for  the  pur- 
poses of  naval  defence,  so  that  it  cannot 


be  diverted  at  the  end  of  the  year  from 
the   purposes  for  which  it  was   voted. 
My  Amendment  leaves  every  one  of  these 
things  untouched.    What,  then,  is  the 
nature  of  the  difiference  between  myself^ 
and  the  Gt)vernment  ?    The  difference's 
this :  that  instead  of  this  money  beine 
for  the  first  time  in  our  history  chargea 
upon    the   Consolidated    Fund,    which, 
means  its  withdrawal  from  the  annual 
control  of  Parliament,  it  shall  year  by 
year    be   voted   by   Parliament.     The 
words  of  my  Amendment  are,  **out  of 
moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament" — 
a  phrase  which  the  Government  know^ 
as   well   as   I  do,    is  invariably   used, 
in    reference    to    public    expenditure.. 
When  Parliament  contemplates  a  future 
expenditure.  Parliament  has  invariably 
up  to  .this  time  stated  that  it  shall  be^ 
"out  of   moneys  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment."  There  are  only  two  reasons  that 
can  be   urged  against  this.     The  first 
is — ^and  I  Fully  admit  the  great  weight 
of  it — that  the  noble  Lord  does  not  wish 
to  be  hampered  in  his  work  by  surren- 
dering money  which  is  actually  needed 
for  naval    purposes — which    is    being; 
really  spent  on    naval    purposes — but 
which,  owing  to  a  technicality,  he  is 
unable    to    apply   to    naval    purposes* 
By  Clause  2,  a  naval  account  is  to  be- 
opened,    and    money   voted    for    ship- 
building out  of  the  annual  Estimates  la 
to  be  carried  to  that  fund,  and  whatever 
proportion    the    House    of     Commons 
thinks  fit  to  vote  out  of  that  ten  millions 
I  propose  should  also  go  to  that  fund. 
There     would     be    no     possibility    of 
surrendering       balances      were       my 
Amendment  adopted.     You  are  afraid, 
of    the     House    of    Commons    inter- 
fering    with     the    policy     of      ship- 
building.    That  is  exactly  the  argument 
by  which  I  wish  to    stand  or    fall.     I. 
say    as    a    historic    fact — and  no  one 
contradicted  me  the  other  night  when 
I  said    it— that   the   House  of    Com- 
mons  has  never   yet  refused  any  ex- 
penditure for  naval  purposes  which  the 
Government  of  the  day  have  come  to* 
the  Table  and  said  they  desired,  and  I 
do  not  believe  for  a  moment  that  the 
House  of  Commons   will  do  so.      But 
surely  there  is  something  more — namely,, 
that  the   House  of    Commons    should 
retain  its  control  over  the  expenditure  of ' 
the  country  ;  but  to  take  it  away,  evea. 
in  respect  of  our  apparently  desirable* 
or    apparently    good    purpose,    \/ould. 
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•establish  a  precedent  for  many  mis- 
•ehieTous  purposes  which  woald  here- 
after follow.  If  you  vote  a  Naval  De- 
fence Budget,  why  not  vote  a  Military 
budget.  We  have  heard  some  utter- 
ances on  military  matters  which  ought 
to  arouse  our  protest;  and  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby 
has  already  alluded  in  this  letter  to 
what  I  call  the  xmconstitutional  and  xm- 
precedented  conduct  of  the  Adjutant 
General  of  the  Army.  That,  however, 
is  a  matter  which  I  will  not  go  into,  be- 
cause it  is  my  intention,  and  the  inten- 
tion of  many  more  of  this  House,  to  raise 
the  question  of  that  noble  Lord's  action 
when  his  salary  comes  before  the  House. 
As  a  member  of  this  House  pointed  out 
to  me,  there  ''is  the  possibility  of  a 
Badical  Gbvernment  coming  into  power ; 
and  if  this  precedent  is  allowed  to  pass, 
-  what  is  there  to  prevent  you  Radicals 
voting  a  prospective  Budget  that  you 
may  effect  a  series  of  revolutionary 
schemes?"  I  do  not  attach  much 
weight  to  the  observation  myself;  but 
what  I  want  to  point  out  is  this :  that 
the  House  of  Commons  has  not  even 
for  fortifications,  not  even  for  exten- 
sions of  dockyards,  parted  with  its  con- 
trol over  the  annual  expenditure  of  the 
eountry.  I  am  not  wishing  to  impede, 
delay,  or  maim  the  scheme  of  the 
•Government  at  this  moment  by  this 
Amendment;  I  am  simply  asking  the 
House  to  adhere  to  what  has  been  its  in- 
variable practice,  and  I  would  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  who  I  know  is 
a  cautious  and  experienced  politician,  to 
consider  whether  these  mischievous 
precedents  which  are  being  established, 
and  which  do  not  appear  so  mischievous 
when  used  for  the  purposes  of  the 
present  Administration,  may  not  be 
used  bv  some  other  Administration  some 
other  day,  for  some  other  purpose  which 
may  not  appear  so  desirable  as  this 
•  does.  I  mentioned  the  other  night  that 
it  is  the  hard  cases  which  make  the  law ; 
it  is  these  dangerous  precedents  for 
desirable  objects  which  open  the  door, 
and  once  the  door  is  opened  you  cannot 
tell  what  may  follow.  I  therefore  ask 
the  Government  and  the  House  not  to 
give  a  Party  consideration  to  this  ques- 
tion of  retaining  annual  control  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  country,  but  to 
guard  that  control,  which  exclusively 
belongs    to    this    House,    from    inter- 

Mr.  H,  H.  FowUr 


ference  by   any  other  branch   of  As 
Legislature. 

«LoRD  G.  HAMILTON  (Mxddleeez):! 
admit   at   once  that  any   Amendment 
coming  from    the   ri^ht   hon.  Gende- 
man  is  well  worthy  of  the  attention  of 
the    Committee,    and    any    anggestioQ 
which  he  may  make,    that   womd  not 
interfere  with  the  operation  of  the  BiU 
and  which  would  avert  danfferone  prs- 
cedents,  is   well  worthy  of  oonndem- 
tion.      Now,  I  heard  the  right   hon. 
Gentleman,  with  great    ingenuity  and 
skill  of  argument  pat    this  oaae  ths 
other  night,  and  he  was  very  strong  on 
precedent,  and  he  quoted-  a  number  of 
Acts  of  Parliament  to  show    how  ooz 
conduct  was  absolutely  unpreoedented, 
but  like  an  adroit  advocate,  he  omitted 
one  Act  of  Parliament — an  Act  of  Fte* 
liament  which  bears  on  this  point.     la 
the  year  1873,   when  the    rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothiaa 
was  in  power,  he  was  fortunate  enoogh 
to  be  in  receipt  of  a  revenue,   which,  to 
use  his  own   words,  was  adTanoing  b^ 
leaps  and  bounds.    And  in  that  year  it 
was    necessary    to    incur     a    certun 
expenditure  in    connection    with    the 
Army  for    the    purpose  of  looaliang 
the  military   forces,     and    oompIetiDg 
certain   barracks,   and  the  amount  ha 
proposed    to    spend    was    £3,500,000. 
What  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  propose  ?    He  did  not  cite  that  as 
a  precedent  which  he  intends  to  follow, 
or  which  ought  to  be  followed.     On  the 
contrary,  he  thinks  it  a  moat  mischievous 
and  dangerous  precedent      The  then 
Government  proposed  to  raise  this  som 
of  £3,500,000  by  payments  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.    In  that  sense  their 
proposal  was    similar    to    ours.     We, 
however,  put  on  taxation  for  the  purpose 
of  repaying  the  sum  raised,  while  the 
Government  of  1872  took  off  taxation, 
and  the  worst  part  of  the  proposal  was 
that  the  money  was  put  upon  the  Oon- 
solidated  Fund  not  because  the  roTenue 
of  the  year  would  not  bear  it,  but  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to  pre- 
sent a  popularity  Budget.    The  sum 
which     he    took     off     taxation    was 
£4,000,000,  nearly  £500,000  in  ezoeaa 
of  the  sum  he  put  upon  the  Oonsolidated 
Fund.  Yet  it  was  said  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  that  it  has  never  yet 
been  proposed  that  any  Military  Budget 
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aliOTild  be  Toted  in  adTance  or  spread 
oyer  a  number  of  years,  or  paid  out  of 
the  CSonsolidated  Fund.  So  far  as  pre- 
cedent is  concerned  the  GFovemment 
have  a  distinct  precedent  for  what  they 
are  doing,  with  the  exception  that  the 
Oovemment  have  taken  out  of  their 
action  all  that  was  dangerous  in  the 
proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mia  Lothian,  and  we  believe  we  have 
made  a  proposal  which  is  in  every  sense 
safe  and  business-like.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amendment 
seems  to  suppose  that  the  only  object  of 
the  GFovemment  is  to  escape  from  the 
interference  of  Parliament,  of  which  we 
are  afraid.  I  will  say  at  once  that  the 
Oovemment  are  not  afraid  of  the  inter- 
ference of  the  House  of  Oommons.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  the  House  of 
Commons  has  never  refused  money  to 
the  Gbvemment  which  has  made  out  a 
case  for  it,  but  there  are  other  con- 
siderations which  must  weigh  with  the 
Committee  as  men  of  business.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons in  repeated  majorities  that  a 
certain  number  of  ships  shall  be  built 
in  a  certain  time,  and  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  ships  must  be  armoured 
ehips.  The  main  cost  of  the 
armoured  ships  must  come  in  the 
second  year  when  the  armourplatee  are 
fixed,  and  I  defy  the  ingenuity  of  man 
to  equalize  the  expenditure  over  each 
year.  I  will  take  a  past  case  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh has  some  knowledge.  Lord 
Northbrook  proposed  to  spend  a  certain 
sum  on  a  special  programme,  and  made 
financial  arrangements  which  the  Gt>- 
▼emment  enunciated  in  the  House.  His 
proposal  was  to  raise  £800,000  in  the 
first  year,  £800,000  in  the  second  year, 
and  £500,000  in  each  of  the  remaining 

?ears  until  the  expenditure  was  met. 
hat  arrangement  was  made  after  careful 
calculation,  and  wan  the  best  estimate 
the  Oovemment  could  make,  but  the 
whole  thing  fell  to  pieces.  The  actual 
expenditure  was  £1,066,000  in  the  first 
year,  £1,350,000  in  the  second  year, 
£813,000  in  the  third  year,  and  £300,000 
in  the  fourth  year.  The  Committee  will 
there  see  that,  although  dealing  with  a 
smaller  sum  than  the  present,  the  finan- 
cial provision  was  altogether  out  of  accord 
with  the  expenditure  of  those  years. 
The  Oovemment  have  placed  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  an  estimate  showing 


the  probable  expenditure  on  contract 
ships — namely,  in  the  first  year, 
£2,850,000,  second  year  £4,450,000, 
and  third  year  £1,900,000.  If  this 
expenditure  were  included  in  the  annual 
Estimates,  see  what  fluctuations  of 
taxation  it  would  necessarily  involve. 
Those  fluctuations  are  most  mischievous 
to  trade.  I  contend  that  both 
from  the  business  point  of  view  and 
from  that  of  the  taxpayer  the  proposal 
made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  a 
right  one— namely,  to  spread  the  pay- 
ment over  seven  years,  although  the 
expenditure  is  actually  incurred  within 
five.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  objects 
to  this  money  being  put  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund  because  he  says 
it  will  take  away  the  control  of  Parlia- 
ment over  the  expenditure.  For  my 
own  part,  however,  I  contend  that  if  the 
House  authorize  the  expenditure  and 
the  Oovemment  enter  into  contracts  on 
the  faith  of  it,  the  House  is  not  either 
legally  or  morally  competent  to  repu- 
diate the  liability  so  ii^curred.  If  sucn  a 
policy  were  adopted  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely ruinous  to  the  economical  adminis- 
tration of  the  Admiralty,  for,  of  course, 
contractors    would    demand   a    higher 

?rice  to  cover  the  risk  of  repudiation. 
t  is,  therefore,  absolutley  immaterial 
whether  the  money  is  put  upon  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  or  voted  annually  by  the 
House.  I  quite  ag^ee,  however,  that 
the  expenditure  on  the  Navy  should 
be  witlun  the  cognizance  of  the  House, 
and  to  meet  the  views  of  the  ri&^ht  hon. 
Oentleman  on  that  subject,  I  will  under- 
take to  lay  before  the  House  each  year 
precisely  the  same  statements  as  to 
contract  ships  as  are  made  with  regard 
to  Dockyard  ships.  I  believe  that  bv 
adopting  that  course  the  House  will 
practically  have  just  as  much  control 
over  the  expenditure  as  if  it  were  inclu- 
ded in  the  Estimates.  I  think  I  have 
shown  three  things — first,  that  we  are 
not  establishing  a  dangerous  precedent, 
but  have  whittled  down  a  dangerous 
precedent ;  next,  that  our  proposals  are 
in  themselves  businesslike  and  have  not 
omitted  the  interest  of  the  taxpayer; 
and  lastly,  that  they  do  not  undulv  in- 
terfere with  what  I  contend  everybody 
should  try  to  maintain — the  annual 
control  of  the  House  over  all  the  ex- 
penditure associated  with  it. 

♦Mb.    CHILDEES    (Edinburgh):     I 
am  called  upon  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
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we  are  being  led  into  under  the  authority 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  we 
should,  at  least,  he  able  to  eaj  that  the 
effort  we  are  cidled  upon  to  make  la  not 
so  great  that  we  cannot  discharge  our 
liabilities  within  the  term  within  which 
the  expenditure  is  to  be  incurred. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
29,  to  leave  out  '*  seventh,"  and  insert 
*'  fifth :  "— (JTr.  Campbell- Bannerwum). 

Question  proposed  ''That  'seventh' 
stand  part  of  the  clause." 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  We  are  not  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  Amendment  oi  the 
rieht    hon.    uentleman.      While    Her 
l&jesty's  Oovernment  do  not  believe  the 
country  to  be  lukewarm  with  regard  to 
this  measure,  I  am  glad  also  to  see  that, 
whilst  the  rieht  hon.  Qentleman  is  not 
lukewarm,   there  is   not  ^that    violent 
opposition  to  this  scheme  which  at  one 
time   we  had  been  led  to  anticipate. 
We   should  have  had  no  difficulty  in 
proposing  this  measure  in  any  form,  but 
we  have  had  to  consider  what  is  the  best 
and  fairest  method  of  meetins;  the  pay- 
ments.    In  this  effort  we  are  both  mu- 
ing  up  for  arrears  and  forestalling  the 
efforts  of  the  future.     We  find  that  at 
this  particular  moment  it  is  necessary  for 
many  reasons,    which  have    been  ex- 
plained at  various  times,  to  bring  up  the 
strength  of  our  naval  forces.    It  is  an 
exceptional  effort  we  are  making,  and 
we  tnink  it  right  to  deal  with  it  as  an 
exceptional  effort,  believing  that  little 
blame  would  be  attached  to  the  Oovern- 
ment   if  they  had    said  the    payment 
should  be  spread  over  ten  years  instead 
of  seven.    We  think  we  have  gone  far 
to  meet  the  general  anxiety  that  every 
generation  should  pay  its  fair  share  by 
saying  that  the  whole  of  this  exceptionid 
and  abnormal  effort  should  be  paid  for 
in  seven  years.     What  generation  will 
most  benefit  from  our  exertions  ?    Not 
the  taxpayers  of  the  next  three  or  four 
years,  during  which  the  ships  will  be  in 
course  of  construction,    but  those    of 
the  sixth  and  seventh  and  subsequent 
years  when  this  large  force  will  have 
been  added  to  the  Navy.  Doubtless,  hon. 
Qentlemen  are   right  in    saying    that 
perishable    Services   can    scarcely    be 
treated  in  the  same  way  as  permanent 
ones,  but  though  these  ships  will  not  be 
as  permanent  as  fortifications,  they  will 
be  more  permanent  than  the  ships  of 
the  past. 

Mr.  CampMl- Bannen^m 


«LoBD  C.  BEBE8FORD  (Maiylaboas, 
E.) :  I  eannot  understand  vhj  on  earA 
the  Oovernment  wmnt  to  extend  die  pay- 
ments over  seven  jears  vhen  tbej  ait 
going  to  build  the  aiiipe  in  fiwe 
Although  I  do  not  vnat  to  w 
the  (Government,  I  am  afraid  I 
to  vote  for  the  Amendment.    Xhe  Chaa- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  aaid  this 
addition  to  the  Fleet  will  be  a  permaaait 
one.    I  distinctly  oontroTert  that,  aad 
will  endeavour  to  ptova  that  I  am  in 
the  right,  feeling  sore  that  aa  time  goes 
on  I  shall  be  found  to  be  in  the  righlv 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Escdheoner  In 
the  wrong.     It  is  for  thia  reaaon  I  shall 
have  to  go  into  the  Lobbj  with  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  opposite.      One  hoe. 
Member  referred    to  the  qneetioa  of 
barrack  aooonunodation,  and  aaid  dis 
borrowing  of  money  for  pororiding  thai 
was  justifiable  because  the  bairacks  wan 
permanent  fixtures.  So  too,  laaj,  ought 
the  Fleet  to  be  permanent ;  jou  ongiit  t» 
get  it  up  to  a  given  standard,  and  taks 
care  that  steps  are  taken  OTezy  year  ts 
replace  ships  which  have  beeome  ofiaih 
lete.    We  have  been  told  that  irondadi 
only  last  a  given  number  of  yearn.  Wkv, 
they  bear  no  comparison  with  the  old 
style  of  ship.    The   Vieimy^  whan  she 
fought  the  battle  of  TrafSslgar,  was  45 
years  old,  and  she  was  75  yeara  old  whsa 
she  was  put  out  of  commission  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  opposite  waa  qnite  tight 
when  he  said  that  we  ought  to  have  gone 
on  building  irondada  every  year.    No 
doiuK  so  is  one  reason  why  %e  have  to 
build  a  large  number  now  to  bring  the 
Fleet  up  to  its  proper  strength.    We 
ought  also  to  allow  for  wastage,  and  the 
20  millions  ought  to  be  in  admtion  to  the 
ordinary  wastage  of  the  Fleet.     If  you 
do  not  do  this,  why  in  a  few  years'  tune 
you  will  have  another  exceptional  ex* 
penditure  to  replace  those  shipe  which, 
in  a  year  or   two,  will  haTo   beoomo 
obsolete.    I  intend  to  vote  against  the 
Government. 

«Mb.  GOSCHEN :  My  nobU  Friend  is 
going  to  vote  against  the  OoTemmont 
because  they  do  not  want  to  vote  two 
millions  a  year  instead  of  one  millMm 
and  a-half.  But  I  thought  mj  noUe 
Friend  wanted  to  borrow  the  monej  for 
the  whole  expenditure  and  suspend  die 
Sinking  Fund,  and  yet  he  is  going  to 
vote  against  us  for  spreading  the  pay- 
ment of  this  money  over  aeven  yi 
instead  of  five. 
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*Mb.  WINTEEBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester) :  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  told  us  we  are  to  spread 
this  money  over  seven  years,  instead  of 
paying  our  way  as  we  go  on.  I  fail  to 
see  why  the  unhappy  taxpayers  of  seven 
years  hence  should  have  this  burden  put 
on  them.  We  ought  to  pay  for  putting 
the  Navy  in  a  proper  condition.  We 
have  been  told  that  we  shall  have  a 
period  of  rest  after  this  money  has  been 
spent.  I  do  not  in  the  least  believe 
it.  We  have  already  been  warned  we 
shall  have  another  scare  in  due  course, 
and  we  have  also  been  informed  that  a 
large  expenditure  will  be  required  for 
the  Army,  so  that  the  taxpayer  of  six 
and  seven  years'  hence  will  have  quite 
enough  to  do  to  meet  fresh  abnormal 
and  exceptional  expenditure.  Then  the 
Prime  Minister,  speaking  in  the  West 
Country,  recently  told  us  of  the  terrible 
danger  we  may  run  of  invasion  from 
Ireland.  I  do  hope  that  my  right  hon. 
Friends  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
who,  I  fear,  somewhat  deserve  the  taunt 
thrown  out  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  they  are  lukewarm  in 
their  opposition  to  this  monstrous  and 
unnecessary  proposal,  will  take  courage 
from  the  promise  of  support  g^ven  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  go  to  a 
division  on  this  pomt>  which  is  a  very 
plain  one,  and  which  the  country  will 
understand,  and  that  we  may  not  again 
see  what  we  have  seen  more  than  once 
in  the  past — a  Conservative  Government 

Sending  the  money,  and  leaving  a 
beral  Government  to  pay  it. 
Mr.  CBAIG  (Newcastle) :  Before  this 
Yote  is  taken,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  explain  what 
is  meant  by  the  dififerenceof  £3,054,000 
between  the  sum  available  to  new  con- 
struction (£11,554,000)  and  the  sum 
required  to  complete  the  new  pro- 
gramme (£11,500,000.) 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Anybody 
acquainted  with  our  Dockyards  would 
understand  the  importance  of  not  allow- 
ing the  work  to  stand  still.  We  propose 
to  allot  a  certain  amount  of  money  to 
complete  a  given  number  of  ships,  and 
then  as  the  programme  is  completed, 
the  money  may  be  used  for  additions, 
or  it  may  be  saved.  At  any  rate,  it 
becomes  free. 

Mb.  CBAIG :  In  what  sense  ? 

♦Lord  G.  BAMILTON  :  In  the  sense 
that  there  are  no  liabilities  to  meet.    If 


the    present    Government  are  still  in 

office,  I  have  no  doubt  the  money  will  be 

devoted  to  new  construction,  bat  if* 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  in  a 
majority,  and  if  the  views  thev  express 
to-night  still  prevail,  the  3  millions  will 
be  available  for  the  reduction  of  the- 
Estimates. 

Mr.  CRAIG :  Then  it  comes  to  this, 
that  the  Government  are  asking  us  to 
grant  £*%054,000,  which  is  not  yet 
allocated  on  the  new  programme.  Why 
should  we  vote  money  to  be  used  in 

1893-94  for  laying  down  vessels  if 
the  Government  of  the  day  choose  so 
to  spend  the  money  ? 

♦Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  The 
money  is  to  be  devoted  to  new  con- 
struction, and  when  the  new  pro- 
gramme is  completed  there  will  be  a^ 
surplus  of  £3,054,000,  which  will  be 
dealt  with  as  the  House  likes.  We  do 
not  ask  the  House  to  come  to  any 
decision  on  that. 

Mr.  CRAIG:  Then  why  ask  the 
House  to  vote  the  monev  now  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  money  will 
not  be  used  now.  There  is  no  clause 
in  the  Bill  in  which  this  is  ask0d  for. 
i  ♦Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  wish  to  put  one 
question,  which  directly  bears  on  the 
policv  of  this  system  of  advance  for 
naval  and  military  purposes.  Two 
months  ago  the  House  was  informed 
that  there  would  be  another  large  sum 
to  be  borrowed,  I  believe  some  five  or  six 
millions  for  barrack  accommodation.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  Gt}vem- 
ment  have  vet  decided  to  ask  the  House 
for  authority  to  make  this  advance 
also? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  That  is  a 
totally  different  matter.  The  Secretary 
for  War  says  that  he  would  have  to 
make  certain  proposals  which  were  to 
be  submitted  to  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

♦Mr.  CHILDERS :  I  thought  the  in- 
quiry took  place  last  year  ? 
.♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  No,  Sir  ;  the 
proposals  are  to  be  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee for  inquiry.  They  are  in  an 
entirely  inchoate  state  at  the  present 
time.  I  think  it  is  not  desirable  to  mix 
up  the  discussion  of  this  matter  with 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN  : 
I  should  like  to  refer  again  to  the  im- 
portant point  raieed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle.    It  is  evident  that  on  the 
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last  fiye  years  the  number  of  quick- 
firing  guns.  We  may  have  all  sorts  of 
inventions  in  the  meanwhile,  and  the 
number  and  pattern  of  those  guns  may 
haye  to  be  totally  modified.  It  is  pro- 
posed we  should  tie  our  hands  for  five 
years,  that  the  Admiralty  should  not  be 
able  to  make  any  change  in  such  a  small 
matter  as  small  guns  without  an  Act  of 
Parliament. 

Oaptaiw  price  (Devonport):  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has  omitted 
to  observe  that  the  word  ' '  approximate  " 
oocurs  in  the  Schedule. 

Mb.  duff  (Banffshire):  I  quite 
agree  with  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 
I  think  it  would  be  very  rash  to  tie  our- 
selves down  to  the  exact  form  of  guns 
when  we  know  the  rapid  development 
of  quick  firing  guns.  In  this  matter  I 
should  like  to  give  the  Admiralty  a 
little  more  liberty.  We  have  already 
suffered  very  much  by  tying  ourselves 
to  the  110-ton  gun,  and  therefore  I 
think  it  would  be  wise  to  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Qalway,  and  cut  out  of  the 
Schedule  the  reference  lo  the  number 
of  small  guns. 

Lo&D  G.  HAMILTON :  The  object 
of  the  Schedule  is  to  g^ve  as  much  in- 
formation as  possible  to  the  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  it  is  a  great 
mistake  for  the  Admiralty  to  tie  them- 
selves down  to  a  particubu-  form  of  gun. 
I  think  it  is  a  greater  mistake  to  build 
ships  without  knowing  what  guns  we 
aze  to  put  in  them. 

GoLONBL  NOLAN :  Would  it  not  be 
well  to  leave  out  of  the  Schedule  the 
numbers  of  all  guns  under  six-inch  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  If  it  is  the 
wish  of  the  Committee  to  leave  out  part 
of  the  Schedule,  I  would  not  object,  but 
I  cannot  leave  out  all  under  six-inch 
gnns. 

Ths  CHAIRMAN:  The  question 
'<That  the  Schedule  stand  part  of  the 
Bill "  has  been  proposed. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  The  noble  Lord 
mi^  strikeout  the  words  on  the  Report. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  will  make  a 
proposal  on  Report. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  reported 
to  the  House." 

Mb.  ISAACSON :  I  should  like  to 
know  what  the  Government  intend  to 
do  witii  regard  to  the  armour-plating. 
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There  are  only  two  firms  in  England 
which  can  compete  for  contracts  for  the 
armour-platinff,  and  we  are  entirely  at 
the  mercy  of  tnose  two  firms.  Indeed, 
I  am  convinced  that  if  we  manufactured 
the  armour-plating  ourselves  we  should 
effect  a  saving  of  £1,500,000. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  has  neglected  the 
proper  opportunity  for  raising  this 
question.  He  may  no  doubt  ask  a 
question  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  but  he  cannot  discuss  any- 
thing at  this  point. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered to-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

SUPPLY. 
Besolutions    [10th    May]    reported ; 
[see  pages  1712-1750.] 

SUPPLY— CIVIL   SERVICES. 

Class  II. 

First  Beeolution  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  £.) : 
I  put  on  the  Paper  the  Amendment  to 
reduce  the  salary  of  the  President  of 
the  Local  Goverment  Board  by  £100,  in 
order  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  question  which  I  raised 
on  Friday — ^namely,  the  vaccination 
of  workhouse  children  within  a  week  of 
their  birth.  I  drew  attention  fully  to 
the  question  on  Friday,  and  I  only 
desire  now  to  refer  briefly  to  the  main 
points  raised  then  and  to  ask  the  House 
to  divide  upon  the  question.  I  pointed 
out  that  children  have  been  vaccinated 
in  workhouses  within  two  or  three  days 
of  their  birth,  and  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  declined  to 
interfere  with  the  rule  regarding  the 
matter  laid  down  by  the  Boards  of 
Ghiardians,  chiefly  in  the  metropolis  and 
in  some  of  the  large  towns.  He  also  said 
the  Local  (Government  Board  was  not 
responsible  for  the  practice  and  had  no 
power  to  do  away  with  it.  That  I  ven- 
ture to  contest.  There  was  issued  a 
circular  letter,  signed  by  Mr.  Lambert, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  in  1881,  distinctly  approving  at 
that  time  of  the  practice  of  vaccinating 
children  thus  early,  and  the  Act  of 
1874  gives  full  power  to  the  Board  to 
make  such  orders  as  to  vaccination  as 
may  seem  to  them  proper.  I,  therefore, 
contend  that    the    Local    Government 
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Board  has  perfect  power  to  deal  with 
this  question  and  to  issue  an  order  to 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  throughout  the 
country  pointing  out  the  undesirability  of 
▼accinating  children  at  a  yerj  early  age, 
and  asking  them  to  alter  their  practice 
in  the  matter.  The  justification  for  this 
practice  is,  of  course,  that  in  a  work- 
house you  may  have  started  an  epidemic 
of  small-pox  by  the  young  children 
being  left  unyaccinated,  but  as  I  pointed 
out  the  other  day  there  is  also  the 
danger  of  an  epidemic  of  erysipelas  in 
a  workhouse,  which  may  spread  through- 
out the  institution.  I  submit  that  the 
practice  is  utterly  inconsistent  with 
the  very  principle  of  the  Vaccination 
Act.  The  principle  of  the  Act  is  that  a 
parent  is  not  compelled  to  have  a  child 
vaccinated  until  the  third  month.  To 
talk  of  the  consent  of  the  parent  being 
given  in  such  cases  is  simply  ridiculous. 
There  is  no  possibility  of  comparing 
such  cases  with  the  cases  in  which  regu- 
lar and  formal  legal  notices  are  sent 
under  the  vaccination  laws.  We  know 
perfectly  well  that  the  unfortunate 
women  who  are  confined  in  workhouses 
are  practically  compelled  to  have  their 
children  vaccinated  within  a  very 
few  days  of  birth.  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board 
admitted  the  other  afternoon  that 
there  was  no  statutory  authority  for 
enforcing  vaccination  thus  early,  that 
such  vaccination  would  be  a  distinctly 
illegal  act  if  formal  consent  were  not 
given  by  the  parent.  It  is  absurd  to 
say  that  any  doctor  can  determine 
whether  a  child  is  in  a  fit  state  for  vacci- 
nation at  such  an  early  age,  before  the 
child  has  had  any  start  in  life,  before 
any  opportunity  has  been  afforded  of 
seeing  whether  there  is  any  disease  in 
the  child  which  wholly  unfits  the  child 
for  vaccination.  I  hope  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  who  on 
Friday  met  what  I  had  to  say  on  this 
subject  in  no  unconciliatory  spirit,  will 
see  his  way  to  use  whatever  power  he 
has  with  the  Boards  of  Guardians  to  put 
an  end  to  this  practice,  and,  at  any  rate, 
to  postpone  the  vaccination  of  children 
born  in  workhouses  to,  say,  a  month  or 
two  months  after  the  birth  of  the  child. 
I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  *'to  leave  out 
'£133,823,'  and  insert  '£183,723'"— 
{Mr.  Channing) — instead  thereof. 

Mr.  Channing 


Question  proposed,  "That  '£183,823' 
stand  part  of  the  Beeolution." 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Ifr.  Ito- 
chie):  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  mada 
exactly  the  same  speech  he  made  laik 
Friday  to  which  I  then  gave  a  detaiM 
reply,  and  as  I  imagine  the  only  objeot 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  is  to  take  tiie 
opportunity  he  missed  on  Friday  ol 
moving  a  reduction  of  my  salary,  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  say  more 
than  that  the  Local  Gk>vemment  Boaid 
have  no  power  to  interfere  with  flie 
action  of  the  Guardians.  But  theie 
children  are  usually  illegitimate  and  an 
taken  away  from  the  workhouse  boob 
after  their  birth,  and  therefore  it  is 
clearly  in  the  interest  of  the  child  that 
vaccination  should  be  performed  so  eaiij 
that  the  sore  is  healed  before  the  duld 
is  taken  away.  Many  aocidents  oeeur 
after  children  leave  the  workhouse,  and 
if  the  arm  were  illtreated  a  good  deal  tt 
trouble  might  ensue.  It  is  mainly  witih 
a  desire  of  seeing  that  the  child  is  weD 
and  that  the  sore  is  properiy  healed 
before  it  leaves  the  workhouse  that 
vaccination  is  perfornxed  early,  but  ths 
authorities  receive  strict  instruotionB 
that  no  vaccination  is  to  be  performed 
unless  the  consent  of  the  mother  has 
been  obtained. 

The  House  divided ; — Ayes  212 ;  Noe' 
51.— (Div.  List,  No.  109.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  this  House 
doth  agree  with  the  Oommittee  in  the 
said  Resolution." 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Greeii> 
S.W.):  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a 
matter  in  respect  of  which  I  asked  a 
question  the  other  day,  and  unless  I 
receive  from  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  now  a  more  sm- 
pathetio  reply  than  I  did  then,  I  shall 
feel  it  my  duty  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  the  subject.  The  Local  GK>T6m- 
ment  Board  have  an  Inspectorate  of  25 
persons,  and  of  the  whole  staff 
of  Inspectors  only  one  is  a  lady. 
Now,  when  it  is  considered  that  consider- 
ably more  than  half  the  inmates  of  work- 
houses  are  women  and  children,  this 
disproportion  must  be  allowed  as  grossly 
unfair.  During  last  year  a  Committee 
of  the  other  House  examined  the  ques- 
tion of  Poor  Law  Relief,  and  took  a 
considerable  bod^  of  evidence  on  the 
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Mlbjeot,  some  portion  of  that  evidence 
nlatinff  to  the  matter  I  am  now  bring- 

Sberore  the  House.  I  would  particu- 
j  invite  attention  to  the  evidence  of 
liiis  Twining,  a  member,  I  believe,  of 
tibi8  Kensington  Board  of  Guardians. 
She  was  asked : 

**  We  understand  yoa  advocate  the  extension 
ol  a  qrstem  of  lady  Inspectors  generally,  in 
eOBBeotion  with  workhouse  administration  ?" 

IGm  Twining  replied : 

*'  I  do  most  earnestly  desire  it.  I  think  i 
ii  our  one  great  ohject  Jast  now.  When  Mrs' 
HiMMtt  Senior  was  appomted  in  1874  I  had  the 
liwiwir  of  being  consulted  about  it  by  the  then 
Freadent  of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board. 
Tbal  appointment  was  a  great  success.  A 
ipleto  change  was  made  in  the  ideas  of  treat- 
it  of  children  and  the  sick.  We  have  had 
some  nurses  from  the  impossible  con- 
nnder  which  they  did  their  duty.  One 
had  to  oook  her  rations  in  the  same  sauce- 
in  whioh  she  cooked  for  the  sick.  Others, 
^gthkf  hid  to  cook  in  the  wards  or  their  own 
■ftfng  room,  and  we  had  to  remove  those  who 
eooldnoi  put  up  with  the  difiaculties." 
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farther  said — 


*^  If  the  Master  goes  round  with  the  Inspector, 
rery  often  that  official  does  so,  the  nurses 
have  not  the  courage  to  explain  their  wants  as 
thoy  wooli  do  to  a  woman." 


The  eridonce  of  Miss  Twining  and  other 
endtfiieey  among  whioh  I  may  allude  to 
duU  of  Hiss  Mason,  pointing  to  the  same 
eonelnMon,  seems  to  have  produced  con- 
riderable  effect  upon  the  Committee  of 
di0  other  House,  an  influential  Gom- 
nittee  aa  a  reference  to  the  names  will 
dioiri  and  they  made  a  recommendation 
Aati  bdieving  great  advantage  had 
been  derived  from  the  appointment  of 
a  ladj  Inspector,  there  should  be  further 
tzienaion  of  such  appointments  to 
more  competent  inspection  of  the 
and  children's  weurds  in  work- 
and  of  the  staff  of  nurses  and 
olber  female  officials.  As  I  said  just 
DOWi  when  I  put  a  question  to  the  Presi- 
iflit  of  fho  Local  Gt)vemment  Board,  I 
iid  not  receive  much  sympathy  from 
him*  Hie  right  hon.  Qentleman  agreed 
it  was  vezy  desirable  that  ladies  should 
be  members  of  Boards  of  Ouardians, 
but  I  tibdnk  it' is  equally  desirable  that 
ladies  should  be  appointed  as  paid  In- 
msetors  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
r  suppose  the  objection  that  mainly 
ssichs  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  the  expense.  Of  course  this  is  an 
isifeitant  nuitter,  but  I  should  not  de- 
ire  tlie  Board  to  launch  out  at  once 


into  any  very  g^eat  expenditure.    All  I 
desire  is  to  secure  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to-night  some  expression  of 
sympathy  with  the  object   1    have  in 
view,  and  some  declaration  of  an  in  ten* 
tion  to  carry  out  that  object  as  occasion 
may  arise.      What  I  would  suggest  is 
that   instead   of  having    all  male  In- 
spectors we  should  have  some  lady  In- 
spectors, and  by  the  substitution  of  the 
one  for  the  other  no  additional  expense 
would    be    incurred.        [^Interruption.'] 
Some    Members    of   the   House   seem 
rather  disposed  to  make  light  of  this 
question,  which  to  my  mind  is  a  mat- 
ter of  great   gravity.      Depend    upon 
it,    the   women  and  children  who  are 
occupants    of    workhouses    would    not 
regard     it     in      that      light      spirit 
displayed  by  some  hon.  Gentleman  below 
the  gangway  opposite.    It  is  to  them  a 
matter  of  almost  vital  importance  that 
they  should  have  one  of  their  own  sex 
entrusted  with  the  duty  of  inspection, 
and  coming  round  from  time  to  time  to 
see  if  everything  is  right,  instead  of  hav- 
ing the  present  system  of  male  inspec- 
tion only.    I  should  be  quite  willing  to 
take  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
small  instalment  to  night.     I  hope  he 
will  promise  that  when  an  Inspector's 
place    becomes    vacant    on    the    next 
occasion  he  will  appoint  a  lady  Inspector, 
and  then  I  will  not  further  press  the 
matter.     But  for  the  present  I  beg  to 
move  the  reduction  by  £100  of  which 
I  have  given  notice. 
^Hs  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  do  that.    The  House  has  decided 
that  the  amount  proposed  shall  stand 
part  of  the  Kesolution. 
«Mr.  BITOHIE  :  Although  the  hon. 
Member  cannot  move  the  reduction  I 
should  be  sorry  to  leave  his   appeal 
unanswered.    The  hon.  Member  pro- 
poses  there    should    be    an    increase 
of    lady    Inspectors.      To    accomplish 
that  one   of    two   things  would  have 
to  be  done,  looking  to  the  fact  that 
the  whole  of  England  is  divided  into 
districts,  you  must  duplicate  the  number 
of  Inspectors  or  you    must  substitute 
women  for  men,  and  this  last  I  under- 
stand is  the  hon.    Member's  proposal 
with  a  view  to  meeting  the  difficulty  of 
increased   expense.     My  own  opinion 
is  that  if  the  remedy  proposed  removed 
a  grievance  which  the  hon.   Member 
says  exists,  but  of  which  we  at  the 
Local    GK>vernment    Board    have    not 
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heard,  it  would  create  another  and  an  i 
infinitely  greater  grievance  for  to  say 
that  a  woman  could  perform  all  the 
manifold  duties  now  performed  by  the 
male  Inspectors  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
is,  with  all  respect  to  the  hon.  Member, 
a  little  more  than  the  Committee  will 
accept  from  him.  The  hon.  Member 
really  cannot  know  the  variety  of  the 
duties  Inspectors  have  to  perform  not  only 
in  connection  with  the  workhouse  itself, 
but  on  interviewing  the  Guardians  and 
on  many  matters  of  Poor  Law  adminis- 
tration, and  to  say  that  these  can  be  as 
well  performed  by  a  woman  as  by  a  man 
is  more  than  I  can  believe.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  to  give  an  expres- 
sion of  sympathy  with  his  object,  and 
that  I  do  most  entirely,  but  the  object 
can  be  achieved  without  expense  to  the 
country  by  lady  members  going  on  the 
Boards  of  Guardians.  We  have  many 
cases  of  that  already,  and  members  of 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  are  at  perfect 
liberty  to  go  to  the  workhouse  and 
make  all  inquiries  they  desire.  But 
when  the  hon.  Member  asks  me  to 
promise  that  when  a  vacancy  occurs  I 
will  appoint  a  woman  instead  of  a  man, 
that  I  must  absolutely  decline  to  do,  for 
I  am  quite  sure  that  the  administration 
would  suffer  materially.  The  hon. 
Member  alludes  to  the  inquiry  into 
Poor  Law  administration  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  other  House,  audit  is  quite 
true  they  did  make  a  recommendation 
of  the  character  referred  to,  but  I  will 
venture  to  say  that  recommendation  was 
supported  by  very  scanty  evidence.  The 
hon.  Member  has  referred  to  a  vast 
quantity  of  evidence  taken,  and  much 
evidence  was  taken,  but  upon  this 
particular  point  the  evidence  was  con- 
fined to  that  of  Miss  Twining,  so  I  am 
not  wrong  in  saying  the  evidence  was 
extremely  scanty,  and  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee had  much  more  in  mind,  the 
inspection  of  boarded- out  children,  than 
of  replacing  male  by  female  Inspectors, 
and  as  to  this  I  can  make  no  promise. 

♦Mb.  M«LAEEN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) : 
As  in  other  matters,  the  expression  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  sympathy 
does  not  promise  an  improvement  in  the 
matter  complained  of.  The  point  my 
hon.  Friend  desired  to  raise  was  not 
that  female  Inspectors  should  be  ap- 

fointed  to  do  all  the  duties  of  male 
nspectors;    all   we   ask  is  that  there 
should    be    lady    Ihspectors    for    the 
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female  sides  of  workhouses  and  in- 
firmaries, and  this  ofaangre  would  mem 
much  less  than  a  duplication  of  the 
staff.  For  these  duties,  not  undertakiag 
those  for  which  men  are  specially  fitted, 
a  few  ladies  could  cover  large  arsti. 
Miss  Mason,  who,  I  think,  was  appointed 
in  1885  to  the  inspection  of  boarded-ont 
children,  said  in  ner  evidence  that  she 
had  some  1,300  or  1,400  boarded-ont 
children  under  her  inspection  over  the 
whole  of  England  and  Wales.  This 
lady  has  to  cover  a  large  area  of  inspec- 
tion, and  so  it  might  be  if  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Lords  Committee 
were  acted  upon.  ■  From  the  evidence  of 
Miss  Twining,  as  well  as  from  knowledge 
acquired  from  ladies  who  are  Poor  lav 
Guardians,  I  can  say  that  not  only  do 
the  female  inmates  reg^ard  this  as  ex- 
ceedingly desirable,  but  the  Guardians 
themselves  would  welcome  the  ohan^. 
I  would  emphasize  that  point  in  Mue 
Twining's  evidence  in  reference  to  the 
appointment  of  Mrs.  Nassau  Senior. 
This  lady  looked  after  workhouse  sohoole 
for  a  year,  and  it  was  decided  by  the 
authorities  that  at  the  end  of  the  yesr 
the  appointment  should  indude  the 
genered  inspection  of  workhouses,  bat 
before  the  expiration  of  the  year  that 
lady's  health  broke  down  and  she  died. 
Now,  if  Mrs.  Nassau  Senior  had  not 
died,  she  would  have  been  appointed  to 
the  very  office  we  suggest  a  lady  In- 
spector should  fill;  therefore,  to  say  that 
the  Department  can  hold  out  no  hope  of 
this  being  done  is  to  lose  sight  of  the 
fact  that  such  an  appointment  was  about 
to  be  made  by  the  predecessor  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  .Halifax. 
If  Mrs.  Nassau  Senior  had  lived  the 
appointment  would  have  been  made, 
and  there  would  be  no  reason  to  raise 
this  point  now .  In  her  evidence  before  the 
Committee,  Miss  Twining  explains  that 
her  idea  is  that  women  should  do  the  work 
of  inspection  as  regards  the  clothing 
management  and  domestic  economy  A 
the  female  side  of  the  workhouse  wards. 
It  cannot  be  doubted  that  such  inspeo- 
tion  would  be  an  advantage.  My  wife  has 
been  a  Poor  Law  Guardian,  and  she  has 
described  to  me  how  absurd  it  is  to 
send  a  male  Inspector  round  the  female 
wards  for  the  inspection  of  clothing, 
bedclothes,  utensils,  &c.  It  is  absurd 
and  bcandalous,  too.  Miss  Twining 
was  asked  if  such  inspection  would  be 
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ol  any  assistance  to  the  matron,  and  she 
replied  that  the  good  ones  would  wel- 
come such  a  charge,  though  of  course 
the  bad  onea  would  not  welcome  lady 
Inspectors  or  lady  Guardians  either, 
and  that  Mrs.  Nassau,  Senior,  was 
loTed  and  respected  by  all  she  came 
in  contact  with.  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  consent  to  recon- 
sider his  decision.  We  do  not  want 
any  great  expenditure;  we  shall  be 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  appointment 
of  one  lady  Inspector  to  go  round  and 
visit  the  female  wards  of  aU  workhouses. 
It  will  be  a  great  work  to  do,  and  will 
take  much  time,  but  it  would  be  atten- 
ded with  great  advantage  to  the  inmates, 
for  there  are  many  matters  that  must 
escape  the  attention  of  the  male  Inspec- 
tor. 

CoLowEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) : 
Speaking  as  Chairman  of  a  Board  of 
Guardians,  I  must  say  I  think  this  pro- 
position most  practical.  I  do  not  think 
the  work  of  inspecting  the  female  side 
of  our  workhouses  is  at  the  present 
time  done  as  efficiently  as  that  of  inspec- 
ting the  male  side.  You  should  have 
one  lady  Inspector  who  would  devote 
herself  solely  to  the  females'  and 
children's  part  of  the  workhouse,  leaving 
the  general  sanitary  portion  of  the  work- 
house to  the  male  Inspector.  Further- 
more, the  female  Inspector  would  be 
able  to  keep  the  female  matrons  in 
order.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  might  well  consider  this  matter, 
and  see  if  he  could  not  appoint  at  least 
one  female  Inspector  for  the  whole 
Kingdom. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  192;  Noes, 
64 :— (Division  List,  No.  110.) 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

Second  Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness) :  I  wish  to 
move  the  reduction  of  this  Vote  by 
£3,000.  There  are  six  Inspectors  in 
lunacy  in  England  paid  £1,500  a  year 
each,  and  only  two  in  Scotland  paid 
£1,000  a  year  each,  or  50  per  cent  less 
than  the  English.  Seeing  that  the 
Scotch  Inspectors  are  superior  in  their 
knowledge  of  the  question  to  the  Eng- 
lish Inspectors,  I  desire  to  reduce  the 
salaries  of  the  latter  to  the  level  of 
those  of  the  former. 


Amendment  proposed,  ''to  leave  out 
*  £13,215.'  and  insert  *  £10,216'"— 
(2>r.  Clark) — instead  thereof. 

Question  put,  ''That  £13,215  stand 
part  of  the  Besolution." 

The     House     divided: — Ayes    195; 
Noes  46.— (Div.  List,  No.  111.) 
Besolution  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  Besolutions  agreed  to. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  [COSTS]. 
Besolution  reported, 

*'  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  the  costs  incurred,  and  of  the  remu- 
neration of  the  officer  employed,  in  any  local 
inquiry  which  may  be  held  under  the  provisions 
of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for  amending 
the  Law  relating  to  Weights  and  Measures.** 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL.    (No.  219.) 
SECOND   BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading,  read. 

♦Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  As  this  is  reaUy 
part  of  the  Budget  proposals,  and  the 
subject  was  discussed  in  the  debate 
earlier  in  the  evening,  I  think  it  will  be 
for  the  public  convenience  that  it  be 
read  a-  second  time  now. 

Question,  ''That  this  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  to-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

HERRING  FISHERY  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  16.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported,  as  amended  to  be  committed 
upon  Thursday. 

MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED 
WIFE'S    SISTER    BILL.      (No.   64.) 

Order  for  the  Second  Beading,  read 
and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

TEMPORARY  DWELLINGS  BILL. 
(No.  206.) 

Mr.  BUBT  (Morpeth):  I  hope  the 
Hou^e  will  allow  this  BiU  to  be  read  a 
second  time  now. 

Question,  ''  That  this  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  second  time  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 
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Africa  (C^xntKt)  East  Cejitbai. 

I^k4  y^asta,  QoMtiona,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr. 
Boehaoan  ;  Annirer*,  The  UnHer  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Afrfl  16,  609,  610 

Nyattaland  -^  Briliih  Consul,  QoestioB, 
Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seere- 
Ury  for  Foreign  Affairs  May  13,  135S 
Z  amh^ti — Navigable  Channel,  Qoestion,  Mr. 
Buchanan  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  M(x*j  2,  986 ;  Qaestioo, 
Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  May  7,  1359; 
Qaestions,  Mr.  Bochanan,  Dr.  Cameron ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Ma*/  9,  1551 ;  Qaestions, 
Sir  John  Swinburne,  Dr.  Cameron ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Maij,  13,  1849 

Africa  (East  Coast) 

Zanzibar  and  South  Eaut  Africa  —  Papers 
relating  to.  Question,  Mr.  Buchanan; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  ifay  3,  1037 

Africa  (South  Coast) 

('ap9  Ct.Umy^Sir  Ilereulet  Rohinton,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Baumann  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  May  13. 1860 

Colonial  Extension — Policy,  Question,  Sir  G. 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  May  2,  980 

Cuttomi  Uniom^l'ropotalf  Question,  Mr. 
I'ickersgill ;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  April  1 1 ,  238 

South  African  Uepnhlic,  Question,  Mr.  Lyell ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonics  3fiy  3,  1081 

Swaziland — liritinh  Protection,  Question,  Mr. 
Chamherlnin  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary  for  tiie  Colonies  AprU  12,  362,363 

Tranevani'^OroblcfKhama  Incident,  Question, 
Mr.  Munro  Ferguson  ;  .\n«wcr,  Tho  Under 
Hooretary  for  the  Colonies  May.  13,  1851 

• 

Znhiland 

Mr.  Fannin,  Question,  Mr.  Walker 
M'l.nren  ;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Secretary 
for  tho  Colonics  April  16,  509 

Sentence  of  Floyyinff,  Question,  Mr,  Walter 
M'l.nren  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tnry  for  the  Colonies  April  11,  221 

Sentcncci  on  Native  Chiefs,  Question,  Mr. 
Walter  M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonics  ^j9rt7  16,599; 
Question,  Sir  K.  Fowler;  Answer,  The 
Under  Hecretary  for  the  Colonies  April 
30,  777 :  Question,  Mr.  M*Uron ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  May  2,  088  ;  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Redmond;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  May  2,  995 

Africa  (West  Coast) 

odd  Coast — Murder  of  Mr.  Dalrymple,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Kobert  Fowler ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  tho  Colonies  April  11, 
277  ;  uipril  30,  780 

Kiny  Eyo  of  Creek  Town,  Question,  Mr. 
Buchanan ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  May  6,  l'337 


King  Ja  Ja  afOpoU^  Qoatiaa,  Mr,  W.  Se4- 
BMBd  ;  Amwer,  The  rTsa^er  Scerttaiy  fait 
Foreign  Aflkirs  JfiqrS,  994;  Qntitfriwi.  Vr. 
W.  Redmoatf,  Mr.  Johutone  ;  Auw«n,  Th» 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Aflhin  JKqr  9. 
1558 

X«M0#,  Qaettioa,  Mr.  Sy^aoy  GmA^ ;  Ajuw, 
The  Under  Secretary  Isr  tb»  Coloiiica  JTdv 
13,1863 

AgrieuUurml    Dtpartmeni    cf  the    Privy 
Council 
A  Minister  for  Affrimlittre,    QoeatuHU*  Mr. 
Henea^,  Sir  E.   Birkbeek  ;  Answers,  Thm 
First  Lord  of  the  Tresiory  JKigr  6.  1344 

Agricultural  HoldingB  (SeoUand)   Ac 
(1883)  Amendment  Bill       l^iil  5d.j 

e.  As  amended  considered  :  rsad  9**;  April  !•, 

181 
/.  Read  l>*^pn7ll,  185 
Read  2*  May  13,  1839 

Agricoltaral  Tenants  dretand)  BiH 

[Bill  7.} 
e,  2*  postponed  for  nx  months  April  10,  137 


AiRD,  Mr.  J.,  PaddingUm^ 
Employers'  Liability  Bill,  980 
Ireland^  Arrears  of  Rent,  2358 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  1225 

Allisox,  Mr.  B.  A.,  Cumhcrland,  Esidalt 

EsUte  Doty,  1544 

Ambrose,  Mr.  W.,  MiddUseXj  Harrow 

Supply — Registrar  General's  Offiee,  1754 

Anstbuiheb,  Colonel  B.  H.  L.,  SuJMk^ 
tt^oodhridge 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenue  Bill,  2R.  1897 

Arbitration  Bill  [BUI 3.] 

I.  Committed  to  Standing  Committte  for  Bills 
relating  to  Law,  Ac.  May  6,  1219 


Arbitration  (No-  2)  Bill 

/.  Committed  May  3.  1077 
Withdrawn  May  6,  1220 
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Argentine  Repnhlte,  .Emigration  to 

Question,  Mr.  Bradlangli ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  tbe  Colonies  April  11,253; 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  lor  Foreign  Af&un  May  10, 
1703;  Question,  Mr.  Maariee  Healy;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  13,  1848 

Argyll,  Duke  of 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Siit«r  BiU 
2«,  1499,  1530 
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Arm§nia^  State  of  Affairt  in 

Question,  The  Earl  o\  Carnarvon  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  J/ay  13, 
1809;  Questions,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr. 
Buchanan  ;  Answer,  th*  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Aff^iirs  May  7,  1300  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoro- 
tarjr  for  Foreign  Affairs  May  9,  1659 


Army 

Auxiliary  Foreet 

Militia — Morrii's  Tubes,  Questions,  Mr. 
Radcliffe  Cooke,  Mr.  Isaacson  ;  Answers, 
The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  April  11,  210,  2X1  i—Suhaltems, 
Question,  Mr.  I.  Donal  Suiliran;  An- 
swer, The  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War   Office  April  11,214 

Oficen*  Examinations,  Question,  Mr. 
Radcliffo  Cooke  ;  Answer.  The  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  April  II, 
216 

Volunteers  —  Artillery  Corps  at  Singn- 
port,  Question,  General  Sir  W.  Cross- 
man  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
May  10.  1700:  —  Capitation  Orants, 
Question,  Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office 
April  II,  224,  225  :  —  Lanarkshire, 
Artillery,  Question,  Mr.  John  Wilson  ; 
Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office  April  9,  010;—  Worcester- 
shire First  Artillery  Volwi'eers,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Radcliffo  Cooke  ;  Answer 
The  Secretary  for  War  May  10,  1701 

Bands,  Question,  Mr.  Brooke  Kobinson  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  May  0, 
12 15  \-^ Royal  Artillery,  Questions,  Cap- 
tain Ilcathcote  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
for  War  ApHl  12,  309,  370  ;  April  15, 
492 

Barracks— Onn  Wharf  Barracks,  Ports- 
mouth,  Question,  Colonel  Cotton  ;  Answer, 
The  Secrotiry  for  War  April  12,  351 

Blankets^E.M.S.  *' Serapis,**  Question,  Mr. 
Samuelson  ;  Answer,  Tho  Secretary  lor 
War  J/ay  6,  1222 

Contracts — Operative  Weavers*  Strike,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Broadhurst ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  Mar.  2,  969;— Sub- 
Contracting  and  Sof  eating.  Question, 
Mr.  Ilanbury  ;  Answer,  The  Fioanoial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  April  9,  7,  8 

Court  Martial — Frivnte  Smith,  Question,  Mr. 
John  O'Connor;  Answer,  Tho  Secre- 
Ury  for  War  April  15,  480 

Courts  Martial,  Return  Ordered,  May  10» 
1710 

Education  —  Examination,  Question,  Mr. 
Radcliffe  Cooke  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  May  10,  1702  ;  —  Sandhurst  and 
Woolwich — Admission  Regulations,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  Tho  Secretary 
for  yfRrMay9,  1548 

Estimates,  Question,  Mr.  Ilanbury ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  May  9,  1537 

Oenerals^ List,  Question,  Sir  George  Tro- 
?elyan  ;  Answer,  The  Secretarj  tor  War 
May  2,  967,  968 

\eont. 


Armt — eont. 

India 

Cadetships,  Question,  Sir  R.  Fowler  ; 
Answer.  The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
April  30,  777 
Staff  Corps  and  Army  Service  Corps, 
Question,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
i4prt7  12,  859,360 

Ireland 

Lieutenant  Oeohegan*s  Conduct,  Question, 

Mr.  Theobald;  Answer,  Tho   Secretary 

for  War  Mar  2,  988 
Troops   at    Olphert    Evi<Jtions,    Question, 

Mr.    MacNetll  ;    Answer,  T^e  Secretary 

for  War  May  9,  1  •»39 
Mai  fa — Military    and    Civilians,    Question, 
Mr.  Tomlinson  ;   Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  May  9,  1552 

Ordnance  Department 

Ouns—Ztlinski  Air  aid  Dynamite  Oun, 
Question,  Mr.  II.  Knatohbull-Hu^es- 
sen  ;  Answer,  Tho  Secretary  for  War 
May  3.  1033 
Manu/acturing  Department — Royal  Small 
Arms  Factory,  Enfield — Discharge  of 
Workmen,  Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  May  0, 
1239;  Jrorkmen  —  [Woola/ich  Arsenal) 
Nomination  of  Sjlect  Committee,  April 
12,  347 

Fenfions,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer, 
The  Financial  Secretary  to  tho  War 
Office  April  11,  212,  213 

Scotland,  Barry  Link's  Artillery  Rartpe, 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron;  Answer,  '1  he 
Financial  Secretar?  to  tho  War  Offioa 
April  \\,  228 

Tower  Gardens,  Question.  Mr.  Montagu  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  for  War  May  2,  907 

War  Office  Committees,  Question,  Mr.  Ilan- 
bury ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
May  6, 1237 

Army  (Annual)  Bill 

Royal  Assent  April  11, 185 

Ashmead-Bartlett,      Mr.     E.      (Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty),   Sheffield^ 
Uceleshall 
Naval  Defenco  Bill,  1320,  1323, 1327,  13Sft 

Assizes  Belief  Bill  [Bill  1 67] 

e.  Read  2»*  April  29,  768 

Considered  la  Committee  and  Reported  May  0, 
1646 

Read  8»*.Viiy9,  1646 
/.  Read  !••  (No.  60)  May  10, 1637 

Atherley- Jones,  Mr.  L.,  Durham,  N,  W, 

Ireland — Criminal  Jaw  and  Prooodure   Act, 
Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Harrison,  992 
Police  at  Falcarragb,    1252,  12d5.    1256, 
1257,  1259 
Supply — Working    men  M  Mine   Inspectors, 
763 
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Blane,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh.  8. 

Ireland— Armagh— Orange  Dittarbance,  348 
Case  of  John  lleany,  606, 1079, 1080 
Donegal,  Condition  of,  420 
I^ind  Commission,  Newry,  850 
Police  at  Gweedore,  1080,  1081 
Quarter  Sessions,  Donegal,  864 
Stephens,  Kev.  D.  1699 
Occapiers'  Disqualification  Removal  Bill,  2R. 
590 

Blundell,    Colonel    H.  B.  H.,  Lan^ 
cashi're  S,W,y  Ince 
Naval  Defence  Bill,  Committee,  1928 
Supply — Working  men  as  Mine  Inspectors,  761 

Board  of  Agricnltnre  Bill        [Bill  221] 

c.  Ordered ;  read  V*  *  May  13,  1866 

Board  of  Tbade  —  President  (*m 
Beach,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E. 
Hicks) 

Board  of  Trade— Steamer  **  Gadfly'' 
Question,    Mr.    Sutherland  ;     Answer,    The 
President  of  the   Board  of  Trade  May  2, 
982 
[See  also  under  Merchant  Shipping] 

BoxsoB,  Mr.  H.  0.  0.,   Surrey,  WimUe- 
don 
AVays  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  579, 
583 

Bountiee 

Return  Ordered  Jpril  16,  £93 

Brabourne,  Lord 

Parliament— Standing  Committees,  771 

Bradlaugh,  Mr.  0.,  Northampton 

Armj— Pensions,  212,  218 
Corporal  Punishment  Bill,2R.  1448,  1461 
Emigration — Argentine  Republic,  253 
Factories — Leeds  Inspector — Personal  State- 
ment, 1418 
Hours  of  Labour,  978 
India— Allahabad  Prison  GoTernor,  1091 

Appointments,  6 

Calcutta  Review,  478 

Ganjam— Distress  in,  1091,  1092 

Indian   Affairs  —  Parliamentary  Inqairjr, 
1227 

Thuggee  Officials,  2 
Ireland— Police  at  Falcarragh,  1272,  1276 
Mining  Royalties— Commission,  089 
Parliament — Morning  Sittings,  792 
Perpetual  Tensions,  619 
Religious   Prosecutions    Abolition   Bill,    2R. 

450,  456,  457,  450,  462,  465,  567,  468 
Scotland — Pollution  of  Lochs,  358 

Severe  Sentence  for  Hawking,  209 
Sugar  Convention  Bill,  971, 1S57 
Supply  —  British      and      Natural      Illstory 
Museums,  372 

Paymaster  General's  Office,  1745,  1746 

Registrar  General's  Office,  1752,  1757 


Bradliuoh,  Mr.  C. — conl. 

Registry  of  Friendly  Sooieiiat,  1A29, 1639, 

1634 
Salaries  and  ExpeoMs  of  the  OiBoenof  the 

House  of  Lords,  682,  034  635.  655 
Seeretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  1048 
SeereUry  for  the  Colonies,  Ae.  1102, 1103, 

1104,  1105 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,  Ac. 

70S,  744,  745,  747,  748.  749,  750,  761 
Treasury,  Ac.  093, 094,  095, 096,  097 
Truck  Act,  The,  977,978 ;  Personal  ExpUma- 

tion,  1566 
VaocinatioQ  Commission,  The,  1088,  1089 

Bright,  Mr.  J.,  ManeketUr,  8.W. 
Corporal  Panishment  Bill,  SR.  1445 
Education— New  Code,  SO 

Bristo'w,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Lambeth^  Norwood 
Cochin  China— British  Cotton  Cloths,  1704 

British  Guiana 

Rioting,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Pease ;  Answer, 
The  IJnder  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  May 
6,  1238 ;  Question,  Sir  6eorg«  Baden- 
Powell  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretnrj  for 
the  Colonies,  April  10,  611 

Britiih'  Museum 
Accounts  and  Retnrn  Ordered,  May  13,  1842 

Bboapkurst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham^  W. 
Argentine  Republic — Emigration  to  the,  1708 
Army  —  Contracts  —  Opersti?e      WesTers' 

Strike,  9C9 
Discharge  of  Government  Workmen,  1880 
International  Laboar  Conferenoe,  084. 085 
Leaseholds     Enfranchisement  Bill,  2R.  937 > 

938,  939,  941,  042 
Tenders  for  new  War  Ships,  1248 
Track  Act— Violation  of,  1038 

Brodbice,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.  (Financial 
Secretary,  War  Department),  Bur* 
reyy  Guildford 
Army  —  Auxiliary  ForcfS —  Militia — Sabal- 
terns,  215 
Morris's  Tubes,  217 
Officers'  Examinations,  210 
Volunteers— Capitation  Grants,  824  ;— 
Lanarkshire  Artillery,  9,  10 
Barry  Link's  Artillery  Range,  228 
Contracts,  7,  8 
Pensions,  212,  213 

Bbookfield,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Suaex,  Ry^ 
Confectionery— Export,  1359 

B&owNLow,  Earl  (Paymaster  General} 

Reformatory  Schools  Bill,  2R.  104,  202 
Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis)  Billy 
2R.  192 

Bbuce,  Lord  II.,  Wilts ^  Chippenham 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  436 
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Brunner,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Che»hire^  Norihwich 
Public  Libraries  Act  Amendment  Bill,  1076 
Supply — Looal  GoTernment  Board,  16i5 

Bryoe,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen  J  S, 

Supply  —  Local  Government  Board — Emigra- 
tion of  poor  Children,  1727 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Edinhurghj  W, 

Africa— King  Eyo  of  Creek  Town,  1237 

I^ke  Njassa,  609 

Zambesi,  986,  1551 

Zanzibar  and  S.  E.  Africa,  1087 
Armenia,  1360 
Army — Privileges,  359 
Parliament — Morning  Sittings,  807 
Scotland —Local  Government  Bill,  372 

School  Fees,  1087,  1088 
Supply — Secretary  for  Foreign  Aflfairs,  1070 
Woods  and  Forests  and  Land  Revenues  of  the 
Crown,  656 

BuriaU  Acts  {England  and  WaUs) 

Burial  Grounds — Brompton  Cemttery^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  May  13,  1859  i—Kirkheaton, 
Question,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan ;  Answer, 
The  Home  SecreUry  May  13,  1844;— 
Trawi/ynydd,  Question,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  May  6, 
1240 

Wfstmintter  Abhey^  Quetsion,  Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
April 9,  10,  \\ 

Burmah — Campaign  Medals 

Question,  Mr.  Grotrian  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  April  12,  370 

Burt,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 
Mines — Mine  Owners  and  Workmen,  350 
Sugar  Convention  Bill,  321,  322 
Supply— Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 

—  Case  of  Walfordand  Hardwick,  737 
Temporary  Dwellings  Bill,  2R.  1946 

Buxton,    Mr.   S.   C,    Tower    Hamlets, 
Poplar 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  2R.  1892, 

1895,  1899,  1900 
Parliament — Morning  Sittings,  784,  794 

Report  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means,  816 
Supply  —  British     and      Natural      History 
Museums,  43 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  57 
Ways  and  Means — Estate  Duty  on  personal 
property,^..  Res.  1571 
Financial  SUtement  541,  542 

Byrne,  Mr.  G.  M.,  Wicklow,  W. 
Ireland— Evictions^ Wicklow,  231 


Caine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Barrow-xn^Fumess 

Bounties,  491 

Customs — Seven  hours  system,  493 
East   India—Abkari   Department  827,    828, 
852,  853,  854,  857,  868,  872,  1236 

\eoHt, 


Caink,  Mr.  W.  S.— roii^ 

India — Crawford  Commission,  240 

Factories,  240,  1237 

Cashmir,  485 

Mails,  1236 
Railways— Rates,  212,  251 
Supply— Public  Works  and  Buildings  (Ire- 

Und)  295 

Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow^  8t.  Rollox 

Scotland— Sheriflf  Clerk  of  Forfarshire,  222 
Ways    and    Means  —  Estate  Duty  —  Mixed 
Estate  under  Will  or  Intestacy,  1578 

Cambridoe,  Duke  of 

Education  (physical)  in  Elementary  Sehools, 
1827 

Cameron,  Dr.  C,  Glasgow ^  College 

Africa — Nyassaland,  600,  610,  1358 

Zambesi,  1359,  1551,  1850 
Army— Barry  Link's  Artillery  Range,  228 
Sandhurst  and  Woolwich  Admission  Regu- 
lations, 1518 
CertiBcates  of  Death,  782,  783 
Customs — Tobacco  Smuggling,  473 
Herring  Fishery  (Scotland)  Bill  Coram.  591 
Kalat-I-Nadir  Fortress,  490 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Case  of  Thomas 

Beresford,  1417 
Official  Secrets  Bill  3R.  658,  1075 
Parliament — Business  of  House,  992  ;  Morn- 
ing Sittings,  788 
Scotland — Charge  of  Embezzlement,  4474 
Glasgow  Boundaries  Commission,  1250 
Local  Government  Bill,  620,  1365,  1862 
Submarine  Telegraph  Contract  (Halifax  and 

Bermuda)  1347,  1552,  1650, 1651,  1655 
Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Bnildiugs, 
62 
Local  Government  Board,  1733 
Registrar  Generars  Office,  1758 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  1033,  1054, 
1067,  1068, 1073 
Suwarew  Islands — Annexation,  1850 
Woods  and  Forests  and  Land  Revenues  of  the 
Crown,  656 

Campbell,  Sir  O.,  KirJcealdy,  Sfc. 

Africa  (South)  Policy  of  Colonial  Extension, 

980 
Australia  (Western)  Responsible  Government, 

1538 
Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  2R.  1479 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  1890 
Egyptian  Privileged  Loan,  1557 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  1538 
Opium  Trade  with  China,  1169, 1177 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  21,  67S 
General  Purpose  Grand  Committee,  990 
Morning  Sittings,  786 
Standing  Committees,  1554 
Scotch  Local  Government  Bill,  1862 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  1580 

British    and    Natural  History  Museums, 

47 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  53,  66^ 

58,59 
Registrar  General's  Office,  1758 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affaira,  1049, 1058 
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Campbill,  Sir  G.—eont, 

Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  Ao.  1105, 1107, 

1112,1119,1121,1138 
Treasury,  Ao.  680, 682,  683,  684 
Trust  Fundi  Investment  Bill— Nomination  of 

Committee,  1367 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1017 

Estate    Duty,   Mixed   Estate,  Ae,    1577, 

1578,  1579;  Res.  1759 
Estate  Duty  on  Personal  Property,  Ao. — 
Res.  1570,  1573 

Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glasgow  and  Aher- 
deen  Uhiversiim 
Educational      Endowment     (Scotland)     Act 
(Blair's  Charity).  594 

Oampbell-Bannebman,  Right  Hon.  H., 
Stirling,  Sfc, 
Naval  Defence  Bill,  Comm.  1029,  1934 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1563 
Scotch  Local  Gofernment  Bills,  1861 

Oanterbuey,  Archbishop  of 
Education — New  Code,  1657 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill, 
2R.  1532 

Carnarvon.  Eurl  of 

Armenia,  1809 

Liquor  TraflSc  among  African  Races,  1202 

Oauston,  Mr.  E.  K.,  Southwark,  W. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  E.  Ilarrington, 
1706 

Sugar  Convention,  1230 

Sugar  Convention  Bill,  1856 

Supply — Paymaster  Generars  Office,  1745 
Treasury,  dsc,  696 

Ttieatres  (County  of  London)  Bill,  2R.  1428 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  578 

Census  Bill 
Question,  Sir  J.  Lubbock  ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent   of    the    Local    GoTcrnmcnt    Board 
April  12, 372 

Ceylon 

iVhif  Commutation  Aef^  Question,  Mr. 
Barbour  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonics  JUat/  3,  1078 

Chamberlain,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 
ham^ W. 
Africa   (South)  —  Swasiland  ~  British    Pro- 
tection, 362 
Charities— Cradock  Wells'  Charity,  339 

Chamberlain,  Mr.  R.,  Islington,  W. 

Ways  and  Means,  Committee,  1008 
Chanob,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilhmny,  S. 

Agiicultural  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill.  2R.  177 
Treland— ETictions— Co.  Wicklow,  232,  233 
Land  Act  Instalment  Orders,  304 


ChanoelloBi  The  Lord  (m^  Halsbubt, 
Lord) 

Chanoellob   of    the    Exohsquxb  (m 
GosoHEN,  Bight  Hon.  G-.  J.) 

Channel  Islands 
Criminal    Law     Amendaunt     Ad     1S85, 
Question,  Mr.  Walter  M'Lmren ;  Answer, 
The  Ilome  Seoretary  April  1 1,  230 

Channino,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  B. 

Armenia,  1360 

Condensed  Milk,  97S 

International  Code  of  Signala,  1241 

Ireland — Arbitration  in  Land  Diepntas,  I5i8 

Fair  Rents,  671 

Resident  Magistrates,  604 
Scotch  Local  Government  Bills,  1866 
Signalling  at  Sea— Report,  237 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  Ao.  1586 

Civil  Serrices,   Class  II.  First  Res.  2R. 
1938 

Local  GoTemmeni  Board.  1715,  1720 

Secretary  for  the  Home  Department^  Ae 
731 
United  States — Maritime  Conferenee,  237 
Vaccination  in  Unions,  1233 

Chaplin,  Bight  Hon.  H.,  Lineolmhire, 
Sleaford 
Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  487,  074 
Ireland,  Donegal,  Condition  of,  396.  400,  401 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1007 

Charity     Commiaian&n^Cradock    WetU 
Charity, 
Motion  for  an  Address  (Mr.  Jesse  CdUinp) 
uJpri/ll,  327 

Childebs,  Bight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.,  Edii^ 

huryh,  8. 
Naval  Defence  Bill,  Comm.  1926,  1028,  1029, 

1934 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  21,  22, 

495 
Submarine  Telegraph  Contract,  Ilalifiuc  and 

Bermuda,  1347,  1348 
Supply— Diplomatic  and  Consular   Boildings* 
60 
Public  Works  and  Buildings,  Ireland,  295 
Registrar  General's  OflSce  (England),  1760, 

1757 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  &o.  1344 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  997,  1033 

Financial  Statement,  Comm.  525,  638,  575» 
585,  586 

CniLI 
Statistical  Retttmt,  Question,  Mr.  Laboucliere ; 
Answer,    The    President    of  the  Board  of 
Trade  ilpn7  12,  371 

China 

Opium  Trade,  Amendment  in  CoBimittM  of 
Supply  ifay  3,  1143 
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Churchill,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  R.  H.  8., 
Paddington,  8. 
Naval  DofeDce  Bill,  2R.  1404 

Chureh  of  England 
Suffragan  Bishop  of  London,  Qoettion,  Mr. 
Seale-Hajne ;    Answer,  the   Home  Secre- 
tary ^pn/  II,  221.  232 

Weitmintter  Abbey — Burials^  Qaettion,  Mr* 
Osborne  Morj^an ;  Answer,  The  Ilome 
SeoreUry,  April  9, 10, 11 

Civil  Billi  in  Ejectimnt  and    Writs  for 
Recovery  of  Land 
Return  No.  2  ordered  May  9,  165G 

Civil  EstahliahmentB — Royal  Commission 
Report 
Question,  Mr.  Kellj  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  April  11,  244 

Becommendationt,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Kelly ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasary 
May  9,  1553 

Civil  Service 
CtriiJicateSf  Question,  Mr.  Lawson  ;  Answer, 
The    President    of     the     Board    of   Trade 
April  15,  476 

WriCers  ^Promotion,  Question,  Mr.  John 
Kelly  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sary April  11,  234 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  N. 

Ireland — Battering  Ram,  373,  489 
Boycotting  at  Youghal,  1353,  1853 
Criminal    Law    Procedure   Act    —    Mr. 
Condon,  236 
Mr.     John     Moynihan,      Mr.     Daniel 
O^Keefe,  1249 
E fictions    —    Donegal,    489  ;   —   Hugh 

M'Sharry,  491  ;— Olphert,  1357,  1358 
Postal  Accommodation,  Dublin,  1543 
Prison  Labour,  614 
Rathfarnham  Manslaughter  Case,  230,  231 , 

302 
Ulster  Royal  School  Endowment  Scheme, 
1547 

.    Level  Crossings,  1562 

Supply — Cifil  Service  Commission,  1621, 1622, 
1623,  1624,  1625 
Pablio  Works  and   Buildings   (Ireland), 
293 

Clakk,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 

Perpetual  Pensions,  619,  620 

Post  Office  (General)  Ventilation,  250 

Scotland,  Home  Rule  Res.  69 

Supply — Civil  Services  —  Lunacy    Inspectors, 

1945 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  Officers  of  House 

of  Lords,  627 
SecreUry  for  Foreign  Affairs,  1071 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  &.c.  1116,  1184, 

1142 


Clarke,  Sir  E.  Q.  (Solicitor  Qeneral), 
Plymouth 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  2R.  1476 
Ireland — Police  at  Falcarragh,  1292 
Railway  PMsengers  Duty  Act,  1709 
Religious  Prosecution  Abolition  Bill,  2R.  46S» 

464,  465,  467 
Supply — Treasury,  &o.  697 

Clifford  of  Chudleioh,  Lord 

Reformatory  Schools  Bill,  2R.  201 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Acts 
Barrow    Collieries,  Question,    Mr.    Pickard ; 

Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  May  9,  1543 
Weighing  Clatuei — General,  Question,  Mr. 
Burt  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  April  12,  359 ; 
Burnley,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Spencer  Balfour  ; 
Answer,  The  Homo  Secretary  May  13,  1857 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwick,  S.K,  Rugby 
Board  Schools — Religious  Teaching,  11,  12 
Volunteers^Capitation  Grants,  224 

Cochin  China 
British    Cotton    Cloths,  Question,  Mr.  Bris- 
towe ;   Answer,  'i'he   Under   Secretary   for 
Foreign  Affairs,  May  10,  1704 

CooHiLL,  Mr.   D.  H.,   NewcastU-under* 
Lyme 
Factory  and  Workshop  Act,  1230 
Parliament — Report  of  Supply  and  Ways  and 

Means,  813,  814 
Quarter  Sessions — Sittings,  1242 

Coleridge,  Hon.  B.,  Sheffield,  Alter clife 

Supply — Secretary  for  the  Home  Department^ 
Ac.  735,740,  741,877,885 

CoLLiNQs,   Mr.  J.,  Birmingham,  Bordes 
ley 
Cbarities^Cradock  Wells*  Charity,  327 

Colonies  —  Secretary    of    State    {se$ 
Knutsford,  Lord) 

Colonies — Under  Secretary  of  State  (m* 
DB  Worms,  Baron  H.) 

Colonization 
Order  for  Select  Committee,  April  12,  468 

Commissioners  for  Oaths  Bill     [Bill  6] 

/.  Considered  in  Committee  April  9,  4 
Amendment  Reported  April  11.  203 
Read  !••  April  30,  770 

c.  Read  I***  May  6,  1348  [Bill  208] 

CoMPTON,  Earl,  York,  W.R,,  Barnsley 
Central  Telegraph  Office,  354 
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DB  Worms,  Baron  "S.—eont, 

Sugar— Bounties,  607, 182 
Convention,  987,  1677 
Sugar  Convontion  Bill,  303,  310,  319,  324, 
326,071,1083 
Supply— Seoretarj  for  tho  Colonlos,  &e,  1009, 
1100,     1101,    1103,     1104,     1112.     1114, 
1118,1120,  1126,  1129,  1130,1131,   1133, 
1136,1140,1143,  1342,  1344 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea,  Town 
Education  —  Religious   Teaching    in    Board 

Schools,  12 
Parliament — Morning  Sittings,  786 
Supply — Secretary  for  tho  Colonies,  &e,  1341, 

1342 

DiMSDALE,  Baron  E.,  Herts,  Bitchin 

Ways  and  Means — Financi:\l  Statement,  659 

Diplomat ie  and  Consuhr  BuUdings 
Return  Ordered  April  15,  473 

Distress  in  Towns,  Sfc. 

Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham  :  Answer,  Tho  First 
Lord  of  tho  Treasury  May  13,  1863 

Dixon-Hartland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Middlesex^ 
Uxhridge 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  1225 
Theatres  (County  ot  London)  Bill,  2R.  1418, 
1436 

DoNKiN,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Tyyiemouth 
Merchant  Shippings  Foreign  Ships,  670 
Tonnage  Bill,  770,  081,  082 

Drunkenness — Convictions  (^England    and 
Wales) 
Address  for  Return  May  1,  959 

Duff,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Banffshire 

Naval  Defence  Bill,  2R.  1409,  HIO 
Comm.  1937 


Dyke,   Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.   (Vice 
President    of    the    Committee    of 
Council  on  Education),  Kent,  Dart- 
ford 
Charity  Commission — Cradock  Wells*,  333 
Education  Department  (England  and  Wales) — 
Board    Schools— Religious  Teaclung,   11, 

Instruction  in  Thrift  and  Insurance,  617 
New  Code,  20,  607,  970,  071,  1705 
School  Board-  Tilbury  Docks,  85J 
Westminster  Division,  15 
Ireland — Laco  Making,  1090 
Matthew  Arnold  Memorial,  368 
Supply— Science  and  Art  Department,  '62 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  {Income  and 
Grants  to) — TTales 
Return  ordered  April  12,  317 


Edueaiion    Deparimsni     {England    mi 
Wales) 
Board  or  School  of  FereMtry^  QaeetioDi,  Sb 
J.  Lobboek,  Mr.   Monro    Pergnaon  ;   Ai- 
swers,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Tressaiy  Afni 
9,  16.  17 
Board  SehooU^B^ligums  Teaeking,  QoertioH 
Mr.  Cobb.  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Answere,  Tbe  ?ies 
President  of  tbe  Committoo  of  Cooneil  §■ 
Edooation  ^j»^  9,  11,12 
Instruction  in  Thrift  and InsuraneOt  Qoettioi, 
Mr.  Hubbard  ;  Answer,  The  Vieo  Pretldeift 
of  the  Committee  of  GouDoil  oo  EdoeaCioi 
April  16,  617 
Matthew  Arnold  Memorial  Subaeripiion,  Qoei- 
tion,    Mr.    Tomtineon ;  Answer,   The  Viot 
President  of  tbe  Committee  of  Coimcil  m 
Education  April  13,  367,  368 
yew  Code,  Question,  Obserratlons,  The  Levi 
Bishop  of  Ix>ndon,  Tiseoont  Cnnhrook,  As 
Earl  of  Harrowby,  Earl  Fortesque  Jj»H/ 11, 
204, 206, 207. 208  ;  QnesticD,  Mr.  Sehwana ; 
Answer,  Tbe  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Cooneil  on  Edncation  April  16, 
609  ;  Question,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright :  Answer, 
Tbe  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Edocation  April  9,  20 ;   Qoei- 
tions,    Mr.  Jeffreys,    Mr.     l*.    More,   Mr. 
Samuelson ;   Answers,  The  Vice  Presidset 
of  the  Committee    of   Cooneil  on  Edoea- 
tion  May  2,  970,  971 :   Qoestions,  Mr.  A. 
Acland,  Mr.  Pioton;    Answers,  The  Flrrt 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  8,  1039;  Ob- 
servations, The  Arohbishop  of  Canterboiy, 
the  Bishop  of  London,  the  Earl  of  Jltrrowby, 
Earl    Fortescue,    Lord   llerries,    the  Lord 
President  of  the  Couneil,  Earl  Beaoehanip, 
Earl  Spencer  May  10, 1657 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Francis  Stevenson ;  Answer,  The  Vioe  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Cooneil  on  Eda* 
cation  May  10,  1705 
Physical  Education  in  EUmeniarff  Sthools-^ 
Motion  and  Debate  {Bouee  of  Lorde)  May  13> 
1815 
Poor  Law  Schoole-^Mafitcell,    Qoestion,  Mr. 
Mundella ;  Answer,    The   President  of  tbe 
Local  Government  Board  May  6, 1228 
Public     Elementary    SehooU    (Inspection)^ 

Address  for  Return  May  6,  1348 
School  Board  —  Summonses,   Question,    Ifr. 
Pickersgill;  Answer,  The  Home  Seere* 
tary  i4/)rt/30,  781,  782 
Tilbury  Docks,  Qoestion,  Major   Raocb; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Com* 
mittee  of  Council  on  Education  J/»-in2, 
353 
Westminster  Division,  Qoestion,  Mr.  John 
Talbot ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Cooneil  on  Edocation 
^pn79, 15 
Science  and  Art  Department — r*aw  Stationers* 
Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  John  Kelly  ;  Answer, 
Tho    Secretary  to  the  Treasory    May  9 
1545 
South  Kensington  Museum — Sick  Pay,  Qoes- 
tion, Mr.  Whitmoro  ;  Answer,  The  Seoretary 
to  the  Treasory  April  11,  211 

Educational  Endowments  {Scotland)  Aeif 
1882,  Blair's  ChaHty 
Motion  for  an  Address  April  15,  698 
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Egypt 

Privileged  Loan^  Qaestion,  Sir  Geo.  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Under  ScoreUrj  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  9,  1657 

Elementary  Education    (England   and 
Wales)  Bill  [Bin  203] 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1®  •  April  16,  630 

Elgin,  Earl  of 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act  (1883) 
Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1839 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  R.  D.,  Roxburgh 

Rail  way  Rates— Canal  TraflSc  Act,  223 
Scotland — Home  Rule,  84 

Elliot,  Hon.  H.  F.  H.,  Ayrshire,  N, 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act 
1882  (Blair*s  Cbaritj),  592,  696 

Ellis,   Mr.   James,  Leieeiterahirey    Bo»' 
tcorth 
Suppl/ — Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  kc,  1120 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham,  Ru$hel%ffe 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Act — Inspector's  Reports, 

1084,  I0S6 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and    Procedure  Act— 

Harrington,  Mr.  E.,  1261 
Parliament — Report  of  Supply,  12i6 

Printing  of  Returns,  1246 
Supply— Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 

«fcc.  COS,  887 
Vivisection,  1363 

Ellis,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Merionethshire 

County  Councillors — Inland  Revenue  Officers, 

1644 
Leaseholders  Enfranchisement  Bill,  2R.  024 
Local  Government  Act  in  Welsh,  613 
Parliament— Morning  Sittings,  800 
Supply — Board  of  Trade — Harbours,  Ac.  63 
Charity     Commission,    Ac.    1696,    1696, 
1616 
^Yales— Burial  Grounds,  1240 

Emigration 

Argentine  BepubUe,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  April  11,  263;  Question,  Mr. 
Broadhurst ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  May  10,  1703  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May  13,  1848 

Employer 9^  Liability  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Aird ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  May  2,  980 

Endowed  Schools  Act — Scholarships 
Question,  Sir  Lyon  Playfair  ;  Answer,  Hr.  J. 
W.  Lowther  April  15,  486 


Esslehont,  Mr.  P.,  Aberdeenshire,  E, 
Ilerrinjf  Fishery  (Scotland)  Bill  Comm.  691 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  1095 
Post  Office— Post  Cards,  Price  of,  1240 
Supply — House  of  Lords,  636 

Etrb,  Colonel  H.,  Lincolnshire,   OainS" 
borough 
Merchandize  Marks  Act,  984 

Exciseable  Articles — Diagrams 
Copy  Ordered  April  16,  668 


Factors  Bill 

I,  Read  2o  May  0,  1219 


[Bill  27] 


Factory  Acts 
Du9t  and  Impuriliet  in  Workshops,  Qaestlon, 

Mr.  Coghill;    Answer,  The  Homo  Secretary 

Maye,  1230 
Inepectors'^Mr.  Riekarda — Personal  Statement 

—Mr.  Bradlaugh,  1418 

Farquhajison,  Dr.R.,  Aberdeenshire,  W.' 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Report 

of  the  Departmental  Committee,  484 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  1094, 1363, 
1866 
Horning  Sittings,  811 
Ventilation,  494 
Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular   Buildings, 
6^ 
Local  Government  Board,  1735 
Lunacy  Commission,  1737,  1742 
Universities,  Representation  of,  1769 

Fbnwiok,     Mr.    0.,      Northumberland^ 
Wansbeck 
Supply — Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
Ac.  727,767 

Ferguson,  Mr.  R.  C.  Munro,  Leith,  ^c. 

Africa  —  Transraal —  Grobler-Khama    Inci- 
dent, 1861 
Education — Board  or  School  of  Forestry,  17 
Parliament — Morning  Sittings,  805 
Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings, 
37,38 
House  of  Lords,  641 
Record  Office,  1748 
Science  and  Art  Department,  28 
SecreUry  for  the  Colonies,  Aw.  1108,  1114, 

1118 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  1061, 1073 

Fbrgusson,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary    of    State    for   Foreign 
Affairs),  Manchester,  NE, 
Africa  (Central    and    East    Central)— Lake 
Nyassa,  610.  1368 
Zambesi,  986,  1369,  1551 
Africa   (East    Coist)— Zaniibar    and    South 

East  Africa,  1087 
Africa  (West  Coast)— King  Ja  Ja  of  Opobo, 
994,  096,  1658 
King  Eyo  of  Crerk  Town.  1237 
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Feboussox,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.— '^onl. 

Argentine   Republic  —  Emigration   to,  258, 
1703 
British  Gonsal,  1848 
Armenia,  1360,  1559 
Australia — Chinese  Immigration,  1559 
Cochin  China— British  Cotton  Clo'.hs,  170G 
Consular  Reports,  1549 
£gjptian  Privileged  Loan,  1558 
Foreign  Affairs — Kalat-I- Nadir  Fortress,    490 

Switzerland — Salvationists,  986 
India — East  Abkari  Department,  876 
Loyalty  Islands— Mare,  1864 
Newfoundland  — Lobster  Industry,  1222 
Paris  Exhibition  ,-782,  992 
Portugal  and  the  Zambesi,  1551 
Portuguese  Debt,  1539 
Sugar  Bounty  Convention,  770,  1230,  1854 
Southern  Pacific  —  Islands  of   the — Samoan 

and  Tongan  Groups,  225 
Supply — Diplomatic  and   Consular  Buildings, 
61,62 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  1039    1040, 
1045,    ion,    1048,     1067,    lOttS,  1078, 
1074 
Trade  and  Commerce — Condensed  Milk,  972 

Bounties,  491 
Turkey^Belgrade — Iler  Majesty's   Legation, 

229 
United  States — Alaska  Fur  Company,  252 

Maritime  Conference,  237 

Fisher iei  {England  and  fFalea) 

Start  Bay  Fuhermetit  Question,  Mr.  Milumay  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  tho  Board  of 
Trade  J/ay  7.  1363 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  0..  Cork,  N. 

Agricultural  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  142 
Ireland — Boycotting  at  Toughal^-Speeoh    by 
Chief  Secretary,  1853 
Criminal  daw  and  Procedure  Act — Barry, 
Mr.  Thomas.  1846,  1847 
Moynihnn,  John,  605 
O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  1865 
O'Kecfe,  Daniel,  605 
Donegal,  Condition  of,  281 
Land  Commission — Lismore,  490 
Police  Uut  at  Killabraker,  1817 
Prison  Treatment—Commission,  218 

Foley,  Mr.  P.  J.,  6alu?ay^  Connemara 
Ireland  •—  Koundstone    National     School  — 
Scarlatina,  604 

Foreign  Affairs — Secretary  of  State 
[see  Salisbury,  Marquess  of) 

Foreign  Affairs — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Fergusson,  Bight  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

Foreign  Affairs 

Armenia^  Question,  The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  May  13, 
1809;  Question,  Mr.  William  Redmond; 
Answer,  Tho  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  9,  1559 


Foreign  Affairs —eoni. 

Consular  Reports,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Pieton  ;  An- 
swer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  0,  1549 

Kalat  -  I  •  Nadir  Fortress,  Qnestion,  Dr. 
Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretarf 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  April  15,  490 

Portugal  and  the  Zambesi,  Qaeationa,  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  AflEsirt  May  9, 
1651 

Portugese  Debt,  Question,  Sir  John  Swin- 
burne :  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretarj  for 
Foreign  AfiEairs  May  9, 1539 

Switzerland  —  Salvationists,  Qoestion,  Mr. 
James  Stuart ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  May  2,  985 

FoBTEsouE,  Earl 

Education  (Physical)  in  Elementary  Schools^ 
1826 
New  Code,  208.  1078 

FoRwooD,  Mr.  A.  B.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Zaneashiro,  Ormskirk 
Navy-.U.M.S.  "  Cossack,"  488 

Foster,  Sir  B.  W.,  Derby,  Ilkeaton 

Na?y — Royal  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers,  357 
•     Supply — Charity  Commission,  Ac.  16 li 
Civil  Service  Commission,  1627 
Local    Government    Board,    1712,    1714, 
1727,  1728 
Theatres  (Coanty  of  London)  Bill,  2R.  1434 

Fowler,    Eight  Hon.  H.  H.,   Wolver- 
hampton, E. 

County  Court  Act,  672 

Naval  Defence  Bill  2a.  1328,  1333 

Committee.  1912,  1913,   1931,  1935,  1936 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  22,  245 

Morning  Sittings,  803 

Private  Members*  nights,  1366 

Standing  Committees.  244 
Partnership  Bill,  2R.  1346 
Sugar  Convention  Bill,  971 
Supply—  Bankruptcy  Department,  1580 

British  and  Natural  Ilistorj  Maseoms,  46 

Charity  Commission,  &o.  1589 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  59 

Houses  of  Parliament,  66 

Lunacy  Commission,  1739 

Mint,  1747 

Secretary  for  the  Ilome  Department,  721 
Ways  and   Means  —  Committee,  999,  101 U 
1030 

Estate  Duty— Mixed    Estate  under    Will 
and  Intestacy,  1579 

Fowler,  Sir  R.  N.,  London 

Africa— Murder  of  Mr.  Dairy mpte,  287,  780 

Zululand — Sentences  on  Natife  Chiefs,  777 
China— Opium  Trade,  1189 
India — Army — Appointments    to   Gadetships,. 

777 
Supply — House  of  Lords,  627, 767 

House  of  Commons,  767 

Secretary    for  the    Colonies,  do.  ';1108,. 

1137,  1345  ^l 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  38<^ 

Committee,  1021 
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Fraser-Mackintosh,  Mr.  C,  Inverness- 
shire 
Scotland^Salmon  Nets,  1843 
Sheriffs'  Clerks'  Duties,  1230 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1888)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«>  •  April  9,  23      [Bill  198] 
Read  2""  •  April  12.  408 
Considered  in  Coinmitteo  May  6,  1316 

Fry,  Mr.  L.,  Bristol,  iV. 

Leaseholds  Eafranchisemeut  Bill,  211.  020,  021 

Gardner,  Mr.  H.  Essex,  Saffron  Walden 
Law  and   Justice   and    Police— Imprisonment 

for  First  Offences,  0,  7 
Public  Libraries  Act  Amendment  Bill,  1076 
Supply    —    British     and     Natural     History 
Museums,  47 
Diplomatic  nnd  Consular  Buildin^^s,  52 
House  of  Lords,  G23,  U33,  G30,  642 
Westminster  Abbey  (Monumental  Chapel)  Bill, 
2R.  345 

Gedge,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 

Africa — Lagos,   18(J3 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  187C 

Opium  Trade  with  Chin.i,  1103 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1023 

GiLHOOLY,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  W. 

Ireland— I'ost    Office— Telc^rraph     Office     at 
Schull,  353 
Poor  Law — Election  of  Guardians,  474 

Gill,  Mr.  T.P.,Zow<A,  8. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — 
Carew,  Mr.  1092 
Donegal — Condition,  419 
Kviciions — Battering  liam,  488 
Magistracy — Mr.  Maurice  Leonard,  CI 2 

Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Edin* 
burgh f  Mid  Lothian 
.Ireland— Poiico  at  Falcarragh,  1286,  1237 
Naval  Defence  Bill,  Comm.  1910 
Parliament — Business  of  tho  Llouse,  245 
Scotland— Home  Rule,  09,  113 

Local  Government  Bill,  1856 
Sugar  Bounties  Bill,  1855 
Ways    and   Means,  Comm.  999,   1000,   1003, 
1027.  1030 
Estate  Duty  on  Personal  Property;  Res., 
1507,  1573 

GoLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  St.  Pancras,  S, 

India — factories,  407 
Parliament — Morning  Sittings,  806 
Supply— Charity  Commission,  Ac,  1007   1609 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  53 
Salaries  and   Eipenses  of  Officers  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  636,  6i4,  645 

Goldsworthy,  General  W.  T.,  Hammer^ 
smith 
Supply— Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
Ac.  734 


GoRST,  Sir  J.  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  India),   Chatham 
China— Opium  Trade,   1182,  1184,  1186,  1187 
India — Abkari  Department,  822,  823,  828,  849, 
850,  851,852,853,854,  857,   858,  874 
875,  Res.  1236 

Affairs— Parliamentary  Inquiry,  1227 

Allahabad — Prison  Gorernor,  iooi 

Appointments,  5 

Army — Officers'  Appointments  to  Cadet- 
ships,  777 

Bombay — Crawford  Commission  228,  240 

Calcutta  Review,  478 

Child  Marriages,  072 

Factories,  240,  407,  498,  1237 

Ganjam,  Distress  in,  1091,  1002 

Kashmir,  485 

National  Congress,  482 

Pensioners,  1844 

Presidency  Allowances,  773 

Thuggee  Officials,  0 

Uncovcnanted  Officers'  Pensions,  1087 

GoscHEN,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  St.  George^s,  Han- 
over Square 
County  County  Councillors— Inland  Revenue 

Officers,  1544 
Customs — Herb  and  Ginger  Beer,  1247 
Customs  and   Inland  Revenue  Bill,   211.  1878 
1870,  1884,  1885,  1891,   1805.  1899,  lOOo' 
1905  • 

Inland  Revenue — Gold  and  Silver  Plate  Duty, 
1224,  1225 
Income      Tax  —  Leicester      Temperance 

Society,  607 
Building  Societies,  991 
Stamp  Duty  on  Bonds  and  Shares,  20,  952 
Ireland — Doneiral,  392 
National  Debt  Bill,  2R.  1946 
Naval    Defence      Bill— Comm.     1932,     1934^ 

1935 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  673 
Adjournment,  888 

Morning  Sittings,  789,  791,  794,  795.  810 
Report  of  Supply  and   Ways  and    Means, 
814 
Silver  Plate— Hall  Marking,  1248 
Submarine  Telegraph  Contract  (Halifax   and 

Bermuda),  Res.  1655 
Sugar  in  Breweries,  977 

Supply — House  of  Lords,  631 

Registry  of  Friendly  Societies,  1635 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,   &c, 

719 
Treasury,   &o.  676,  078,  083,   690,  69 1^ 
692,  605,  696,  698 
Taxation  of  Charities,  1540 
Trade  Charge  Collection  Scheme,  1223 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  1231 

Ways  and  Means — Estate  Duties,  908,  009,^ 
1000,  1002,  1006,  1013,  1015,  1023, 
1024,  1026,  1030,  1032,  1033,  1545 

Estate  Duty  on  Personal  Property  &e. 
Res.  1569,  1570,  1571,1572,  1573,  1574 

Estate  Duty— Mixed  EsUte  onder  Will  or 
Intestacy,  &o.  1576. 1577,  1578,  1579 

Financial  Statement,  Comm.  498, 508, 525, 
542,  549,  661,  567,  568,  570,  576,  583. 
584, 585,  586 
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OouRLET,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 
Nat  J— Naval  Defence  Bill,  2R.  1391,  1395 
Naval  Reserve,  983 

Tonnage  Bill,  223 

United  States— Alaska  Fur  Companj,  252 

Oraham,  Mr.  E.  0.,  Lanark^  N.  W. 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill2R.  U49,  1450 

Customs — Herb  and  Ginger  Beer,  1247 

Distress  in  Towns.  1863 

Hours  of  Labour,  978 

International  Labour  Conference,  984,  1709 

Law    and   Justice    and    Police  —  Diemholxi 
trial  of,  1093 ;  Refusal  to  accept  a  Ver- 
dict, 1860 
Wrongful  Conviction,  1 709 

Post  Office— Central  Telegraph  Office,  479 
Scotland— Home  Rule,  97,  110 

Sheriflf  Clerk  Deputes  of  l^narkshire,  352 
Supply    —    British    and    Natural      llistorj 
Museums,  36 

Granville,  Earl 

Parliament— Business   of  the    Uouso— Easter 

Recess,  5 
Sugar  Bounties  Convention,  1812 

Oray,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Essex,  Maldon 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2 R.  1904 
Supply — Local  Government,  1715,  1719 
Ways  and  Moans — Financial  Statement,  554 

Orey,  Sir  E.,  Nbrthumherland,  Berwick 
Scotch  Salmon  Fisheries  Bill,  214 

Orimthorpe,  Lord 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wifo's  Sister  Bill, 
2R.  1401,  1499,  1522 

<jROTRLiN,  Mr.  E.  B.,  IlulL  JS. 

Burmese  Campaign  Medals,  370 

Haldane,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Haddington 

Scotland— Education — Crieff  Episcopal  School, 

351 
Universities,  Representation  of,  1780 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  998,  999, 1005, 1006, 
1032 
Estate  Duty  on  Personal  Property,  Ac.  Res. 
1571 

Hall- Marking 

Silver  Plate,  Question,  Mr.  Iloward  Vincent ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
May  6,  1248 

Hal^bury,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

Arbitration  Bill,  Comm.  1219 

Factors  Bill,  2R.  1219 

•Remofal  of  Wrecks  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2R. 

1350 
Smoko  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis)  Bill, 

2R.  192 


Hamilton^  Bight  Hon.  I«ord  G.  F. 

(First    Lord   of   the    Admiralty), 

Middlesex,  Haling 
Army  Privileges,  360 
Burmese  Campaign  Medals,  370 
Iraland^CoMtguard  Station,  Barrow,  993 

Nmvy— Charts— Zambesi,  1347 

Dockyards  —  DcTonpori  —  Dlsehargo  of 

Workmen,  250  ;  IlaalbowUne,  616 
Expenditure,  339,  240 
Jubilee  Review,  238 
Naral  Defence  Bill.  3R.  1301,  1373,  1397, 

1404, 1409,  1410;  Comm.    1009,    1013, 

1919,   1924,   1929,   1933,    1934.    1935. 

1936, 1937 
Naval  Designs,  363 
Naval  Instructors,  975 
Naval  ManoBuvres,  235 
Naval  Reserve,  983 
North    Sea     Fisheries— French    Trawling 

Vessels,  980 
Paints  (Injurions),  1859 
Rojal  Artillery  Volunteers,  357 
Royal    Marine    Artillery — Promotion   to 

Indian  Staff  Corps,  Ac.  359 
Ships— II.M.S.  "  Soltan."   243,  365,  603, 
778 

n.M.S.  *<  Victoria,"  235 

Ships  without  Guns,  615 

Tenders  for  new  War  Ships.  1344 

Unarmed  Battle  Ships,  363 

Speech  of  Sir  A.  Uood.  1248 
Suwarew  Islands,  Annexation  of,  1851 
Zambesi— Narigation  Channel,  1247 
Survey,  1849,  1850 

HiNBURT,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Preston 

Army— Contracts,  7,  8 

Estimates,  1537 
Supply  —  British     and      Natural      History 
Museums,  48 

Paymaster  General's  Office,  1745, 1747 

Secretary  for  Foreign  AfiEairs,  1013 

Treasury.  &c.  689,  697 
War  Offioo  Committees,  1237 

Harooubt, Bight  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V., 
Derby 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2 R.  1881, 

1884,  1885 
India— Abkari  Department,  873,  874,  875 

Ireland— Donegal,  388,  389,  390 
Police  at  Falcarragh,  1380,  1281 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilonse— Morning 

Sittings,  808,  810 
Order  of  Business,  002 
Report  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means, 

815,  1246 

Sugar  Bounty  Convention,  1706,  1708,  1709, 

1853 
Supply —Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  dec.  1139 
Ways  and  Means  Comm.  1019,  1034 

£state  Duty  on    Personal  Property,  Ac. 
Res.  1569, 1570 

Habrowby,  Earl  of 

EducaUon  Code.  207, 1669, 1671 
Reformatory  Schools  Bill,  2R.  201 
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Hartland,  Mr.  Dixon,   Uxhridge 

Waji  EDd  MeaDs — Financial  Statemeot,  582 

Hayden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leitrim^  S. 
IreUnd'Castlobar  PrtsoDi,  1240,  1361 
PiUon  Rules,  1360 

Healy,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 

Ireland — Kmigration  to  Argentine  Repablio  — 
British  Consul,  1848 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  N. 

Ireland— Boycotting  at   Youghal — Speech   by 
the  Chief  Secret- ry,  1853 
Landed  Estates,  Chief  Receifcrship'-Mr. 

Edwacd  Murphy,  1858 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police  —  Refusal  to 
accept  a  Verdict,  1861 
Sugar  Conrention  Bill,  2R.  1047 

Heathcote,   Captain  J.   H.    Edwards, 

Staffordshire,  N.  IF. 
Arm^— Royal  Artillery  Band,  SCO,  370,  492 

Hbaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 

Post  OfiBce— Australia— PosUgo,  480 
New  Zealand— PosUge,  480 
Telegraphs— Rates,  247 
Submarine  Cables,  1850 
Submarine  Telegraph  Contract  (tlalifaz  and 
Bermuda),  Res.  1653 

Hbneaoe,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Great  Orinuhy 
Agriculture — A  Minister  for,  1244 
Ireland^ Lord  Lieutenancy,  1863 
Prison  Regulations,  1234 

Herries,  Lord 

Education  Code,  1681 

Herring:  Fishery  (Scotland)  BUI   [Bill  16] 

c.  Considered    in    Committee    April    15,    500; 
Jfayia,  1916 

Hebschell,  Lord 

Horseflesh  (Sale  for  Food)  Bill  2R.  965 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill 

2R.  1524,  1530 
Parliament — Standing  Committees,  771,  772 
Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis)  Bill, 

2R.  193 
Sugar  Bounties  Convention,  1815 

Righway  Boards — State  Grants  for  Main 

Boade 
Question,  Lord   Belper  ;    Answer,    Viscount 
Tonrington ;    Observations,  Earl    Spencer, 
Lord    Balfour,  Earl  of  Kimberley  May  18, 
1829 

Hill,  Colonel  E.  S.,  Bristol,  8. 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police— Bristol  Murderer 

( Will  •/),  490 
Naval  Defence  Bill,  2R.  1337, 1368 
Partnertbip  Bill,  2a.  182,  183 
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Hill,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Staffordshire,  Kingstcin- 
ford 

Cradock  Wells'  Charity,  343 
Parliament— Morning  Sittings,  803 

Hoarb,  Mr.  S.y  Norwich 

Post  OflSoe— "  Poste  ResUnte,"  488 
Supply — Registry  of  Friendly  Societies,  1631 

HoBHOusE,  Mr.  H.,  Somerset,  E, 

Local  Government  District  Councils  Bill,  211 

HoDOE,  Mr.  H.,  Lancashire,  Aecrington 
County  Council  Voters,  778 

Home  Department — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Matthews,  Eight  Hon.  H.) 

Home  Department— Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Stuart-Wortley,  Mr. 
C.    B.) 

Horseflesh  (Sale  for  Food)  Bill  [Bill  41] 

/.  Read  1*»  ApHl  9,  1 
Read  2*  May  2,  961 

HouLDSwoRTH,  Sir  W.  H.,  Manchester^ 

Taxation  of  Charities,  1540 

Howard,  Mr.  J.,  Middlesex,  Tottenham 
Supply — Female  Warders  at  Police  Stations, 
734 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Green,  N.E. 
Inland  Revenue— Gold  and  Silver  Plate  Duty, 
1223,  1224 

HowoRTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salford,  8. 

Ireland — Local  Rating  and  Taxation,  495 

Lord  Lieutenanoy,  1862 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  494 

HoYLE,  Mr.  I.,  Lancashire,  S.E.,  Bey  wood 

India^  Factories,  497 
Sugar  Bounties,  607 

Hubbard,  Mr.  E.,  Bucks,  N. 
School  Instruction  in  Thrift  and  Insaranoe,  617 
Weights  and  Measures— Milk,  1550 

HxTNTER,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aherdien,  N. 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  2R.  1461 
Scotland — Education  Department,  1238 
Uichland  Parishes— Payments  to,  982 
Home  Rule,  78 

Hunter,  Sir  W.  G.,  Haekneyy  Central 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  440 

Illikgworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford^  W. 

Naval  Defence  Bill,  2R.  1404 

Sugar  Convention  Bill,  324 

Supply — Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  dtc.  1341 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1028 
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Indecent  Advertisement  Bill    (No. 

/.  Committed  to  Standing  Committee  for  General 
Bills  April  80,  772 

India 

Allahabad — Charges  against  the  Governor  of 

the  Prison^  Qaettioo,  Mr.  Bradlaagb  ;  An. 

Bwer,  The  Under  Secretarjr  for  India  May  8, 

1001 
Appointments  in  Xatice  States,  Question,  Mr. 

Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

for  India  April  9,  6 

Army 

Officers*  Appointment  to  CadetshipSf  Qaes- 
tion.  Sir  R.  Fowler  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  April  30,  777  • 

Staff  Corps— Privileges,  Question,  Mr. 
Buchanan  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  April  12,  359,  350 

Bombofj 

Crawford  Commission,  Question,  Mr.  J.  M. 
Maclean  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  April  11,  228  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Caine  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  J/)ri7  11,240 

Factories — Report,  Questions,  Mr.  Caine, 
Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  April  11,240 

Calcutta  Bevicw,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  April  15,  478 

Child  Marriages,  Question,  Mr.  Samuel 
Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  Afay  2,  072 

East  India — Ahkari  Department  —  Motion 
April  SO,  817  ;  Question,  Mr.  Caine ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  India  May 
6, 1236 

East  India  Railways,  Address  for  Copies  of 
Contracts  April  3U,  773 

Factories,  Question.",  Mr.  Iloyle,  Sir  J. 
Goldsmid  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  April  15,  497,  498 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Caine ;  Answer.  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  May  6,  1236 

Factory  Act,  Address  for  Copies  of  Government 
llfpurts  April  \l},il2 

Financial  Statement,  Address  for  Copy  April 
12, 347 

Ganjam — Distress  in.  Questions,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  May  3,  1091 ;  Address  for  Report  May 
C,  1220 

Indian  A/airs  —  Parliamentary  Inquiry^ 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The 
Jnder  Secretary  for  India  May  6,  1227 

Kashmire,  Question,  Mr.  Caine;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  India  April  15,  485 

Xational  Congress,  Question,  Mr.  King  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
April  15,482 

Post  Office— -Mails,  Question,  Mr.  W.  S. 
Caine ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
May  6,  1236 

Prcsidiwy  Allowances,  Question,  Mr.  King  ; 
Answer.  The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
April  80,  778 

Thuggee  Officials,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  tor  India 
April  6,  9 

ieofU. 


IvDiA — ami. 

Uneov€manUd  Ofietnt*  FtmtiomM — Pitsfwseni  m 
Rupees,  Qaestion,  Sir  R4ipcr  Lethbridge ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Seeratary  for  India 
May  3, 1086 ;  Jf umber  of  Femsiam^M,  q,m»§- 
tlon,  Mr.  King ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seere- 
tary  for  India  May  13,  1814 

India — ^Under  Secretary  of  State  («m 
GoBSTy  Sir  J.  E.) 

Inhabited  HouBo  Duty 
Motion  (Lord  Uenry  Bmee)  Apsii  12,  436- 

Inland  Revenue  {eee  Ways  ahd  Means) 

International  Cables  Company 

Submarine  Telegraph  Contract  {Malifu  and 
Bermuda),  Qaestion,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  tho  Treasury  May  9, 
1552 

International  Labour  Conference 

Question,  Mr.  Caninghame  Graham  ;  Answer, 
The  Uome  Seoretary  April  11,  228  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  C.  Grahtm,  Mr.  Broadhurst; 
Answers,  Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  2,  081;  Qaestion,  Mr.  G.  Graham; 
Answer,  Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Treatnrv 
May  10,  1700;  Qaestion,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  May  13, 1866 

Intoxicating  Liquore  (^Ireland)  Bit 

Question,  Mr.   Lea ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  May  7, 1362 

Ireland 

Army—Court  Martial — Private  8*ith,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  O'Connor:  Answer,  The 
Seoretary  for  War  April  15,  480 
Lieutenant  Oeoghegan*$  rofi(fticl,Xiaestioo, 
Mr.  Theobald ;  Answer,  The  Seeretaiy 
for  War  May  2.  088 

Belfast— Sanitary  Matters^  Qoestion,  Mr.  de 

C chain  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 

Ireland  J/<^  6.  125 
Boycotting  al  Youghal,  Questions,  Mr.  Lea, 

Mr.  Mac  Neill,  Mr.  Johnson,  Mr.  Clancy ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  May  7, 1852 ; 

— Speech  by  the  Chief  Secretary^  Questions, 

Mr.    W.    A.  MacJonald,  Mr.  Fljnn,  Mr. 

Clancy,  Mr.  T.   M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The 

Chief  SecreUry  May  18,  1858 
Coast  Guard  Station— Bahnow,  Qoestion,  Mr 

W.  Redmond ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of* 

the  Admiralty  May  2, 908 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Aet^^Bany, 
Mr,  Thomas,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr. 
II.  J.  Wilson ;  Answers,Tbe  Chief  Secre- 
tary May  18,  1846;  Corviv,  Jfr.,.  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  April  16,  614  ;  Qoestion,  Mr. 
Gill ;  Answer.  The  Chief  Secretary  Meg 
8,  1092;  Question,  Mr.  W.  Redmend; 
Answer.  The  Chief  Seoretary'jrey  9,  1549 
Condon,  Mr,,  M,  P.,  April  89,  669 ;  Letter 
receired  by  Mr.  Speaker  May  f  ,  1880 
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IRSI4AND — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act-^ 

CODt. 

Conlon,  Mr.,  Questions,  Mr.  Macdonald' 
Mr.  C  lane  J,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  ;  An- 
swers, Tho  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
April  11,  233,236,237 

Finucane,  Mr.  John,  M.P.,  Letter  received 
by  Mr.  Speaker  April  12,  346  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Rowntree  ;  Answer.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary April  12,  354 

Harrington,  Mr.  E.,  M.P.,  Qacstions,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  April  11,  210  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  John 
Ellis;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
May  6,  1250  ;  Question,  Mr.  Canston  ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mat/  10, 
1706 

M'Fadden,  Father,  Question,  Mr.  John 
O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary J/^r  1  MO,  610 

Moran,  Mr.,  Question,  Mr.  Rowntree  ;  An- 
ower,Tho  Chief  Secretary  April  12,  351 ; 
Moynihau,  Mr.  John,  Questions,  Mr. 
Flynn,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  April  16,605, 
606  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Crilly,  Mr.  Clancy, 
Mr.  MacNeill ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary May  6,  1249 

O'Brien,  Mr.  Wm.,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  10, 
183;  ApHl  11,  253,  254;  April  12, 
^^^\\— Letter  received  by  Mr,  Speaker 
April  15,  471;  Question,  Mr.  Crilly; 
Answer,  Tho  Chiet  Secretary  April  16, 
612.613;  Question,  Mr.  Causton  ;  An- 
swer, Tho  HoDoe  Secretary  May  10, 
1706 

O'Connor,  Mr,  J.,  Question,  Mr,  Flynn; 
Answer,  Tho  Chief  Secretary   May  13 

1805; — Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker 
MayO,  1220 

O^Kci'ffe,  Mr.  D,,  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn, 
Mr.  8cxton;  Answers,  Tho  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  April  16,  605,  606  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Crilly,  Mr.  Clancy.  Mr. 
MacNeill ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral tor  IreUnd,  The  Chief  Secretary  May 
6,  1249 

Friion  Treatment  (General),  Q,ue%iioTi,'M.r. 
Shaw-Lefevre  ;  Answer, The  Chief  Secre- 
tary April  12.  371 

Proeeedingt  against  Members'^ Return  Or- 
dered May  3,  1567 

Shcehy,  Mr.  David,  Letter  Received  by 
Mr.  Speaker  April  12,  316  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Kowntrce;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre* 
tary  ^/^rtn2,354 

Stephens,  Rev.  D.,  Question,  Mr.  Blane 
Answer,  Tho  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land May  10,  1699 

Tanner,  Dr.,  Letter  Received  by  Mr. 
Speaker  May  6,  1220 

Donegal — Condition,  Question,  Mr.  MacXeill ; 
Answer,  Tho  Chief  Secretary  May  9,  1560  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Mao  Neill,  Mr.  John  Kelly  ; 
Answers,  Tho  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land May  10, 1710  i^DebaU,  April  11, 254  ; 
April  12,  374  ;  AprU  16, 659 

\eont. 


Dublin  —  Leineter  Lawn,  Questions,  Hr. 
Murphy,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers.  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  April  15,  492 

Fmigration  to  Argentine  Republic  —  Britith 
Consul,  Question,  Mr.  Maurice  llealy ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairsifay  13,  1848 

Industrial  Resources,  Question,   Mr.   W.    A. 
Macdonald ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretarj 
May  9,  1559 

Inland  Revenue — Dog  Licenses,  Question, 
Dr.  Kenny ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  12,  373 

Land  Acts 

Administration — Arbitration  in  Land  DiS" 

putes.  Question,  Mr.  Channing  ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  May  9,  1548 
Arrears    of  Rent,  Question,   Mr.    Aird ; 

Answer,  Tho  Chief  Secretary  May  13, 

1858 
CJiarUmont  Estate,  Question,  Mr.  T.   W. 

Ku3soll ;  Answer,  Tho  Solictor  General 

for  Ireland  May  6,  1239 
Chief  Receivership — Landed  Estates  Act, 

Question,   Mr.  T.  M.   llealy ; .  Answer, 

The   Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  May 

13,  I808 
Fair  Rents,  Question,  Mr.  Nolan  ;  Answer, 

Tho   Chief    Secretary  April  16,    613; 

Question,  Mr.  Channing;  Answer,   The 

Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  April  29, 

671,672 
Instalment  Orders,  Question,  Mr.  Chance  ; 

Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land April  12,  364.  365 
Kilmallock — Cases   at,   Question^^  Mr,    W, 

Abraham;       Answer,      The     Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland  May  6, 1233 
Land     Commissioners,      Questions,      Mr. 

Flynn,  Mr.  Conway  ;  Answer,  Tho  Chief 

Secretary  April  15,  490 
yewry— Sittings  at,  Question,  Mr.  Blane  ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  12, 

350,351 
Cipher  t      Estate    Cases,    Qaestion,     Mr. 

MacNeill ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 

May  9,  1561 
Sub- Commissioners,  Question,  Mr-  Matthew 

Kenny ;    Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 

^;wi7  11,223 

Landlord  and  TencMt 

Evictions^  Battering  Ram,  Qoestion,  Mr. 
Clancy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
AprU  12,  373;  Qoestion,  Mr.  Mao 
Neill:  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  ifay 
9,  1553; — Donegal  and  Falcarragh — 
Battering  Ram,  Questions,  Mr.  Henry 
J.  Wilson,  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir  W.  Lawson  ; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
'  land.  The  Chief  Secretary  April  16, 599, 
600;  Questions,  Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Clancy  ;  Answers,  Tho  Chief  Secre- 
tary April  15  ;  483,  489  ;  Question,  Mr. 
MacNeill ;    Answer,   The  Chief  Sccre- 

'  tary  May  7,  1355  ; — Donegal,  Questions, 
Mr.  Mac  Neil,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  Tho 
Chief  SecreUry  April  11,  219,  220;— 
Inarms,  Question,  Dr.  Kenny ; '  Tho 
Chief  SoereUry  April  10,  610,  611  ;— 


4  0  2 


\cont. 


IBE 


ISE 


{INDEX} 


IBE 


335< 


Irslavs — Landlord  and  TVtiaji^— cont. 


Sugh  M^Sharry,  Qocftion,  Mr.  Clancy ; 
Answer,  Tho  Chief  Secretary  April  15, 
491  ; — Masserene  Estate,  Question,  Mr. 
Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
May  3.  1082  i—Oiphert  Estate,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Swift  MaoNeill,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Mr.  Murphy  ;  Observations,  Mr.  H.  J. 
Wilson,  Mr.  Gonybeare  ;  .Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  April  10,  183,  184,-- 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The 
Chiet  Secretary  Aptil  11,  225,  228.  227  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  MacNeill,  Mr.  Clancy; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  May  7, 
]3f  6  ;  Question,  Mr.  MaoNeill :  An- 
swer, Tho  Secretary  for  War  May  9, 
1539  ;  Question,  Mr.  MaoNeill ;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  May 
10,  1705 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Jas.  Stuart, 
Mr.;T.  W.  Russell ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Jfay  13,  1857  i^Tettants'  Buis 
as  BarraekSy  Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill  ; 
Answer,  Tho  Chief  Secretary  May  |9, 
1561  ; — Wieklow  County,  Questions,  Mr. 
Byrne,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  M^Cartan ;  An- 
swers, Tho  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
The  Chief  Secretary  April  11,  231,  232, 
233  ;  Question,  Mr.  M*Cartan  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Apnl  12,  366;— 
Woodford — Francis  TuUy,  Question,  Mr. 
James  Stuart ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  April  15,  489 

Law  and  Justice  and  Felice 

Constable  Leahy — Tat,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  April  16, 618 

Disturbance  in  Tipperary,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
iipriZ  16,619 

Grand  Jury  System,  Question,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  May  10,  1609 

Immoral  French  Books,  Question,  Mr. 
Samuel  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  April  11,247,  248 

Case  of  John  Hcaney,  Question,  Mr.  Blane  ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  April  16,  606  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Blane  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Way  3, 1079 

Police  at  Falcarragh,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment of  tho  House  May  6,  1252 

Police  at  Gweedore,  Questions,  Mr.  Henry 
J.  Wilson,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secreury  April  12,  356,  357; 
Question,  Mr.  Blane ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  May  3.  lOSO 

Police  Hut  at  Kiliabrakes,  Question,  Mr. 
Flynn ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
May  13,  1847 

Police  Secret  Circulars,  Question,  Mr. 
James  Stuart  April  12,  365,  366 

Police  Witness,  Evidence  of  a.  Question, 
Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretaiy  April  15,  483 

Quarter  Sessions — Donegal,  Question,  Mr. 
Blane  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  12,  364 

Raihfarnham  Manslaughter  Cas&,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Clancy;  Answer,  The  Ghiel 
Secretary   April   II,  230,   881;  QuM- 


iBELAND^Zaio  and  Justice  and  Poiie^ — oont. 

tions,  Mr.   Murphy,  Mr.   Glaney;  An* 

8wers,The  Chief  Seoretary^/irt/ 13,  361, 

362 

Local  Govemmeni^Inland  Revemse,  Qnestioii, 

Mr.  Lawson  :  Answer,  The  SeoreUry  to 

the  Treasury  April  15,  A85 

Local  Bating   and   Tcusation^    Questions,. 

Mr.  Ho  worth,  Mr.  Seiton ;  Answers,  The 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasorj  April  15,  495 

Lord  Ashbourne* 9  Act^  Qaestion,    Mr.  Lea; 

Answer,  The  Chief  SeereUry  Mayl,  1357 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelemd,  Qoettion,  Mr* 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  Geoerml  for 
Ireland    April    10,    127:    Qaettion,    Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  ilpn'r 
11,   253,   254;    Questions,   Mr.    noworth^ 
Mr.  Heneage  :  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  May  13,  1862 
Lunatic  Asylums— Down  District  OovemorSp 
Question,  Mr.  Johnston ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  May  9,  1547 
Retiring  Allowances  to  OficitUe^  Question, 
Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seore* 
tary  May  13, 1845 
Magistracy  —  Mr,   Maurice   Leonard,    J.P,, 
Questions.      Mr.    Gill,    Mr.     Sexton; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  16, 
612 
Jlfr.    Samuel     M*Keoton,   J.  P.,    Charges 
against,  Question,  Mr.  Matthew  Kenny; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land Jprt'U  6,  610, 617 
Resident     Magistrates,     Qaestion,      Mr. 
Channing;      Answer,      The      Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  April,  16,604 

National  Education 

Dunlexcy    Agricultural   National    School, 
Question,     Mr.      Henry    J.     Wilson ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land May  9,  1535 
LaeC'Making,    Question,   Mr.    Jastin  H. 
McCarthy  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
of  the   Committee  of  Council  May  3t 
1090 
National  Schools  — Eoundstone  ^^ Scoria* 
tina.  Question,  Mr.  Foley ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  April  1$ 
634 
Ulster  Royal  School  Endowment  Schemef 
Questions,   Mr.  Johnston,   Mr.  Clancy.; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Seeretarj  May  9, 
1546 
Parliamentary  Franchise    FormM,    Qaestion, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  Aprils,  14,  15 
Parliament — Members — Charges   and  AUegar 
tions  ( '!he  Special  CommtJsioM)— 
Thomas  Tracy,  Question,  Mr.  M'Oartan; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  12, 
360,  361 
Piers     and     Harbours  —  Foynes    Marhour 
Question,     Mr.    Murphy ;    Answer,     The, 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  April  12,  868 

Poor  Law  Guardiane^ Antrim  Union  Emelu- 
ments  ff  Clerk,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretaiy  May  13. 
1842 
Athy  Union  —  Election  of  €hutrdian$^ 
Qineiloa,  Mr.  Ijeahy ;  Aaiwer,  The 
Chief  Scmtary  JfiyS^IOSa 
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ItLKLASD^Poar  Ltkw  Guardiam-^eont. 

EUetion  cf  Guardians,  (^eition,  Mr. 
Gilhoolj  ;  Answer,  The  Chiof  Seoretarj 
AprU  15,  474.  475 

Eeguisitiana  by,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Aniwer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land April  15,  481,  482 

Fo$t  Ofiee 

Belfast —  TeUgraphie  Conneelion^  Waring 
Street,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer, 
The  Secretarj  to  the  Treasury  April  1 1^ 
242,  243 

Dublin— Postal  Aeeommodation,  Qoestion, 
Mr.  Clanoj;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  0,  1543 

DUter— Delivery,  (Question,  Mr,  Pinker- 
ton  ;  Answer,  Tho  Postmaster  General 
Ji^t/ 12,  358,359 

Pentiont 

Cmstlebar  Prison,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Oayden ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
May  6,  1240  ;  Question,  Mr.  Hajden  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  May  7, 
1361 

Commission  on  Prison  Treatment,  Ques- 
tions. Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Flynn  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Seoreury  April  11,  217,  218 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  April  12,  368,  869; 
Qaestions,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefe?re,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  16,  608,  609 

Prison  Labour,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Clancy  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  April  16,  613,  614 

Public  Works— Board  of 

Lighthouse  —  Tory  Island  —  TeUgraphie 

Communieation,  Question,  Mr.  Johnston; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 

Trade  Jjt7rt<  9,  17 
Hiott  and  Disturbanee^Orange  Disturb" 

anee  in  Armagh,  Question,  Mr.  Blane ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  12, 

348 


Isaacson,  Mr.  F.  Wootton,  Tower  Ham^ 
hts,  Stepney 
Army— MiUtia— Morris's  Tabes,  217 
Bankruptcy  OflSces  and  County  Councils,  18 
Naral  Defence  Bill  Committee,  1037 

Jaokson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Leeds,  If, 
Civil  Service^ Writers'  Promotion,  234,  602 
Customs  —  Sefen    llonrt     System,   493  ;^ 
Tobacco  Smuggling,  473 

Education — Science   and  Art    Department-- 
Law  Stationers'  Clerks,  545 
South  Kensington— Sick  Pay,  211 

Inhabited  lloase  Duty,  443,  780 
Inland  Revenue  and  London  County  Council. 
485 

Ireland— Dublin^Leinster  Lawn,  492 
Foynes  Uarboar,  368 
Travelling  Tax,  352 
Pott  Office— Waring  Street,248 


Jaokboit,  Mr.  W.  L.-  eont. 

Merchandixe  Marks  Ao:,  984 

Merchant    Shipping    —     Telephonlog    Fef 

Warnings,  289 
Parliament— <<  Hansard's  Debates."  976 
Submarine  Telegraph  Contract  (Halifax  and 
Bermuda),    Res.    1348,  1552,  1627,  1651, 
1654 
Supply — British  and  Natural  History  Museums, 
44,47 
Charity  Commission,  &e,  1594, 1596, 1597 
Civil  Service    Commission,    1620,    1621, 

1622,  1623,  1624,  1625 
Ck>mptroller  and  Auditor  General  of  the 
Exchequer   Department,    1627>    1628, 
1629 
Estimates,  1587 
Mint,  1743 

Officers  of  the  House  of  Lords,  625,  628. 
634,  635,  637,  638,  642,  645,  649,  651, 
652,  655 
Officers  of  the  Houso  of  Commons,  768 
Patent  Office,  1744 
Paymaster  General's  Office,   1745,   1740, 

1747 
Public  Works  and  Buildings  (IreUnd),  291, 

294,  295,  300,302,  303,  446 
Record  Office,  1749 
Report,  1095,  1750 

Treasury,  Ac.  679,  687, 689,  693,  694,  696 
Travelling  Tax,  352 

Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues  of  tho 
Crown,  656 

James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Inhabited  Houso  Duty,  440 
Local  Rating,  370 

Railway  Passenger  Duty  Act,  352, 1709 
Supply^-  Charity  Commission,  Ac,  1590 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  4c.,  1136 

Jeffries,   Mr.    A.  "F.,  Hants,  Basing^' 

stoke 
Education  Code,  970 

Jennings,  Mr.  L.  J.|  Btoehport 
Supply— Foreign  Office  Salaries,  1034, 1048 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  8. 

Africa  (West  Coast)— King  Jm  Ja  of  Opobo, 

1558 
Ireland— Boycotting  at  Toughal,  1853 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act— Har« 

riogton,  Mr.  R.,  1250 
Lunatic     Asylums     —    Down     Distrieft 

Governors,  1547 
Retiring  Allowances  to  Officials,  1845 
Ulster — Royal  School  Endowment  Scheme» 

1546 
Masserene  Estate,  1082 

Lighthouses — Telegraphic  Communication,  9m% 
Uyalty  Islands— Marl,  1864 
Supply — Paymaster  General's  Offiee,  1747 
registrar  General's  Office,  1757 


[eont. 


JoiOEY,   Mr.   J.,   Durham,    Chater'-U 
Street 

Navy — Naval  Manoeuvres,  2,  34 
Ships— H.M.S.  **  Victoria,''  234 


KAY 


KNA 


Ka^y-Shuttleworth,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  XT. 
•    J.y  Lancashire,   Clitherce 
Rirer  Ribble  and  Sewerage  of  Prettoo,  1541 
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KjrrrsFORD,  Lord,  SeereUtry  tf  SUU  fvr 

the  CdonuM 
Liqoor  Traffic  amonf  Afrieui  Raeet,  1214 


KsLLY,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Camherw$n,  N, 

Cifil  EttablUbmeDt — Rojal  Commiuioo,  344 
ReeonnnendatioDS,  1553 
Ciril  SoTfice— Writert'  Promotion.  284,  501 
CattoiQS — ScTeo  Hoars  Sjstem,  493 
iDhabited  lloote  Datr,  442 
Irelund — Donegal—Condition,  1710 
Science  and  Art  Department  Law  Statiooert' 
Clerks,  1545 

Ke2WAway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  Honiion 
Exeter  Post  Office,  1000 
Parliament — Morning  Sittingf,  807 

Kenity,  Dr.  J.  E.,  Cork,  S. 
Ireland — Dog  Licenses,  372 
EfictedFarms,  610,  611 

KzwjKYf  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyrone,  Mid 
Ireland— Donegal— Condition  of,  6G7 
Land  Commissioners,  223 
Magistracj— Mr.  Samuel  M'Keown,  6] 6. 
Occupiers'  Disqualification  Removal  Bill,  2R. 

589 
Official  Secnti  Bill,  Comm.,5S8 
Parliament — ilouso  of  Commons — Oil  Lamps, 

242 
SappljT— Officers  of  tbc  Hoase  of  Lords,  627» 
633 
Public  Works  and  Buildings  (Ireland),  298, 

448 
Science  and  Art  Department,  32 

Bjenrick,  Mr.  W.,  Birminglmm,  N. 
Suppljr — Science  and  Art  Department,  31 

BIenyon,  Hon.  G.  T.,  Benhigh,  Sfc. 
Mining  Royalties — Royal  Commission,  494 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act,  485 

KiMBEB,  Mr.  H.,  Wandsworth 
\NationAl  Portrait  Gallery,  493 

.Sjmbebley,  Earl  of 

Horseflesh  (Sale  for  Food)  Bill,  2R.  966 
Main  Roads— State  Grants  for,  1833 

Knro,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Hull,  Central 
*■     Australia   (Western)    Government    Retams, 
483 
India— National  Congress,  482 
*  Pensioners,  1844 

Presidency  Allowances,  773 


EInatchbxtll-Hugessen,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Kent, 

Faversham 
Army — Zalinski   Air  and  Dynamite  Gun,  1083 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenue  Bill,  2R.,  1891 
Naval  Inatmctors,  975 
Sugar  ConTention  Bill,  971 


Remoral  of  Wreck  ■    Asendmeot  BUI, 
1851 


2R. 


Labocchers,  Mr.  H.,  Norikmmpion 
Customs  and  Inland  ReTeone  BUI,  SR»  1833, 

1891 
Cottoms— Statistical    RctorM— Pent   and 

ChUi,  371 
Naval  Defence  Bill,  SR.   1297.   1301,  1303, 

1327, 1400 :  CoBsmittse,  1920 
Parliament— BiuJiien  of  the  Hooae,  20,  21 
Supply— Board  of  Trade  aod  HariNMui,  &e. 
64,65 
Civil  Service  Ettimatca,  687 
Diplomatic  and  Censolar  Buildiap,  49,  51, 

53,55 
Houses  of  Parliament,  67 
l4>cal  Govemment  Board,  1787 
Mint.  1742 
Officers  of  the  Dotise  of  Lords,  622,  626, 

634,  647.  649,  650,  651,653,  G55 
Patent  Office,  1742 

Paymaster  General's  Ofllee,  1744, 1746 
Public  Works  and  BuUdings  (Ireland),  289, 

290,  293.  294 
Record  Office,  1749 
SecreUry  for  the  HooM  Departnent,  &e. 

766,  712 
Treasury,  &e.  675,677,  678,  679, 695 
Ways  and  Means— ¥1naiieial  StateaMnt,  571 
Westminster  Abbey  (MoniunenUl  Chapel)  Bill, 
2R.  345 

Labour,  Hours  of 

Questions,  Mr.  BradUugh,  Mr.  C.  Grahan  ; 
Answers.  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  May  2,  978 

Lajcinotox,  Lord 

Horseflesh  (Sale  for  Food)  Bill  2*,  965 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  1192 

Larceny  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (Uie  of 
Pirearms)  BiU  lBiU30] 

U  Committed  to  the  Sunding  Committee  ibr 
Bills  relating  to  Law  Apnl  30,  770 


LAxntiE,  Colonel  B.  P.,  Bath 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  442 

Law  and  Justice  and  Pouge  (England 
AND  Wales) 

Beres/ord,   Thomuu,  Case  of.   Question,   Dr. 

Cameron;    Answer,  The  Home    SeertUry 

Matf  8, 1417 
Brittol      Murderer     {Wiike^)^      Qoesiioiii, 

Colonel  Hill,  Mr.  Handel  Oossbam ;  Anawers, 

The  Home  Secretary  April  15, 496 
Central  Criminal  Court^Mr,  Scames,  Qnes* 

tion,    Mr.    Sexton,  :     Answer,  The   Home 

Secretary  April  15,  497 
County  Court  Act,  QoestioD,  Mr.  Henry  H. 

Fowler;    Answer,  The    Attorney    Gmral 

April  19,  672 

lesKt. 
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Law  AMD    Justice   and  Pouob    {England    and 
WdUt)-'Coui, 

County  Court — Merthyr  Tydvil,  Questions.  Mr 
D.A.  Thomas;  Answers,  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  April  16,  603,  603 

'  Di^mhoUs,  Trial  o/,  Question,  Mr.  Guning- 
hame  Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary May  3,  1003 

Immoral  French  Booki,  Question,  Mr. 
Samuel  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
Urj  April  11,247,  248 

Imprisonment  for  Firtt  Offeneea,  Questions, 
Mr.  Herbert  Gardner  ;  Answers,  The  Home 
Secretary  April  0,  6,  7 

Magittraey — Mr.  Montagu  William f,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Montagu  ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  JITay  10,  1704 

NieholU,  Jane,  Question,  Mr.  Lawson  :  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretary  April  11,  246 

Nuit,  Elizabeth y  a  conviety  Question,  Mr. 
J'ickersgili ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
April  16,  603,  G04 

Police  Stations f  Female  Warders^  Debate  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  April  29,  728 

Police  Superannuation^  Que8tions,Mr.  Howard 
Vincent.  Sir  W.  B.  Barttelot :  Answers,  The 
The  Home  Secretary  May  3,  1084 

Prison  Bules,  Question,  Mr.  Summers  :  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretary,  April  ]  1,  215 

Public  Exeeutioner,  Question,  Sir  Edmund 
Lechmere ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
April  11,215  ;  Question,  Mr.  Handel  Coss- 
ham  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
April  12,  373  ;  Amendment  on  Committee 
of  Supply  April  12,  423 

Quarter  Sessions— Sittings  of  Question,  Mr. 

Coghill ;  Answer,    The    Attorney    General 

May  6,  1242 
Refusnl  to  Accept  a  Verdict,  Questions,  Mr. 

Cuninghame   Graham,   Mr.   T.    M.  Healy ; 

Answers,  The    Home   Secretary   May    13, 

1860 

Rochester  Petty  Sessions,  Question,  Mr.  T.aw* 
son  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  May  Oy 
1536 

Travis-^  Wrongful  Conviction,  Question,  Mr. 
C.  Graham ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
May  10,  1709 

JFotton,  James,  Question,  Mr.  Henry  Pease ; 
Answer,  The  Homo  Secretary  April  16, 
600,601 

Lawbence,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool,  Aher- 
crombie 
Supply— Secretary  for  Foreign  Aflfairs,  1063 
Trade  Marks,  1079 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  W.,  8L  Pancras,  7F, 

Civil  Service — CertiBcates,  476 
Ireland — Inland  Revenue,  485 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Jane  Nicbolls, 
246 
Rochester  Petty  Sessions,  1536 

Leaseholds    Enfranchisement    Bill,   211.  '889, 

906.  912,  932,  933 
Metropolis — Albert  Gate  Mansions,  8,  0 
Police  Act,  213 


Lawson,  Sir  W.,    Camlerland^    Cocker-^ 

mouth 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  1876 
East  India — Abkari  Department,  860 
Ireland — Battering  Ram,  600 
Naval  Defence  Bill,  2R.  1315;  Comm.  1929 
Sugar  Bounties  Bill,  087 

Convention  Bill.  1083 
Supply— Officers  of  the  House  of  Lords,  031 

Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  &o,  1345 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  1021 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act,  1362 

Lea,  Mr.  J.,  Londonderry ,  8, 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill,  1363 
Ireland — Boycotting  at  Youghal,  1352 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act,  1351 

Leahy,  Mr.  J.,  Kildare,  8. . 
Ireland — Election  of  Guardians— Athy  Union 
1083 

Leaseholds  Enfranchisement  Bill  [Bill  ii] 

e.  2R.  May  1,  889 

Leaseholders  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  2) 

c.  Bill  ordered ;  read  1«  •  Mar  15,  596    [Bill  98] 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H.,  Worcestershire, 
Bewdley 
Public  Executioner,  215,  422,  427  436, 

Lee-onthe-Solent  (light)  Railway  Bill 

/.  Bill  withdrawn  May  2,  961 

Lefevbe,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford,  Central 
Agricultural  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  172 
Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  211.  1464 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  Procedure  Act — Con- 
Ian,  Mr.  236 
Harrington,  Mr.  E.  219 
Treatment  of  Prisoners,  371 
Glashercoo  and  Olphert  EsUtes,  1356 
-  Prisons—Commission  on  Prison  Rules,  609 
Naval   Defence   Bill,  2R.    1376 :   Committee, 

1906, 1912,  1913,  1916,  1918,  1919,  1920 
Navy— U.M.S.  "  Sultan,"  778 
Scotch  Local  Government  Bill,  1365 
Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Baildings 
56,57 
Officers  of  the  Ilonse  of  Lords,  630 
Public  Works  and  Buildings  (Ireland),  300 
Science  and  Art  Department,  30 
Secietary  for  the  Home  Department,  dto. 
726,  727 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  998,  1015 

Estate  Duty— Mixed  Estate,  1575,    1576, 

1579 
Estate  Duty  on  Personal   Property,  1673 
Fiuancial  SUtement,548, 549,550,567,  568 
Westminster  Abbey  Bill,  987 

Legh,   Mr.  T.   W.,  Lancashire,    S.W., 

Newton 
Belgrade- II. M.  Legation',  220 
Supply— Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings, 
51 
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Lethbeidgb,  Sir  E.,  KeminyUn,  N. 

India — Abkari  Department,  841 

Uucorenanted  Officers*  Pensions,  1086 
Parliament--**  Hansard's  Debates,"  976 
Wajs  and  Means,  Comm.  1022 

Lewis,  Mr.  T.,  Anglesey 
Conntj  Registers,  U6d 

Lewisham,  Right  Hon.  Viscount  (Vice- 
Chamberlain  of  the  Household), 
Lewisham 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act— Anthrax, 
1233 
Foot  and  Month  Disease,  487,  974, 975 
Report  of  the  Departmental  Committee, 

484 

Licensing  Aeti 

WeUh  Sunday  Cloting,  Question,  Mr. 
Kenyon  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
April  15,  485,  486;  Questions,  Mr.  Bo  wen 
Rowlands,  Mr.  U.  J.  Wilson  ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  April  16,  801  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands  ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  April  29,  674 

Zighthousei 

Telegraphic  Communication,  Question,  Mr. 
Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade^j7ri79, 17 

Literature f  Science^  and  Art 
National  Portrait  Oallery,  Question,  Lord 
Lamington  ;  Answer,  The  Prime  Minister 
Jffly6, 1192;  Questions,  Mr.  H.  Kimber, 
Mr.  Ho  worth  ;  Answers,  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  April  15,  493,  494  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Dixon  Ilartland.  Mr.  Aird, 
Mr.  Mundella;  Answers,  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  May  6,  1225;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  The 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  May  9,  1538 

Llewellyn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somenet,  N. 

Pilotage  Bill,  367 

Local  Government  Act,  1888 

County  Borought,  Question,  Mr.  Tuite  ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Local  Gorern- 
ment  Board  May  6, 1232 

County  Councils 

Returning  Ofieert,  Question,  Mr.  Pickard  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  May  6,  1241 

Bankruptcy  Qficialt  as  Councittort,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson  ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
-4jt;n7  9, 1819 

Elections  —  County  Rcgistert,    Question, 
Mr.  Lewis;  Answer,   The  President  of 
the   Local   Government   Board   May   9 
1563  ' 

Jnland  Revenue  Officers  as  Councillors, 
Question,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis;  Answer, 
1  he  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  May  9, 

Iconl, 
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Local  Government  Act,  1888— Onsjify 
oont. 

Votes,  Qnestlon,  Mr.  Hermoii  Hodft ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Loeal  GoYem« 
ment  Board  AprU  80,  778 
District  County 'Councils  Bill,  Qaattioo,  Mr. 
Uobhouse  ;  Answer,  The  Presicieat  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  April  ll^  911; 
Question,  Mr.  T.  Robertson  ;    Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  3,  990 
Provisionmt  Order* — QoesUon,  The   Earl  of 
Belmore ;  Answer,  Lord  Balfoar  April  11, 
203 
JTelsk  Version  of  Act,   Mr.  TboiDM  Ellis; 
Answer,    The    President    of    the     Local 
Government  Board  AprU  16,  613 

Local  Oovebnment  Boabd — ^Prendent 
(eee  Bitchib,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.) 

LooAL  Oovsbnment  Board — Secretaxy 
to  {see  LoKa,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

Loeal  Oavernment  Board 

Certification  of  Death,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  April  SO,  782,  783 

Loeal  Rating,  Question,  Mr.  James  ;  Anawer, 
The  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  13,  370 

Local  Tnxation — Orants  in  Aid,  Qoattion,  Mr. 
Robert  Spencer ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  May  3,  979 

Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Qoestioot,  Mr. 
Walter  M'Laren,  Mr.  C.  R.  Spenoer  ;  An* 
svers.  The  Secretary  to  the  Looal  Govern- 
ment Board  April  30,  774,  775  ;  Qoeetion, 
Lord  Belper,  observations,  Viaconot  Tor- 
rington,  Earl  Spencer,  Lord  Balfoar,  the 
Earl  of  Kimberley  May  13,  1829 

River  Ribble  cmd  Sewage  of  Preston,  Qoeations, 
Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttlewortb,  Mr.  Tom- 
linson  ;  Answers,ThePresidentof  the  Load 
Government  Board,  The  Speaker  May  9, 
1341 

Small-pox  ai  Sheffield,  Question,  Mr.  Rown- 
tree ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  April  16,  611 

Vestry  of  St,  Peter's,  Thetford,  Qaettiont, 
Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  April  9, 13,  li 


Local  Government  {Scotland)  BilU 

Question,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  April  12,  372;  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  tho 
Treasury  AprU  10,  620;  Qoestioo,  Mr. 
Craig  Sellar;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advooatd 
April  29,  674  ;  Question,  Ifr.  Esslemont ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  ot  the  Treasury 
May  3,  1095 ;  Questions,  Dr.  Cameron, 
Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre,  Mr.  Channing ;  Answers, 
Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Ifoy  7,  1365 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Campbell- Banoerman,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  Dr.  Cameron,  Sir  G.  Campbell ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  Tho  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  May  13, 1864 

LooKwooD,  Mr.  F.,  Tori 

Public  Executioner — Control  of,  427 
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XoNDON,  Bishop  of 

EduoatioQ  Code,  204,  1663 

Liquor  TraflBo  among  Afrioaa  Rmob,  1210 

London  County  Council  Bill 

<?  Ordered ;  read  l^*AprU  12,  347    [Bill  196] 

LoNo,  Mr.  W.  H.  (Secretary  to  the 
Local  Goyernment  Board),  fFtUt, 
Dsvizet 

Certiflcatea  of  Death,  783 
County  Council  Votea,  778 
Maintenance  of  Main  Roada,  774,  775 
Supplj— Local  Government  Board,  1722, 1725 

Lord  Advocate,  The  (see  Hobbrtsok, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Lord  LiEUTEWAirr  of  Irblaio)  —  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  {see  Balfour,  Eight 
Hon.  A.  J.) 

Lord  President  of  the  Goukoil  (see 
Granbrooe,  Viscount) 

Lord  Privy  Seal  {see  Gadoqak,  Earl) 

LoxniAN,  Marquess  of  (Secretary  for 
Scotland) 

Agricultural  Uoldings  (Scotland)  Act  (1888) 
Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1839 

LowTHER,  Right  Hon.  J.,  ^eni,  Isle  of 
Thanet 
Ireland  — Police  at  Faloarragb,  1264 
Trade  and  Commerce — Bounties,  491 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  575, 
576 

LowTHER,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland,  P«i- 

rith 
Endowed  Schools  Act — Scholarships,  486 
Supply— Charity     Commission,     die.      1582, 

1683,  1584,   1587,  1591,  1592,  1593,  1600, 

1604,1605,1606,  1608,  1609,  1611,   1613, 

1614,  1615 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.,  London  University 

Census  Bill,  372 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  1903 

Education — Board  or  School  of  Forestry,  16 

Navy — Faints  (Injurious),  1859 

Universities — RepresentatioQ  of,  1787,  1788 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (h  Jh) 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1«  *  April  15,  596 

Ltell,  Mr.  L.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 

Supply— Record  Office,  1749 
South  African  Republic,  1081 

Lyminqton,     Right     Hon.     Viscount, 

Devon,  South  Molton 

Leaseholds  EnfranohiiementBill,  2R.  905,  906, 
912,  939 


McArthur,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Cornwall,  Mid, 

St.  Austell 
Parliament— House  of  Oommons— Oil  Lamps, 

241,  242 
Samoa  and  Tonga,  225 
Supply— Officers  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 

68 

Macartney,  Mr.  W.  G.  E.,  Antrim,  8. 

Agricultural  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R. 
Amendment,  148,  152,  153,  154,  156,  157, 
158, 160,  162,  104 

MoGartan,  Mr.  M.,  Down,  8. 

Ireland— Evictions— Wicklow,  233,  366 
Police  Witness,  Evidence  of  a,  483 
Special  Commission — Thomas  Tracy,  360 
Telegraph  Clerks,  Central  Office- Promotion, 
366 

MoOarthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Londonderry 
Ireland— Lace*  making,  1090 

McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sliyo,  JT. 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1554 

Macdonald,  Mr.  W.  A.,    Queen^s   Co., 

Ossory 
Ireland — Boycotting  —Youghal— Speech  of  the 

Chief  .SecreUry,  1852,  1853 
Criminal   Law   and    Procedure  Act— Mr. 

Conlan,  235, 236 
Donegal — Condition,  275 
Industrial  Resources,  1550 

Mao  Innes,   Mr.  M.,   Northumherand, 
Hexham 
Public  Libraries  Act  Amendment  Bill,  1075, 

1076 
Religious  Prosecations  Abolition  Bill,  2R.  466 

McLaren,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire,  Cretc^ 

Africa— Zibebn,  599 

Zululand— Mr.  Fannin,  599 
Sentence  of  Flogging,  221 
Trials,  988 
Channel  Inlands— Criminal  Law  Amendment 

Act,  230 
East  India— Abkari  Department,  845,    850, 

851 
Local  Government  (Scotland)   Bill,    Women 

County  Councils  Electors,  782 
Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  774,  775 
OflBcial  Secrets  Bill,  8R.  657 
Railway  Rates,  775,  776 
Submarine  Telegraph  Contract  (Halifax  and 

Bermuda),  Res.  1655 

Supply — Civil  Services,  Class  II.  First  Res. 
2R.  1943 

Local  (Government  Board,  1614 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,  Aci 
709,  732,  733,  750,  765 


Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldkam 

Cradook  Wells*  Charity,  336 
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^ri^'ni-t 


2i'* 


iTS,  2T:.  272,  2T5 


Mai-,  7*x::,:..  ICr.  J,  O.  *..  Imi^jsI,  5. 

CrrtinA     Ijkw   t  nit    j'  ,"jiM>iim  .u«  —  Jf r - 
f'^'^ni  Ua;.i  .lan  irut  JCr,  uvu^i.  ■> 
.2.;'i 

o>>r^  ;^^,  i;m^,  l.V,T.  ??:»,  IT*5 
fAr.4  ^>»rr.rr.  ui.,-.  — ^.a-.«^  K.V.XC4  Cajes. 
Iai»  »r4  i'}^:^^  ar./|  JV/?  «it — hnzd  Jvrj 

UAM/KSf,  Mr,  I>  H,   '.SoIIrlv.T  Genenl 

(!>unh*y  i>,,r.%  K^y^A,*  'UhUw*.    IJ...,  C^nui. 

|f#:!*f,/|^f;..;S,._«jar.;*Ary  M%£r«r«,  12.:i 
^>ir/i.ri'^:  tAW  At4  Vrf^t's/iin  Act — C^ftolao, 
Mr.  'jZr,,  iZf,,  2Z7 
Mftfu.h^h,  Jour,,  fihr,,  f,ffPi^  I2I!> 
0'I>*r>,  ri*n,*:.  C'i.5.  CO^,  I2l» 

1  t,MKM\^C<ni4\Uf,n,  Hi,  A\r,A\t;,  1710 

F»ir  K^fit*.  C72 

t^n^fti  K*tnUi1^—(:ht^i(  l{«ceirtnlkip— 3Ir. 

y^w;ir4  Murplj,  ihUH 
Jjift'llofl  ftn4  Tofiftnt— Kvletioni — Batttr- 
injf  iJaro,  COO 

(Aphfti  K«i»t«.  1706 

Wifiklow,  rv,.  252 
/a IT  /iri<l  Ju«tic«  An4   Police-^ CootUble 

(Irhtui  Jury  Syntam,  170'') 
r<rIj«o  ftt  Falcarragb,  1258,  1259,  1261, 
J2«7 
I^*rd  Atbboorno'f  Act— Mr,  John  Ileaiey. 

Tord  ri/'ufrnant  of  Ireland,  127 
MflKl>itrncy--Mr.  .Samo«;l  M*KeowD,  617 

iUiii'fi'nl  MagiHtratcR,  604 
Nationnl    Kiluoalion  — />unl«nry  Agri«al- 
tiirnl  National  Hobool,  ].?30 
Uoiiriilfltono    National    .^choole  —  Scar- 
latina, 004 
I'arliniiiftnlary  Frnnohise — Forma,  15 
Foor  l.^w  (iuardiann— Rcquititiont,  492 
Frjiionii     (;aRt  lobar,  1241 
Frinoni-m  (Ireland)  13111,502 

Malta 
Military  and  rVnVtanif— Question,  Mr.  Tom- 
lin«on  J  Anmror,  The  Socrctar?  for  War  May 
0, 1552 


inipst  C^awncioft  Bin,  971 ' 


EJI-5.  -  Sato*,"  t4A^ll4. 

Mat^sfm  GoslSMiKIl 


JFJL,  A^ 


L  Xocoa  Sir  3«  Jby  »,  ligl 


e.  Bill  vitUnwa  JK^  I^  I9l« 


Wift'sSstsr 

[Baiiii 


inft's  Sifter 
rBOifi] 


3£AUtroTT,  Sigiit  Hoo.  Sir  W.  T.  C  Jadge 
AdToeate  Gencnl^  Bn^kicm 

Iji%atibMyd»  EmSrmmMMtmnt  Bill,   SB.  941, 

•47 
Sofply — IfipLomBtic  mad,  C^amJar  BaEdlagi^ 

59 


Masten  and  Sen  Ante  fill 

tf.  Onimd :  rod  1^  •  Jfoy  1 ,  9M 


[BOl  203] 


ILltthews,  Bigbt  Hon.  H.  (Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Home  Department^ 

BirminghMm,  E. 
fioriaU  Act— Wcatmxutcr  AVbc7,  \\  11 
Bnial  Groondi     Brogpam  CcaiaUry,  1S59 

KirkAcatM,  ld44 

Walet,  1240 
Cbanoel  laUiid*— Crimuud  Law  AmendaeDt 

Act,  230 
Choreh    of   Ecgfaad-^oflragan    Bishop   of 

Loo«ioB,  221,  222 
Cool  Mines  Rcfslalinn  AeU^Borrow   Col« 

liories,      1543  ;       Bomlof   —  Weighing 

Chiases,  1857 
Corporal  PoBuhmont  BiU.  2B.  1456,  1457 
Edoeatioo — Board  School  Sammonses,  782 
Emplojers  Lubility  Bill,  980 
Factory  and  Workshop  Act,  1231 
IrchiDd — Criminal  Law  and  Proeodore  Aet— 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  E.  UarriogtOD, 
1706 
Jaw  and  Jastice  and  Police — Beretford,  Case 
of  Thomas,  1417 

Central  Cnmioai  Coart,  497 

Diemhols,  Trial  ot,  1094 

Immoral  French  Books,  249 

Imprisonment  lor  First  Ofl^nces,  6,  7 

Magistracy— Mr.  MonUga  Williams,  1705 

Mitigation  of  Sentences,  601 

Nicholls,  Jane,  246 

Nott,  Elizabeth,  604 

Police  SuperannoatioD,  1084 

Pablto  Executioner,  215,  873,  433 

Refusal  to  accept  Verdict,  1860 

Rochester  Potty  Sessions,  1537 

Witbey,  the  Bristol  Morderer,  496 

Wrongful  Conviction,  1709 
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Mattukws,  Right  lion.  IT. — eont. 

Leaseholds  Enfranchisement  Bill,  3R.  958 

Metropolitan  Police  Act,  213 

Prisons  —  ModlBcation      of      Rales,      216 ; 

Regulations,  1235 
Supply— Dome  OflQce  Vote,  701,  709,    710, 

712,  726.  727,  730.   733.   734,  739.  740, 

744,  749,  760,  753,  763,  765,  884,  885 
Theatres  (Countj  of  London)  Bill,  2R.  1430 

Emplo/ment  of  Children.  48 
Truck  Act,  977,978,  1086 
Wales—Barinl  Grounds,  1240 

Sunday  Closing  Act.  486,  601,  674 

Tithes  Agitation,  674,  780 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  (A   Lord  of  the 
Treasury),  Wigion 
Supply — Ucgistry  of  Friendly  Societies,  1633 

Mayne,   Admiral  H.  0.,  Pembroke  and 
ITaverfordwest 
Navy— H. M.S.  "Cossack,"  488 
Speech  of  Sir  A.  Hood,  1248 

Meath,  Earl  of 

Education  (physical)  in  Elementary   Schools, 

1815,  1829 
Liquor  Traffic  among  African  Races,  1212 
Reformatory  Schools  Bill,  2R.  200 
Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis)  Bill, 
2R.  192 

Merchandize  Marks  Act 

Question,  ColoDel  Eyre  :  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  M'ly  2,  984 

Merchant  Shipping 

Ships 

*^  BengoUyiit**  Question,  Mr.  Ilalley 
Stewart ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  April  1 2,  360 

British  and  Foreign  Paseenger  VesstU 
Rtgulaixons,  Question,  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent :  Answer.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  ApHl  15,  477 

Foreign  Vesaelst  Question,  Mr.  Iloward 
Vincent ;  Answer,  The  President  of- the 
Board  of  Trade  April  9,  18  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Donkin.  Mr.  J.  Morley  ;  Answers, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
April  29,  670 

Stcxmships  **  Anglesey  "  and  "  Jhiehess 
of  Sutherland;'  Question,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell  ;  Answer.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  May  2,  983 

Signals 

International  Code  of  Signals f  Qoestion, 
Mr.  Channing  ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  May  0. 1241 

Maritime  Conference — Signal  Code^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Channing  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs -4/>n7  11,237 

Signalling  at  Sea^Beport,  Qoestion,  Mr. 
Channing  ;  Answer,  The  President  ol  the 
Board  ot  Trade  April  11,237 

TeUplioning  Fog  Warnings,  Question,  Mr. 
Molloy ;  Answer,  The  Seeretary  to  the 
Treasury  AprU  11,  288,  289  - 


Merchant  Shipping^eont, 

Tonnage  Measurement,  Questions,  Sir  E» 
Bates ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trmde  May  3, 1085 

Tonnage,  Return  ordered,  May  8,  1095 

Metropolis 

Albert  Gate  Mansions,  Questions,  Mr.  Web« 
ster,  Mr.  Lawson  ;  Answers,  The  First  Com*- 
missioner  of  Works  April  9,  8,  9 

Improvements — Bird  Cage  Walk,  Question, 
Mr.  Howard  .Vincent :  Answer,  The  Firs^ 
Commissioner  of  Works  April  15,  476 

MetropolitanBoard  of  Works  (Pensions^ 
BiU 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  ApHl  9,  23       [Bill  192|} 

r 

Metropolitan  Fire   Brigade  (Expenses)' 

Bill  LBill  89] 

c.  Order   for  2<>   discharged.      Bill  withdrawn 
ApHl  10,  127 

Metropolitan  Police  Act 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson  ;  Answer,  The   Homo 
Secretary  April  11,  213 

MiLDMAY,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Devon f  Totnes 

Start  Bay  Fishermen,  1363 

MiLLTowNy  Earl  of 

Parliament  —  Lords  ^  Standing  Committees^ 

770,  772 
Reformatory  Schools  Bill,  2R.  202 
Removal  oi  Wrecks  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2R. 

1349,  1350,  1351 
Town  Police  Clause  Act   Amendment  Bill,. 

2R.  2 

MiLVAiN,  Mr.  T.,  Durham 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill,2R.  1437, 1454 


ining  on  Crown  Lands  (Wales  and 
Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  25] 

Bill  withdrawn  May  9, 1656 

Mining  Royaltiee — Commission 
Question,  Mr.  Kenyon  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  ApHl  15,  494,  495  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaogh,  Mr.  W.  P.  Sin- 
clair; Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury May  2,  989 ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  Sin- 
clair ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury May  9, 1553 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  0.,  King^s  Co.^  Birr 
Merchant   Shipping — ^Telephoning  fog  wara« 

ings,  288 
Supply  —  Civil  Serriee    Commission,    1616, 
1624 
Seeretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  1040,  1044, 

1045,  1048 
Secretary  for  the  Ilome  Department,  4a» 

709,  718,  719 
Public  Works  and  Bnildiogs  (Ireland),  299,. 
294,294,295 
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ONTAQU,  Mr.  S.,  Tower  Mamleti^  White- 

chapel 
Armj — Tower  Gardens,  967 
Inland  EtoFonae — Stamp  Daty  on  Bondi  and 

Shares,  20,  962 
Magiitracjr — Mr.  Montagu  Williams,  1704 

More,  Mr.  B.  J.,  Shropehire,  Zudloto 

Edacation  Code,  970 

MoBOAx,  Eight  Hon.  G.  Osborne,  Ben- 
lighshirej  E. 
Burials  Act — Westminster  Abbej,  10 
I    Burial  Grounds—Kirkheaton,  1844 

Corporal   Punishment   Bill,  2R.  1452,   1454, 
1457, 1469 
/Supply — Diplomatio  and   Consular  Buildings, 
56 
OflBcers  of  the  House  of  Lords,  625 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,^.  1101, 1105, 
1115,1133,1184 

MoKLEY,  Earl  of 
Parliament  —  Lords  —  Standing  Committees, 
771 

MoBLEY,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Neweaetle-upon- 
Tyne 

Foreign  Ships,  671 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  673 

Morning  Sittings,  791,792 
Supply — The  Special  Commission — Conduct  of 
Mr.  Anderson,  712 

MoBRisoN,  Mr.  W.,  Yorh^   W.E.,  Skipton 

Public  Executioner,  430 

MoziEB,  Mr., 

Scotland—Home  Rule,  116 

MowBBAY,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.,  Oxford 
University 
Universities,  Representation  of,  1784, 1804 

MuNDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield^ 
Brighteide 
Charities— Cradock  Wells',  341,  313 
Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  974 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  1226 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1865 
Poor  Law  Schools  at  Hanwell,  1228,  1230 
Sugar  Bounlies — Correspondence,  182 
Sugar  Convention  Bill,  1856 
Supply — Local  Government  Board  ,1732 

MuBPHY,  Mr.  W.  M.,  Buhlin,  St. Patrick' $ 

Dublin— Leinster  Lawn,  492 
Foynes  Harbour,  368 
Olphcrt  Estate,  184 
Rathrarnham  Manslaughter  Case,  361 

National  Debt  Bedemption  Bill 

/.  Read  3*  •  and  passed  April  9,  I 

Ro;al  Assent  Aprii  11,  185  [Bill  39] 


National  Debt  BUI 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  ^  May  10,  1711 

Read  2«  •  May  18,  1946  [Bill  219] 

Naval  Defence  Bill  [BiU  168] 

e,  2R.  May  6, 1297,  May  7,  1368 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  May 

13. 1906,1938 
Question,    Visoount    Cunon ;    Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  10,  494 

Navy 

Burmah — Campaign  Medals,    Question,  Mr. 

Grotrian  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Admiralty  Ajml  12^370 
Ckarti^The  Zambesi,  Question,  Sir  J.  Swin- 

bum;    Answer,  The   First    Lord    of  tlie 

Admiralty  ifoy  6,  1247 
Coastguard  SUUion—Bamnon  {Ireland)^  Qnea- 

tion,  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  The  First 

Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ifay  2,  993 
Contracts^  Tenders  for  New  Ships,  Qaestion, 

Mr.  Broadhurst;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 

of  the  Admiralty  May  6,  1243 

Dockyards — Detfonport — Disehargs  of  Work* 
men,  Questions,  Mr.  Conybeare;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiral^ 
^/>rfni,  249.250 
SauUowUns,  Question,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty  April  16,  616 

Expenditure,  Questions,  Mr.  PiokeregUl,  Mr. 

Barran  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Admiralty,  April  11,  239,  240 
Jubilee  Review,  Question,  Mr.    Piokersgill; 

Answer,  The   First  lx>rd  of  the  Adoiinlty 

April  l\,2Z9 
Naval  Artillery    Vohmieers,    Qaestion,    Sir 

Walter  Foster  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 

the  Admiralty  April  12,  367 
Naval  Instructors,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Knatoh- 

bull-Hugessen  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 

the  Admiralty  May  2,  972 
Naval  Maneeuvres,  Question,  Mr.  Joioey  ;  An- 

ewer.   The  First   Lord  of  the    Admiralty 

April  II,  9Z5 

Naval  Reserve,  Question,  Mr.  Goarley:  An* 
swer.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  iUby3> 
983 

North  Sea  Fisheries— French  TrassHmg  VesssiSf 
Question,  Sir  E.  Birkbeck;  Answer,  Tbs 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mmy  2,  980 

Paints  {Injurious),  Question,  Sir  J.  Labboek  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltj 
May  13, 1859 

Royal  Marine  Artillery — Privileges,  Qoesiioa, 
Mr.  Buchanan ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  April  12,  359,  360 

Ships 

Battleships  —  Designs,  Question.  Lord 
Charles  Beresford;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  April  12,  363 

B,M.S,  <*  Cossack,"  Question,  Admiral 
Mayne;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  April  15.  488 

HJI.S,  *'  Serapis;'  Question,  Mr.  Samoel« 
son  :  Answer,  The  Seeretary  for  War 
May  6,  1222 
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ff.M.S.  *'  Sultan,'*  Question,  Sir  Frederick 
Mappin  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  Ap^-il  11,  243,  244;  Qaes- 
tions,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  April  12, 
365  ;  April  16,  603  ;  Qoestion,  Mr. 
Shaw-Leferre ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  April  30,  778 

H,M.S.  **  Victoria,**  Question,  Mr.  J oicey  ; 
Answer,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty April  11,  234,  235 

Ships  JFithout  OunSt  Question,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor  ;  Answer.  The  First  Lord  of 
tho  Admiralty  April  16,  615 

Unarmoured  BattUshipt,  Question,  Lord 
Charles  Beresford  ;  Answer,  Tho  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  April  12,  863 

Speech  of  Sir  A .  Hood,  Questions,  Mr.  Cre- 
mer,  Admiral  Mayne  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  May  6,  1247 

Suwarew  lilandt.  Annexation  of.  Question, 
Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  May  13.  1850 

Zambesi,  Survey  of.  Questions,  Sir  John 
Swinburne,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  May  13,  1843 

Newfoundland 

Fishermen's  Protection,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner  ; 

Answer,    Tho    Under   Secretary     for   the 

Colonies  April  11,214 
Lobster  Industry,  Question,  Mr.  Samuelson  ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 

Affairs  May  6,  1222 

lieto  Zealand 

Postage—  Book  Packets  and  Patterns,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  H.  IleAton  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  April  15,  480 

Nolan,  Mr.  J.,  ZoiiM,  iV. 

Ireland— Fair  Rents,  613 

Occupiers'  DisqualificatioQ  Removal  Bill,  2R. 

590 
Supply— Ix)cal  Government  Board,  1724,  1725, 
1726,  1737 
OflBeers  of  the  House  of  Lords,  640 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  &o.  1143 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Oalway^  N. 

Ireland^Donegal— Condition,  416,417 
Naval  Defence  Bill — Committee,  1937 
Supply — Civil  Services — Class  II.,  First  Res., 
2K.  1945 

North  Britisli  Bailway  Bill 

c.  Considered  May  3,  1078 

North   Sea    FiBhfrieB 

French  Trawling  Vessels,  Question,  Sir  Edward 
Hirkbeck ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  May  2,  980 

Norton,  Lord 
Education  (Physical)  in  Elementary  Schools, 

1S24 
Reformatory  Sobools  Bill,  9R.  197 


O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary^  N. 

Post  OflBce—Fostmasters,  224 

Occupiers'     Disqualification    Bemoval 
Bill  [Bill  52] 

c,  2R.  April  15,  588 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal^  E. 

Ireland— Donegal— Condition,  662,  663 
Supply — Local  Govemment  Board,  1730 

Officers  of  thejllouse  of  Lords,  654,  655^ 
656 

Officers  of  tho  House  of  Commons,  767 

Treasury,  dto.  693, 693,  695 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tipper ary  8, 
Ireland  —  Army  —  Court  Martial  —  Private 
Smith,  480 
Criminal    Law     and     Procedure    Act  — 

Father  M<Fadden,  610 
Law  and  Justice    and    Polisc — Constable 

Leahy  Tax,  618 
Prison  Labour,  614 

Navy — Dockyards — Ilaulbowline,  616 

Ships  without  Guns,  615 
Occupiers'   Disqualification  Removal  Bill,  2R 
590 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scotland 

International  Labour  Conference,  18Q6 
Ireland— Donegal—Condition,  418 
Sugar  Convention  Bill,  1856 

Supply — Lunacy  Commission,  1739,  1742 
Officers  of  the  House  of  Lords,  637,   638, 

643 
Paymaster   GcDeral's  Office,    1745,   1740, 

1747 
Secretary  for  the  Homo  Office,  &o.  724, 

726,  728 

Official  Secrets  BUI  [Bill  07] 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  April  15,  588 
e,  8R.  April  16,  657;  May  2, 1074 

O'Hka,  Mr.  P.,  Donegal,  JF. 
Ireland— Donegal— Condition,  277 
Supply — Board  of  Trade— Harboars,  &e.  65 

Opium  Traffic  (see  China). 
Ordnance  Survey  Department 

Practice  and  Rule  of.  Question,  Mr.  D.  A. 
Thomas ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner 
ofWorks  Jj>ri716,608 

Paget,  Sir  E.  H.,  Somerset,  Welle 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill.  2R.  1905 
Ways  and  Means,  Committee,  1010  ] 

Parie  Sxhihition 

Qoestion,  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
April  SO,  782  :  May  2,  991 
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Parliament 

LORDS— 

Speaker  of  the  IIouso — Appointment  of  Earl  of 
Morley  in  abtonce  of  Lord  Cbaneellor 
April  30,  769 

Committee  of  Selection  for  Standing  Committeei 
—Additions  April  30,  709  ;  May  6,  1193  ; 
May  7,  1349  ;  May  9,  1535  ;  May  10,  1657 
Report  Apnl  11,  185, 186,. 187 

Standing  Committees-^Res.  agreed  to  April  9« 
,  4. — Appointment  of  Chairman    May   5, 

1193 

Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House 

The  Easter  Recets,  Question,  Earl  Gran- 
ville ;  Answer,  The  Prime  Minister 
JpHl  9,  5 

Offico  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office 
of  the  Gentleman  Ubhcr  of  the  Black  Rod — 
First  Report  from  Select  Committee  May  13, 
1809 

Representative  Peers  for  Ireland 

April  11— Lord  llathdonnell  elected  (Certifi- 
cate), 185 
April  30 — Earl  of  Lucan  elected  (Certificate), 
769 

Sat  First 
May    0— The  Earl  of  Carlislo 
May    9 — Lord  Kenyon 

■ 

Took  the  Oath 
May    2 — Earl  of  Lucan 
May    7 — Lord  Somors 

COMMONS— 

Mr.  Courtney  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker 
in  the  temporary  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker 
through  illness  April  9,  10,  11 

Business  of  the  House  and  Public  JBusi- 
ness,  Questions,  Mr.  H.  II.  Fowler, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  11, 
213,246;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  JprtH  2, 
373 ;  Question,  Mr.  Esslemont ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  12, 
374  ;  Question,  Mr.  Childers  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  15,  495  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Sir  G.  Campbell ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
April  29,  673 ;  Questions,  Dr.  Cameron,  Sir 
W.  ilarcourt ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  May  2,  092  ;  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
Ellis,  Mr.  K.  Robertson,  Sir  W.  Ilarcourt ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  0,  1246  ;  Questions,  Mr.  G.  A.  C.  Ben* 
tinck,  Mr.  II.  II.  Fowler;  Answers,  Tho 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  7,  1366  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Fetor  M*Donald ;  Answer, 
Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  May  9, 
1554  ;  Question,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  9,  1555;  Question,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Banncrman  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Moy  9,  1563 ;  Questipns,  Dr.  Far- 

icont. 
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Parliammt — CoMicoxs — Business  f-f  tie  Btmss 
and  Public  Busifiess^<ont, 

qubarton,  Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Mr.  MoodeUi* 
Sir  L.  Playfair ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  May  18, 1865 ;  Motion  as  to  Ktfon 
of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means  April  30, 
813 
SiUings    and    A^/oummenis   of   ths   Eoute 
— Easter  Recess,  Questions.  Mr.  Labou- 
chere,  Sir  G.  Campbell,  Mr.  Childers, 
Mr.  Fowler,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  April  9, 20, 
21,  22,  23  ;  Motion  April  12,  374 
Morning  Siiiings,  Motion  ilprt7  30,789 
Motion  for  Adjournment  of  ths  House  to  Us* 
cuss    the   Condition  of  Donegal   (Mr. 
MacNeill)^/>ri7  11,254 
Committees — Appointment    of    Chairman  fir 
Standing  Committee  on    Trade  May  1, 
960 
General  Purpose  Grand  Committee^  Qoes* 
tion.    Sir    George   Campbell  ; '  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  2, 
990 
Standing  Committees,   Nomination    April 
10, 125, 126 ;  April  12,  374  ;  April  30, 
888;     Question,    Sir      G.     Campbell; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord   of  the  Trea- 
sury   May    9,    1554 ;     Questioo,   Mr. 
Henry  II.  Fowler ;    Answer.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  11,  244 
<<  Hansard* s  Debates,*'  Questions,  Mr.  I'ietoo, 
Sir  R.  Lethbridge  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  May  2,  076 

JVew  Ifemben  Sworn 

April   SO— The   lion.    Edward    Knatchboll- 

Hugessen,  Borough  of  Rochester 
May  2— John  Albert  Bright,  City  ofBirming* 

ham  (Central  Division) 
New  Member  for  Birmingham — Statements  6y 
The  Speaker,  Viscount  Wolmer,  May  2 
992 
Representation   of    Univernties — Amendmsnt 
on  Committee  of  Supply,  May  10,  1760 

PRIVILEGE 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  {Ireland)  Act— 

Arrest  and  Prosecution  of  Mr.  Conybeare^ 
Statement  by  Mr,  Atherley  Jones,  May  2, 
1567 

Imprisonment  of  Members — Letters  by  Mr. 
Speaker  as  to  Mr.  Finocane,  Mr.  David 
Sheehy  April  12,346  ;  Mr.  William  O'Brien, 
April  15,  471 ;  Mr.  Condon,  April  29, 660 ; 
Mr.  Condon,  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Dr. 
Tanner,  May  6, 1220 

Proceedings  against  Members  —  Betum 
Ordered  May  9,  1567 

Members  of  Parliament  {Charges  and  Allege' 
tions).  The  Special  Commission,  Question, 
Mr.  M*Cartan;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary, April  12,  360,  861 

Palace  of  Westminster — House  of  Commons-^ 
Oil  Lamps,  Questions,  Mr.  William 
M*  Arthur,  Mr.  Kenny,  Mr.  Winterbotbam ; 
Answers,  The  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  April  11,  341,  2^.2 -,— Ventilation, 
Question,  Mr.  Farqubarson  ;  Answer,  Tlie 
First  Loifd  of  the  Treasory  April  15,  494 ' 
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Paruamext — Commons— FnVi^p^—cont. 

Friniing  of  Returns,  Question,  Mr.  John 
Ellis;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasurj  May  6, 1245 

Parliamentary   Election  (Meetings  in 

Schools)  Bill  [811134] 

^.  Bill  withdrawn  May  8,  1480 

Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to 
Women)  (No.  2)  Bill         [Bill  130] 

^.  Bill  withdrawn  Jpril  29,  768 
Paknell,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 

Jrelaiid— Donejfal,  374,  375,  378,  384 

Partnership  Bill  [Bill  I6i] 

c,  2R.  April  10,  182  ;  J/ay  6,  1346 

Pauperism  {^EngUnd  and  Wales) 
Return  ordered  April  15,  30G 

Pease,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 

British  Guiana,  1238 

Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular   Buildings, 
01 

Pease,  Mr.   H.  F.,   York,  N,R,,   Cleve- 
land 
liaw  aiivl    Justice  and    Police — Mitigation  of 
Sentence,  COO 


PiCKABD,  Mr.  B.,  York,  W.  i?.,  Norman^ 

ton, 
Coal    Mines    Regulation     Acts    —    Barrow 

Collieries,  1543 
County  Aldermen  as   Returning  OflBcers,  1241 

PicKEBSQiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bethnal  Green, 
S.  W. 

\    Africa  (South)  Customs  Union  Proposal,  298 
Board  School  Summonses,  781 
Brompton  Cemetery,  1859 
Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  2R.  1471 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police— Elisabeth  Nutt^ 
^603 

Public  Executioner,  432 
Navy— Expenditure,  239.  240 
II.M.S.*' Sultan,"  305,  603 
Jubilee  Review,  238 
Poor  Law  Unions  and  Dangerous  Drugs,  1656 
Supply— Charity  Commission,  Ac.  1698 

Female  Warders  and  Inspectors,  728,  734, 

735.  1940 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Bahamas,  1095^1099, 
1100,  1102 
Waltham  Abbey  Gunpowder  Factory  Bill,  2R. 
448 

PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 

Consular  Reports,  1549 

Customs  and  inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  1867 

1879 
Education  Code,  1 080 
.  Income  Tax— Building  Societies,  990,  991 
Leicester  Temptsrance  Society,  606 
Parliament—"  Hansard's  Debates,"  076 


Morning  Sittings,  790 
Religious  Prosecution  Abolition  Bill,  2R.  467 
T»  a-      T     Ttr        n      7  n        ^/i     JSugar  Convention  Bill,  317, 319,  322 

Pease,  Sir  J.    W.,    Durham,    Barnard]        "sugar in  Breweries. 977 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  2R.  1469 
Opium  Trade  with  China,  1157,  1184,  1185 


Peel,  Eight  Hon.  A.  W.  (see  Spbakep, 
The) 

Pelly,  Sir  L.,  ITackney,  N, 

Supply— Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  1070, 
1071 

Percy,  Earl 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill, 
2R.  1486 

Perpetual  Pensions 

Questions,  Mr.  BradUagh,  Dr.  Clark  ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasurj 
April  16,  619,  620 

Peru 

Statistical  Returns,  Question,  Mr.  Labooohere  ; 
Answer.  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  ^/>n7  12,371 

Phillips,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lanark,  Mid 
Snnply— Secretary  for  the  Ilome  Department, 
d(e.  755 


Supply — Charity  Commission,  &o.  1606,  1610 
Civil  Service  Audits,  1343 
Gold  Coast   Massacres,  1121,  1126,  1130, 

1131,  114?. 

Local  Government  Board,  1719,  1735 

Officers  of  the  House  of  Lords,  623 

Treasury  <tc.  690,  601 
Vaccination,  1361 

Commisaion,  672,  673,  093,  1089 

In  Workhouses,  1234 
Ways  and  Means  Comm.,  1020,  1026 

Estate    Duty  on    Personal  Property,  d(0. 
Res.  1568 

Financial  Statement,  556 

Pilotage  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Llewellyn  ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  April  12, 367 

PnncEBTON,  Mr.  J.,  Oaltpay 

Agricullural  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R,  155, 

166.  157,  158,  169,  160,  161,  162.  164 
Ireland— Postal  Delivery  in  Ulster,  358 

Playfaib,    Eight    Hon.    Sir     Lyon, 

Leeds,  8. 
Endowed  Schools  Act— Scholarships,  486 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1865 
Sugar  Bounties— ^OflSeial  Return,  406 
Sugar  Convention;  776,  987,  1667 
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Plattair,  Right  Uon.  Sir  Lyon^owI. 

Sagar  ConTention  Bill,  325, 1855 
Supply — Cbmrity  Commission,  &o.  1591 
Trade  and  Commerce — ^BoaDties,  491 

PlowdbNj  SirW.  0.,  JTolv&rJiatnpton,  W. 

Nafal  Defence  Bill,  2R.  1373 

AY  ays  and  Means— Committee,  1026 

Pltjnket,   Right  Hon.    D.    R.    (Ilrst 
Commissioner  of   Works)    Jhtblin 

University 
County  Court— Merthyr  Tydvil,  602,  60S 
Metropolis— Albert  Gate  Mansions,  89 

Birdcage  Walk,  476 
National   Portrait  Gallery,  494,  1225,  1226, 

1538 
Ordnance  Surrey,  608 
Parliament — House  of  Comnsons— Oil  Lamps, 

242 
Supply — British  and  Natural  History  Museums, 
34,  38,  42,  46,  48,  49 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  50,  54, 

57,60 
Houses  of  Parliament,  67,  68 
Science  and  Art  Department,  29,30,  31, 
32 
Universities,  Representation  of,  1804, 1805 

Poor  Laa  Ouardiam 
Dangerout  Drug$t  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  May  9,  1550 

Election  —  Strand  Union,  Question,  Mr. 
Cremer ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Loeal 
Government  Board  April  9, 12, 13 

Post  Office 
Australia  and  Xew   Zealand -^Booh  PaeheU 
and    Patterns,    Qu«»stion,    Mr.     Henniker 
Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
ApHl  15,  480 

Exeter — Increased  Labow,  Question,  Sir 
John  Kennaway ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  S,  1090 

General  Post  Ofice^VenHUtiom^  QoestioD, 
Dr.  Clark  :  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral April  11,  250 

Indian  .Vat'/f ,  Question,  Mr.  S.  W.  Caine  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  May  6, 
1236 

Ireland 

Belfcut^' Telegraph  OJ/iu,    Waring  Street^ 

Question,   Mr.   Sexton ;     Answer,   The 

SecreUry  to  the  Treasury  April  11,  242, 

243 
Dublin  Postal  Acannmodation,  May  9, 1543 
SchtiU  TeUgraph  Ofiee,  Question,  Mr.  GiU 

hooly  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 

April  12.  353 
Ulster— Postal    Ikltvery,    Question,    Mr. 

Pinkerton :    Answer,  The    Postmaster 

General,  April  12,  358,  339 

i>/^cr»— **Pii«/#  Rf^tanie^^  Qoeetion,  Mr. 
Samuel  Uoarr ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
Gesena  April  15,  4S8 

[ 


Post  Offlee^-eont^ 

Ofieidls 

Discipline,  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  April  11, 
233,  234 

Sunday  Pay,  Question,  Mr*  Donal  Sulli- 
van; Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
May  2, 968 

Sick  Pay,  Questions,  Mr.  Schnann ; 
Answers,  The  Postoiaster  General  May 
7, 1364 

Post  Cards,  QaeetioD,  Mr.  Towneend;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  April  11, 
241  ;  Question,  Mr.  Eeslemoot;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  Mety  6,  1240 

Postmasters,  Question,  Mr.  Patrick  Joseph 
O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gkneral 
April  11.  224 

Samples,  Postage  of,  Question,  Mr.  Alfred 
Thomas :  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
May  6, 1226 

Telegraphs 

Acquisition  of  Submmrins  Cables,  Qoestion, 
Mr.  Henniker  lleaton ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  Creneral  Jf<!^  IS,  1850 

Addresses,  Question,  Mr.  Provand  ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  April  9, 
15,  16 

Central  Qfiee,  Qoestion,  Earl  Comptoa; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
April  12,  354,  355;  QueeUou,  Mr. 
Cuninghame  Graham;  Anawer,  The 
Postmaster  General  April  15,  479: 
Question,  Baron  Ferdinand  de  Rodis- 
ebild  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  6«ieral 
May  3,  1093 

Clerks,  Question,  Baron  de  Rothsehild: 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  April 
12,  347  :  QoesUoB,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  April  13, 
366,  367;  Qeestioo,  Baron  de  Roths- 
ehild ;  Answer,  The  Postaaater  General 
May  9.  1546 

EaUs,  Question,  Mr.  neoniker  Heaton ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
J/rn/ 11,247 

Salaries,  Qoestioo,  Mr.  Conybeare;  An. 
swer.  The  Postmaster  General  April  11, 
517 

TsUgrmpkimg  mt  Rmhny  SUtimu,  Qaes- 
tion.  Mr.  Rankin ;  Answer,  Tbe  Post- 
master General  May  13, 1849 

IVade  Charges  CWfarfi—  Schemes  i  Qeestioo, 
Mr.  Bartley ;  Answer.  The  CiMacellor  of 
Ezebeqnv  May  6, 1933 

PowKLL,  Mr.  F.  8.,  Wsfmm 

Supply — Charity  Cossauasion.  4e.  15S3 

Seienee  and  Aii  Departaaent*  91 
Westminster  Abbsj  Bill,  987 


Powell,  Sir  G.  B. 
Supply— Secretary  lor  tkn 
1113 


Pbiok,  Capt,  O.  £.,  Utfmpmrt 

Kaval  Defeaee  BiU,   SR.  1411 ; 
1937 
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Prisons  (England  and  Wales) 

Priton  Rules,  Qaestlon,  Mr.  Summers ;  An  • 
swer,  The  Home  Seoretarj  April  11,  215, 
216  ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Heneage ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Seoreiarj  May  6,  1234  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Hayden;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department  Ifny  7,  1360 


Prison  Rules  Inquiry 
Copy    Ordered    of    Lord 
4/»n7l6.  598 


Aberdare's    Letter 


Prisoners  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  April  15,  591 

Public  Executioner  Bill 

r.  ordered  ;  read  l"*  May  10,  1711 


[Bill  2] 


[Bill  216] 


Public  Libraries  Acts  (1855)  Amendment 

Bill  [Bill  82] 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  April  1 1 ,  326 

Read  3<>  and  passed.  May  2, 1075 
/.  Read  1*»  May  3,  1077  [Bill  60] 

Public  Libraries  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  May  10,  1711      [Bill  217] 
P[JLE3T0N,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devonport 

Leaseholds  Enfranchisement  Bill,  2R.  958 
Naval  Delenoe  Bill,  2R.  1375 

Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment BUI  [Bill  163] 
e.  Considered  in  Committee*  April  11,  327 

RA.IKES,  Right  Hon.  H.  0.  (Postmaster 
General),  Camhridgs  University 

Post  Office— Questions 

Australia — Book     Packets   and    Patterns, 
480 

Discipline,  234 

Exeter— Increased  Labour,  1090 

General  I'on  Office— Ventilation,  250 

India — Mails  — Newspapers,  k.  1236 

Ireland — Dublin —  Postal    Accommodation, 
1544 
Ulster — Delivery  of  Letters.  359 

Officials  -  Sunday  pay,  964  ;  Sick  pay,  1364 

Posuge  of  Samples,  1226 

Postage  to  New  Zealand,  480 

Postcards,  241,  1240 

Postmasters,  224 

'*  Poste  Restante,"  488 
Telegraphs— Addresses,  16 

Acquisition  of  Submarine  Cables,  1850 

Central  Office— Clerks,  251,  355.  367,  479, 
360,  1093,  164b 

Schull  Telegraph  Office,  333 

Telep^raphic  Rates,  247 

Telegraphing  at  Railway  Stations,  1849 
Universities  — Representation  of,  1704,  1799 

Railways  (England  and  Walks) 

Level  Crotsinys,  Questions,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr. 
W.  P.  Sinclair  ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  May  9, 1562 

yOL.  COOXXXV.  [third  SBBIB8.][wi/. 


Railwats  ( England  and  Wales) — oont. 

Passenger  Duty  Aet^  Question,  Mr.  Walter 
James ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 
May  10,  1709 

RateSf  Question,  Mr.  Caine ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  April  11, 
251,  252;  Question,  Mr.  Elliot;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
April  81 ,  223  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Caine,  Mr. 
Tomlinson  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  April,  U,  212;  Question, 
Mr.  Tolinmson ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  April  16,  901 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  M*Laren ;  Answer,  iho 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  April  30, 
775, 776 

Travelling  Tax,  Question,  Mr.  James  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
^prtn2  352 

Rankin,    Mr.    J.,    Herefordshire^    Leo- 
minster 
Telegraphing  at  Railway  Stations,  1849 


Bating  of  Machinery  Bill 

e.  Order  for  2« ;  Discharged 
Bill  withdrawn  April  10,  181 


[Bill  21] 


Rasch,  Major  F.  0.,  Essex,  8,E, 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  780 
School  Board  nt  Tilbury  Docks,  353 
Suppl} — Charity  Commission,  Ac.  1586, 1588 
Ways  and  Means,  1016 

Rathbonb,     Mr.     W.,     Carnarvonshire^ 

Arfon 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  dto.  1597 

Local  Government  Board,  17'24 
Ways  and  Means,  999,  1008 

RhDMOND,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh^  N. 
Atr.oa   (West   Coast)  King  Ja  Ja   o\  Opobo, 

994,  995,  1558 
Armenia — Alleged  Outrages.  1559 
Australia — Chinese  Immigration,  1559 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act— 
Carew,  Mr.,  1549 
Coastguard  Station — Bannow,  933 
Supply — Secretary  for  the  Home  Office,  &c. 

704.  70>,  706 
Universities — Representation    of,  1800, 1804, 
1805 

Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 
Cradock  Wells'  Charity,  337 

Reed.  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  E, 

Occupiers  Disqualification   Removal  Bill,  2R. 
590 

Beformatory    and   Industrial    Schools 
Bill  [Bill  ifi] 

/.  Order  for  2*  Discharged  April  11,  2U2 


Beformatory  Schools  Bill 

/.  Read  2*  April  U,  194 
4  D 


[Bill  86] 
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I'atruk 
ilm^fuX  i't4ft^BhmMut  Hiiit  %U,,  HU 

Hn^Kfou,  Uiifhi  Htm.  T,  ^Lord  Hayor  fd  i 

AurmuUufiti'i'ttumtU  (iiritUtt4,  Hiii,  9K,  \i9 

Mr.    Hiii    MurririKton,   Mr,    K,    Sfld; 
O'HfUfi,   Mr.   W.    InH,   96»,  Ui,  M% ; 

mm,  nun 

li/iiMgiii,   (UthtUiUtn,   916,   idO,  iOl,  il5, 

ihiUUu     I.MifiNUr  l4iiwn,  409 
iuy\Uum*-hiiUtshuit  lUw,  480,  dOO 

iiiliUun  iCni»iti,  iHH,  Un,  rJiii,991 
KiuuturmiiMiuyttriior,  W6»t  MuutUr,  963 

(.0U4l   UMtlflgHfKl  TttXHliOfl,  496 

i.tiiil  |<i<u(ii(ii»(a,  \27,  2Aa 

MugiMtmuy  -  Mr.  Mnurioi*  f^ormrd,  613 

i'iirfuMiMMUry  Pmiiuliitftf  Korrns,  14 

I'lioi- Lttw     Hoiinl  of  (iuArdiiinf— 'lUquUf- 

U(iii«,  4t<l,  4H2 
l'u«i  OltluM-WHririg  Htr««c,  949 
IM«iiii«  -OoiiimiMNUifiori  i'riton  Hulef,  217* 
*J1H,  atiH,  liHU,  UOM 

hittiiiur,  tilM.  HU 
rroiiiiiMi*  (Iri'UiMi)  Mill.  Attl 
Uo>iil    liifeli    (ItiimiHbuUrjr— Meeting*    at 

l.i4v»  uitil  iusiigu  Aiul  I'uliott— Ountral  Criminal 

iicuil,  ill? 
('ailt4utuia   -Huaiiittkri  u(  ihtt  liuuie,  93,  373 
bu^|il>  -fubliaWuikiHUcI  lluil«ling«  (Ireland), 
aua 
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!(«w  C44r,  l#«t,  !•§• 


1714,  1M« 
ttkUf%i€MUmg  L«|MrB(Ii«laa4}  BSl,  i; 
U«U«4'Ucal  Baf  iiif  ui  TaaaOMs  «M 
Urd  Li— u— ry,  18riJ 
PoliM  ftC  Falourach,  ilM 
Loeal  GoveromMt  (SwirliMl)  BUI,  CSt.  1M5, 

1345,  laM,  1861 
Local  iUttpf  aad  TazaftiM,  495 
Mloiof   Bojaltiaa— Bojal    Comawri— ,    4M, 

989,1563 
Naval  Def«oee  Bill.  494,  9R.  1395 

Comm.  1911, 1934. 1936 
Parliameat— Bsaooei  of  the  Hovae,  90. 91.  92. 
23.  346.  346,  373,  496,    999,  1946, 
1664,  1664,  1866 ;  Private  Memben' 
NigbU,  1366,  1367 
Commitieea  —  General    Purpoaea  Grand 
Committee,  990 
SUnding  Committeea,  944,  1664 
lloose  of  Oommooi — Ventilation,  494 
Printing  of  Retarns,  1946 
Ferpetaal  Pensions,  619,  680 
Rojnl  Grants,  Committee  on,  616 
Submarine  Telegraph   Contract  (Ilali&x  and 

Bermuda),  1348 
Sugar  Convention  Bill,  336,987,  1866 
Sapply— Charitj  Commisaion,  Ac  1616 
Civil  Service  Oommiasioiw  1696 
Lunacy  Commisaion,  1739 
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Smith.  Right  Hod.  W.  H.  —cant. 

Officers  of  the  House  of  Lords,  62-i 
Paymaster  Generafs  Office,  17^8 
Report,  1094 

Tithes  Bill,  1243 

Trust  Funds  Investmeut  Bill — NomiDatioD   of 
Committee,  1367 

Vivisection  Debate,  1363 

Westminster  Abbey— Sute  of,  1245 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 

India — Child  Marriages,  972 

East— Abkari  Department,  817,822,  832 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police— Immoral  French 

Books,  247 
Opium  Trade  with  China,  1143,  1165,  1186 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  Ac.  1585 

Local  Government  Board,  1721,  1726 
Theatres— Employment  of  Children,  481 

Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis) 

BiU  [Bill  13] 

I.  Read  2"  and  Referred  to  Standing  Committee 
for  General  Bills  April  11,  187 

Solicitor    General    {see    Clarke,   Sir 
E.G.) 

Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  {see 
Darling,  Mr.  M.  T.  S.) 

South  Pacific,  Islands  of  the 

Loyalty  Itlands—Mare,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
(or  Foreign  Affairs  May  13,  1864 

Samoa  and  Tongan — Englith  Commissioners, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  M'Artbur  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  April 
^  11,225 

Suwarew  Iskmda,  Annexation,  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  May  13,  1850 

Speaker,    The   (Right   Hon.   Arthur 
Wellesley    Peel),    Warwick    and 
Leamington 
Questions — 

Insufficient  Notice  of  Questions,  April  15, 

497 
Private   Notices  of  Questions,    April  15, 

437 
Questions    standing    in   the   name  of    one 

Member  put  by  another  .^prt/  16,  615 
Supplementary  questions  May  9,  1541 
Rules  and  Order  ot  Debate — A   Correction  of 
a   statement  of  Fact  is  not   a  point  of 
Or^QT,  April  10,  162 
Debate     on      the     Adjournment     Stands 
adjourned   at     ten    minntef    to    seren, 
Jf^t/16,  668 
Impropriety  of  alluding  to  Pending  Trials 

May  6,  1255 
Impossibility  of  discnsising  all  four  Scotch 
Local  Government  Bills  together;  Bills 
1  and  2  might  be  discussed  together 
following  the  precedent  of  English 
Looal  GoTernment  Bills,  May  18,  1862 

\pmt. 


Sprakir,  The— eoni. 

It  is  unusual  to  a*ljourn  the  House  before 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  disposed 
of  April  16,  656 

Supply  —  It  is  not  permissible  to  move 
reduction  of  a  Vote  after  the  House 
has  decided  that  the  amount  proposed 
shall  stand  part  of  the  Resolution  May 
13,  1942 
Miscellaneous — April  11,  231 

April  12,  375 

April  16,618 

May  2,  992,  993 

i/ay  6,  1252,  1257,  1266,  1267,  1276,  1286 

May  9,  1542 

May  10,  710 

Special    Commission  —  see   Parliament 
and  Ireland 

Spenoer,  Earl 

Education  Code,  1697 

Main  Roads,  State  Grants  for,  1835 

Spencer,  Hon.  C.  R.,  Northamptonshire , 
Mid 

Local  Taxation — Grants  in  Aid,  979 
Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  776 

Stanhope,  Eight  Hon.  E.   (Secretary 

of    State    for  War),   Lincolnshire^ 

Horncastle 
Army— Barracks — Gunwharf  Barracks,  Ports- 
mouth, 351 

Contracts— Operative  Weavers'  Strike,  969 

Discharge  of  Government  Workmen,  1239 

Education — Military  Examination,  1703 
Sandhurst    and     Woolwicb-i— Admission 
Regulations,  1548 

Estimates,  1537 

Generals'  List,  968 

Guns— Zaiinski  Air  and  Dynamite  Guns, 
1083 

Ireland— Court   Martial — Private    Smith 
480 
Lieutenant  Geohegan's  Condaot,  988 
Troops  at  Olpfiert  Evictions,  1520 

Malta — Military  and  Civilians,  1552 

Military  Bands,  1436 

Royal  Artillery,  369,  370, 493 

Miliury  Blankets -U. M.S.  **  Serapii," 
122*^,  1223 

Tower  Gardens,  967 

Volunteers — Artillery  Corps  at  Singapore 
1701 
First  Worcestershire,  1702 

War  OflBce  Committees,  1238 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Eye 

Educatioib— New  Code,  1705 

Supply — Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  deo.  1110 

Stewart,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Spalding 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  1887 
Merchant  Shipping— The  "  Bengollyo,"  360 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 
Opiam  Trade  with  China,  1172 
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Stewabt,  Mr.  S.,  Renfrew 
Scotland— Home  Rule,  81 


Stratheden  and  Oampbell,  Lord 

Smoke  Nuisanoe  Abatement  (Metropolis)  Bill, 
2R.  187,  193 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch^  Hoxton 

Ireland— Donegal— Condition,   267,  271,  417, 
665 
Eficlions— Olpbert  Estate,  1857 

Woodford  Estate,  489 
Secret  Police  Circulars,  365,  866 
Salratiouists  in  Switxerland,  985,  986 
Supply— Charitj  Commission,  <bo.  1581,  1582, 
1583,1584,  1611,1614 
Civil  Service  Commission,  1619,  1625 
Local  Government  Board,  1635, 1646 

Submarine   Telegraph    Contract  {Halifax 
and  Bermuda 
Copj  ordered  April  16, 668 
Motion  for  approval  of  Contract  May  6,  1347  ; 

May  9,  1627 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,   The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  May  9,  1552 

Sugar  Bounties 

Application  for  Correspondence,  Question,  Mr. 
Mundella ;  Answer,  Baron  U.  de  Worms 
April  10,  182  ;  Question,  Mr.  Hoyle  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
April  16.  607 

Official  Return,  Question,  Sir  L.  Play  fair  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  April  15,  496 

Sugar  Bouutiea  BiU,  Question,  Sir  W.  I^tw- 
son  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury May  2,  987 

Bountici  Convention,  Question,  Sir  W.  liar- 
court  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board 
or  Trade  May  10,  1706;  Questions,  Earl 
Granville,  Lord  Herschell  ;  Answers,  The 
Marquess  ot  Salisbury  May  13,  1812 ; 
Question,  Sir  W.  Harcourt;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
May  13,  1853  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Craig  ;  An- 
swers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  April  30,  776  ;  Question,  Sir  Lyon 
Play  fair  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seicretary  for 
the  Colonics  May  2,  987 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Causton  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  tor 
Foreign  Affairs  May  6,  1230 

Sugar  Convention  Bills 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolutions  agreed 
to 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  1«>*  April  U,  826 

[Bill  194] 

Order  for  2°,  postponed  to  June  20,  May  13, 
1947 

Questions,  Mr.  Blundell  Maple,  Mr.  Knatch- 
buU-ilugessen,  Mr.  Fowler,  Mr.  Bradlaugh; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  May  2,  971  ;  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  ^oy  3,1083;  Questions,  SirLyon 
Playfair,  Mr.  GUdstone,  Mr.  T.P.  O'Connor, 

leoni. 


Sugar  Convention  ^iAt— oont. 

Mr.  CaustoQ,  Mr.  MnndelUy  Mr.  BrsdJaogfa ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  ibe  TraMory, 
May  13,  1855 

Sugar  in  Breweries 
Question,  Mr.  Picton ;    Answer,  The  Cban- 
oellor  of  the  Ezobeqaer  3idy  2,  977 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  Westmeath^  8. 

Army~  Militia— Subalterns,  214 
Post  Offloe— Officials,  968 

Summers,  Mr.  W.,  MuddersfieU 
Modification  of  Prison  Rales,  315 

SUPPLY 
Report,    Question,    Mr.    E.    Robertson,    Dr.^ 
Farqubarson  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  The  SeorotAry  to  the  Trea- 
sury May  3,  1094 

SUPPLY 

OlYIL        SBBTIOB        BSTIMATSS. 

Class  I. 

Buildings  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament 

Public  Buildings 

Admiralty  Buildings 

Supply  and  Repairs  of  Fnmiture  in  the 

Public  Departments 
Customs,   Inland    Refcnae,    Post    OfBee, 

Telegraph  Buildings 
New  Buildings  for  (S>anty  Courts,  Main- 

tenanee  and  Repairs  of  Courts 
Metropolitan  Police  Conrt  Bniidings 
Court  Houses  or  OflBoee  for    the  Sheriff 

Courts  in  Scotland 
Surrey  of  the  United   Kingdom,  Ireland, 

Maps,  dec. 
Considered  in  Committee  April  8,  65 ;  Report 
April  11,  363 


Science  and  Art  Department  Bniidings 
British    and    Natural    History    Mossomi 

Buildings 
Diplomatic  and    Consular  Buildings  and 

Cemeteries  Abroad 
Harbours,  Ae,  Board  of  Trade 
Considered  in  Committee,  April  9,  9i  ;  Report 
April  10, 181 

Lighthouses  Abroad 
Peterhead  Harbour 
Caledonian  Canal 
Rates  on  Government  Property 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade 
Pnblic  Works  and  BuUdings  (Ireland) 
Science  and  Art  Building  (Dublin) 
Considered    in    Committee   April    11,  388; 
Report  April  12,  4iff 

CnriL        SBRVIOB        BSTDCATBS. 

Class  II. 

Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  OfBeers  of  the 

House  of  Lords 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  GflByoers  of  ths 

House  of  Commons 
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Supply— Ctvi7  Service  Ettimate»—eoni, 

Considered     in    Committee    April    1 6,  633 ; 
Report  April  29,  7666 

Treasury — locluding  Parliamentarj  Coun- 
cil and   Expenses  of  the   Statute   Law 
and  State  Trials  Reports  Committee 
Considered   in    Committee    April     29,    674 ; 
Report  April  30,  877 

Salaries  and   Expenses  of  the  Ilome  Office 
and  Subordinate  Departments 
Considered   in    Committee    April    39,  698 ; 
Report  Adjourned  April  30,  877 

Salaries  and    Expenses    of    the    Depart- 
ment of  Foreign  Office 
Considered  in  Committee  May  2,  1033 

Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the   Department 
for  the  Colonies,  &c. 
Considered    in     Committee    May  3,    1 095 ; 
Report  May6y  1341 

Board  of  Trade 

Bankruptcy  Department  of  Board  of  Trade 

Salaries    and   Expenses  of  Charity   Com- 

missions.  &c. 
Salaries   and    Expenses  of  Ciyil    Service 

Commission 
Salaries  and   Expenses  of  Department  of 

Comptroller  and  Auditor  General   of 

the  Exchequer 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Registry   oi 

Friendly  Societies 
Land  Commissioners  for  England 
Salaries  and  Kxpenses  of   Local    Goyern- 

ment  Board 
Considered      in      Committee    May  9,   1580. 
Report  May  10,  1760 

Local  GoTernment  Board 
Lunacy  Commi  sion,  England 
Expenses  of  the  Mint,  including  Coinage 
National  Debt  Office 
Patent  Office 

Paymaster  General's  Office 
Public  Works  Loan  Commission 
Record  Office 

Registrar  General's  Office,  England 
Considered    in    Committee    May    10,    1712. 
Report  May  13,  1938 

Sutherland,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 

Board  of  Trade  Steamer  **  Gadfly,"  983 
Scotland  —  Collector    of   Road    AssoMroent, 
Creicb,  981 
Croflers  Commission,  1363 

SwETENUAM,  Mr.  E.,  Carnarvon,  Sfe. 
Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  3  R.  1466  ' 
Parliament — Morning  Sittings,  798 
Tithes- Bill,  1243 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  1331 

Swinburne,  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire,  Lichfield 

Africa  —  Central  —  Zambesi —  Nayigation 
Channels,  1742 
Survey,  1247,  1849.  1850 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animal)  Act — Anthrax, 
1232 
Foot-and- Mouth  Disease,  975 
Navy— Charts— Zambesi,  1347 


SwiNBUBNE,  Sir  J. — eont, 

Portuguese  Debt,  1589 

Supply — Charity  Commission,  Ac.  1590,  1593, 
1607,1616 
Civil  Service  Commission,  1625 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  dtc.  1 120 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Aflkirs,  1063,  1074 
Ways  and  Means,  1017 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 
Education  —  School    Board  ^  Westminster 

Division,  15 
Supply — Local  Government  Boards  1640 

Tanner,  Dr.  C.  K.,  Cork,  Co.  Mid. 

Local    Government    Board  —  Vestry    of   St. 

Peter's,  Thetford,  13,  14 
Newfoundland  —  Protection     to    Fishermen, 

214 
Partnership  Bill,  2R.  183,  183 
Supply — Diplomatic  and   Consular  Buildings, 
56,62 
Harbours,  &c. — Board  of  Trade,  64,  65 
Houses  of  Parliament,  68 
Officers  of  the  House  of  Lords,  642,    651, 

652 
Science  and  Art  Department,  82 


Technical  Education  Bill 

tf.  Read  2«  *  May  6,  1480 


[Bill  27.] 


Technical  School  (Local    Authorities) 
Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  8,  1480    [Bill  211] 

Temple,  Sir  R.,  Worcester,  Evesham 
East  India— Abkari  Department,  864,  872 
Opium  Trade  with  China,  1174,  1177 


Temporary  Dwellings  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  May  1,  960 
Read2«*  May  13.  1946 


[Bill  206] 


Theatres  (County  of  London  Bill  [Bill  8] 

«.  Order  for  2<*  adjourned  for  Six    Months  May 
8, 1418 

Theatree — Employment  of  Children 
Question,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith ;    Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  April  15,  481 

Theobald,  Mr.  J.,  Essex,  Romford 
Ireland— Lieutenant  Geohegan's  Conduct,  988 

Thomas,  Mr.  A.,  Glamorgan,  E. 

Postage  of  Samples,  1226 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 

County  Court,  Merthyr  Tydvil,  602,  603 
Ordnance  Survey,  608 

Th&ino,  Lord 
Horteaesb  (Sale  for  Food),  Bill,  3R.  966 


